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REV. JULIANN PUGH, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives and pastor of Camp Hill Presbyterian Church, 
Camp Hill, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

THURSDAY, JUNE 21,2001 

SESSION OF 2001 185TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 43 

Let us pray: 
Almighty God, we come to You this morning with hearts 

racing toward the promise of summer recess. So much has been 
accomplished, and yet a few more Wigs need to be done before 
we can truly slow down. As many prepare to leave from this 
place this evening for their borne districts and summer 
destinations, we pray that they have safe travel and return to this 
place replenished m the fall. Though there are far too many of 
Your servants to mention by name, we lift up to You all our 
leaders here and in the Senate such as h s t r o n g ,  Stout, Costa, 
Comell, George, Schuler, DeWeese, Wagner, Ryan. Though a 
handful have been mentioned, assure every leader in this 
building that You are a loving, compassionate God who holds 
all of us in His powerful hands. 

Over this summer, steady our harried pace with a vision of 
the eternal reach of time. Give us, amidst the confusions of our 
day, the calmness of the everlasting hills; break the tensions of 
our nerves with the soothing music of the voices of our loved 
ones. Help us this summer to know the magical power of sleep, 
to look to a flower, stand and stare into the vastness of the 
ocean, watch a spider build a web, laugh with friends, read a 
good book. Remind us that the race is not always to the swift, 
that there is more to life than increasing its speed. Let us look 
upward into the branches of the towering oak and know that it 
grew great and strong because it grew slowly and well. 

Slow us down during this recess, 0 Lord, and inspire us to 
send our roots deep into the soil of life's enduring values that 
we may grow toward the stars of our greater destiny. 

We offer these our prayers to You, our great and gracious 
Lord. Amen. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 10:15 a.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 
Journal of Wednesday, June 20, 2001, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

No. 1809 By Representatives PICKETT, BUNT, ARGALL, 
BENNINGHOFF, CAPPELLI, CIVERA, CORRIGAN, 
CREIGHTON, J.EVANS, GABIG, GEIST, KELLER, 
McNAUGHTON, R. MILLER, PIPPY, RUBLEY, SAYLOR, 
STERN, R. STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TRICH, 
WASHINGTON, WATSON, WILT, YOUNGBLOOD and 
STEELMAN 

An Act repealing the act of March 27, 1903 (P.L.lOO. No.80), 
entitled "An act to prevent the spread of the disease known as rabies, or 
hydrophobia; and to authorize the quarantine, restraint, confinement, or 
muzzling of dogs, during outbreaks of this disease; and to empower the 
State Live Stock Sanitaw Board to enforce the provisions of this act." 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, June 21,2001. 

No. 1810 By Representatives LEH, ARMSTRONG, 
BELFANTI, BROWNE, CALTAGIRONE, L. I. COHEN, 
COLAFELLA, COY, DALEY, DALLY, CAPPELLI, 
CREIGHTON, FORCER, FREEMAN, GEIST, GEORGE, 
HARHAI, HENNESSEY, HERSHEY, JADLOWIEC, 
LAUGHLIN, McCALL, MAHER, NAILOR, PETRARCA, 
PISTELLA, READSHAW, ROHRER, SAINATO, SATHER, 
SAYLOR, SCHULER, SHANER, STEELMAN, 
E. 2. TAYLOR, WALKO, WATSON, WILT and 
YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further defining "poverty income." 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 21,2001 

No. 1811 By Representatives SAINATO, LEDERER, 
THOMAS, BELARDI, TRELLO, BEBKO-JONES, SATHER, 
CORRIGAN, READSHAW, SHANER, TIGUE, GEIST, 
FRANKEL, LAUGHLIN, DeWEESE, LaGROTTA, MELIO, 
RUBLEY, HARHAI, STABACK, WOJNAROSKI, 
SOLOBAY, TANGRETTI, ROONEY, E. 2. TAYLOR, 
HORSEY, TRAVAGLIO, YOUNGBLOOD, DIVEN, 
CALTAGIRONE, HERMAN, CRUZ, BELFANTI, 
PETRARCA, C. WILLIAMS, L. I. COHEN, COSTA, 
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KIRKLAND, GRUCELA, PIPPY, MARSICO, 1. TAYLOR 
and BROWNE 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for drug-free 
zones; and making an appropriation. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 21,2001 

No. 1812 By Representatives SAINATO, MARKOSEK, 
HUTCHINSON, SATHER, WILT, SHANER, TIGUE, 
LAUGHLIN, LaGROTTA, WOJNAROSKI, TANGRETTI, 
HORSEY, TRAVAGLIO, YOUNGBLOOD, CALTAGIRONE, 
HERMAN, JAMES, HENNESSEY, STABACK, STERN, 
HARHAI, ROBERTS, C. WILLIAMS, COLAFELLA, 
GRUCELA, COY, STEELMAN, BROWNE and WALKO 

An Act amending the act of June 1, 1945 (P.L.1242, No.428), 
known as the State Highway Law, further providing for signs on 
State highways; and making editorial changes. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 2 1, 
2001. 

No. 1813 By Representatives GORDNER and CIVERA 

An Act amending the act of July 9, 1987 (P.L.220, No.39), known 
as the Social Workers, Mamage and Family Therapists and 
Professional Counselors Act, further providing for the definition of 
"practice of professional counseling" and for exemption from 
licensure. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June21,2001. 

No. 1814 By Representatives SAMUELSON, DeLUCA, 
BEBKO-JONES, EACHUS, MELIO, ROONEY, BELARDI, 
CALTAGIRONE, M. COHEN, COLAFELLA, COSTA, COY, 
DeWEESE, D. EVANS, FRANKEL, GEORGE, GRUCELA, 
HALUSKA, HARHAI, HORSEY, JAMES, JOSEPHS, 
LaGROTTA, LEDERER, LUCYK, MANN, McCALL, 
PALLONE, RIEGER, SAINATO, SANTONI, SHANER, 
SOLOBAY, STABACK, STEELMAN, SURRA, THOMAS, 
TRAVAGLIO, TRELLO, TRICH, VEON, C. WILLIAMS, 
WOJNAROSKI and YUDICHAK 

An Act amendine the act of Mav 17. 1921 (P.L.682. No.284). 
known as The ln&ince Company of 1921, cxpa'nd~ng rh; 
children's health care program to provide ;'or rhc health care insurance 
of certain parents of enrolled children. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, June 21,2001. 

No. 1815 By Representatives SAINATO, COSTA, 
SHANER, READSHAW, LEDERER, LAUGHLIN, 
CREIGHTON, WOJNAROSKI, STABACK, CALTAGIRONE, 
GEORGE, YOUNGBLOOD, BELARDI, PETRARCA, 
JOSEPHS, JAMES, WILT, DALEY, J. WILLIAMS, 
TRAVAGLIO, LaGROTTA, CASORIO, COY, BUNT, 
L. I. COHEN, TRICH, THOMAS, TANGRETTI, ROONEY, 
PALLONE, CAPPELLI, GABIG, BELFANTI, WALKO, 
HARHAI, TRELLO, McCALL, WASHINGTON, 
COLAFELLA, HERSHEY and STEELMAN 

I 
- 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known 
as the Tax Refonn Code of 1971, further providing for exclusions frorn I sales tax 

I Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 21,2001 

No. 1816 By Representatives CASORIO, BEBKO-JONES, 
BELFANTI, CAPPELLI, L. I. COHEN, CRUZ, FRANKEL, 
GEORGE, GRUCELA, HALUSKA, HARHAI, HERMAN, 
JAMES, JOSEPHS, MELIO, MUNDY, PETRARCA, 
PISTELLA, PRESTON, ROONEY, SAINATO, SOLOBAY, 
STABACK, TIGUE, TRAVAGLIO, TRELLO, TRICH, 
J.WILLIAMS, WOJNAROSKI, YOUNGBLOOD and 
STEELMAN 

An Act providing for a grant program for background checks of 
individuals who volunteer for an ovemieht nublic school activitv: and , , ~ 

imposing powers and duties on the -~einsylvania Department of 
Education and the Secretav of Education. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 2 1,2001. 

No. 1817 By Representatives ROBERTS, CAPPELLI, 
LAUGHLIN, PALLONE, SOLOBAY, TIGUE, 1. WILLIAMS, 
YOUNGBLOOD and TRELLO 

An Act amending the act of May 21, 1943 (P.L.571, No.254), 
known as The Fourth to Eighth Class County Assessment Law, 
authorizing a reassessment transition credit. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 21,2001. 

No. 1818 By Representatives ROBERTS, GEORGE, 
PALLONE, TIGUE, TRELLO, ].WILLIAMS and 
YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of May 21, 1943 (P.L.571, No.254), 
known as The Fourth to Eighth Class County Assessment Law, 
providing for a property tax increase phase-in period for certain 
property owners. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June21,2001. 

No. 1819 By Representatives ROBERTS, CAPPELLI, 
LAUGHLIN, PALLONE, PIPPY, SOLOBAY, TIGUE, 
TRELLO, J. WILLIAMS and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amendine the act of Mav 21. 1943 (P.L.571. No.254). 
known as The ~ounhyo Elghlh Class fount) /\.\s\;mcnr Laa, funhcr 
prov~dlng fur vdluat~on of persons and propen) 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 21,2001. 

No. 1820 By Representatives ROBERTS, CAPPELLI, 
LAUGHLIN, PALLONE, PIPPY, SOLOBAY, TIGUE, 
TRELLO, 1. WILLIAMS and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No.155), 
known as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for 
valuation of propelty. 
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Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 21,2001. 

No. 1821 By Representatives HALUSKA, DeWEESE, 
ARGALL, BEBKO-JONES, BELARDI, BELFANTI, BUNT, 
CALTAGIRONE, COLAFELLA, CORRIGAN, COY, 
DALEY, GEIST, GRUCELA, HARHAI, HENNESSEY, 
HESS, HUTCHINSON, JAMES, LAUGHLIN, LUCYK, 
MARKOSEK, McCALL, McILHATTAN, MELIO, 
PALLONE, PETRARCA, PISTELLA, ROBERTS, SAINATO, 
SATHER, SHANER, SOLOBAY, STABACK, TIGUE, 
TRICH, J. WILLIAMS, WOJNAROSKI, YOUNGBLOOD, 
YUDICHAK and STEELMAN 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for coal heritage commemorative 
registration plates. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 2 1, 
2001. 

No. 1822 By Representatives ARMSTRONG, THOMAS, 
RAYMOND and TIGUE 

An Act providing for protection of personal information in the 
private sector, for collection, disclosure and use of personal 
information, for written request, for access, for sensory disability, for 
remedies, for complaints, for reports, for hearings, for audits, for 
compliance, for findings and recommendations, for accountability, for 

- consent, for accuracy, for safeguards, for openness, for compliance, 
for confidentiality, for witnesses, for authority and duty of 
Attorney General, for consultation with other states and 
Federal Government, for annual report, for regulations, for 
whistleblowing, for review by Senate and House of Representatives 
committees and for repeals. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 2 1,200 1. 

No. 1823 By Representatives KENNEY, PETRONE, 
ADOLPH, ALLEN, ARGALL, ARMSTRONG, J. BAKER, 
M. BAKER, BARD, BARRAR, BASTIAN, BEBKO-JONES, 
BELARDI, BELFANTI, BENNINGHOFF, BIRMELIN, 
BISHOP, BLAUM, BOYES, BROWNE, BUNT, BUXTON, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CAWLEY, CIVERA, CLARK, 
CLYMER, L. I. COHEN, M. COHEN, COLAFELLA, 
COLEMAN, CORNELL, CORRIGAN, COY, CRUZ, CURRY, 
DAILEY, DALEY, DALLY, DeLUCA, DERMODY, 
DeWEESE, DiGIROLAMO, DIVEN, EACHUS. FAIRCHILD, 
FEESE, FICHTER, FLEAGLE, FORCIER, FRANKEL, 
FREEMAN, GABIG, GANNON, GEIST, GEORGE, 
GODSHALL, GRUCELA, GRUITZA, HALUSKA, HARHAI, 
HARHART, HENNESSEY, HERMAN, HERSHEY, HESS, 
HORSEY, JADLOWIEC, JAMES, JOSEPHS, KELLER, 
KIRKLAND, KREBS, LaGROTTA, LAUGHLIN, LAWLESS, 
LEDERER, LEH, LESCOVITZ, LEVDANSKY, LUCYK, 
MACKERETH, MAITLAND, MAJOR, MANDERINO, 

" MANN, MARKOSEK, MARSICO, McCALL, McGEEHAN, 
McNAUGHTON, MELIO, MICHLOVIC, MUNDY, MYERS, 
NAILOR, NICKOL, O'BRIEN, OLIVER, PETRARCA, 
PHILLIPS, PISTELLA, PRESTON, RAYMOND, 
READSHAW, ROBINSON, ROEBUCK, ROONEY, ROSS, 
RUBLEY, SANTONI, SATHER, SAYLOR, SCI-IRODER, 
SCRIMENTI, SHANER, B. SMITH, SOLOBAY, STABACK, 

STEELMAN, STERN, STETLER, R. STEVENSON, 
STRITTMATTER, STURLA, TANGRETTI, J. TAYLOR, 
THOMAS, TIGUE, TRAVAGLIO, TRELLO, TRICH, TULLI, 
VEON, WALKO, WASHINGTON, WATERS, WATSON, 
J. WILLIAMS, WILT, WOGAN, WOJNAROSKI, YEWCIC, 
YOUNGBLOOD, YUDICHAK, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG, 
T. STEVENSON and PIPPY 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, providing for duties of the 
Bureau of Drug and Alcohol Programs over certain grievances; and 
making repeals. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2 1,200 1. 

No. 1824 By Representatives KENNEY, GORDNER, 
ARMSTRONG, BEBKO-JONES, BELFANTI, BUXTON, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CREIGHTON, DALEY, 
DeLUCA, DeWEESE, DIVEN, FAIRCHILD, FLEAGLE, 
FRANKEL, GABIG, GEIST, GEORGE, HENNESSEY, 
HERMAN, KIRKLAND, KREBS, LaGROTTA, LEDERER, 
LESCOVITZ, MACKERETH, MAITLAND, McCALL, 
McGILL, R. MILLER, MUNDY, NAILOR, NICKOL, 
SAYLOR, SCHULER, SHANER, STEELMAN, STERN, 
R. STEVENSON, STRITTMATTER, J. TAYLOR, THOMAS, 
TULLI, WALKO, WILT, YOUNGBLOOD and ZUG 

An Act establishing industrial resource centers within the 
Department of Community and Economic Development. 

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, June 2 1,200 1. 

No. 1825 By Representatives DeLUCA, MICOZZIE, 
M. COHEN, CIVERA, BEBKO-JONES, BELFANTI, 
BROWNE, CLARK, L. I. COHEN, COY, CREIGHTON. 
CURRY, . DAILEY,. FEESE, FRANKEL, G O R D N E ~  
HARHAI, HENNESSEY, JAMES, JOSEPHS, LAUGHLIN, 
LEH, MANDERINO, MANN, McGILL, MELIO, MUNDY, 
PALLONE, SHANER, ROONEY, SATHER, SOLOBAY, 
STABACK, TANGRETTI, THOMAS, TIGUE, TRAVAGLIO, 
TRTCH, VEON, WALKO, WASHINGTON, WATSON, 
C. WILLIAMS, J. WILLIAMS, WRIGHT, YOUNGBLOOD, 
YUDICHAK, DIVEN, COSTA, DERMODY, TRELLO, 
PETRARCA, RUFFING, GEORGE, BLAUM, SURRA, 
LESCOVITZ, EACHUS, GRUCELA and CORRIGAN 

An Act amending the act of July 8, 1986 (P.L.408, No.89), known 
as the Health Care Cost Containment Act, further providing for powers 
and duties of the Health Care Cost Containment Council and for data 
submission and collection. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2 1,2001. 

No. 1826 By Representatives DALEY, THOMAS, 
DeWEESE, SHANER, STABACK, CLARK, MANN, 
HARHAI, WALKO, TRAVAGLIO, YOUNGBLOOD, 
WOGAN, CORRIGAN, HORSEY, HASAY, LEVDANSKY, 
STEELMAN, J. WILLIAMS and ROONEY 
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A Resolution memorializing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to call for a New Bretton Woods Conference for 
international monetary system stability and development of the real 
economy. 

An Act amending the act of December 7, 1982 (P.L.784, No.225), 
known as the Dog Law, further providing for requirements for 
ownership and control of dangerous dogs; providing for annual 
inspections; and further providing for public safety and penalties. 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, June 2 1,200 1. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 2001, 

No. 265 By Representatives JAMES, WATERS, y)c, 
ROBINSON, DALEY, TRELLO, MYERS, WASHINGTON 
and KIRKLAND 

GRUCELA, BELFANTI, HERSHEY, MELIO, BELARDI, 
SAINATO, GEORGE, B R O W ,  HORSEY, STABACK, I 
No. 260 By Representatives HARHAI, WANSACZ, 

BEBKO-JONES, JAMES, READSHAW, LAUGHLIN, 
FRANKEL, SHANER, CALTAGIRONE, HALUSKA, 

D. EVANS, CORRIGAN, SATHER, YUDICHAK, 
McNAUGHTON, CAPPELLI, JOSEPHS, YOUNGBLOOD, 
SCRIMENTI, TRICH and McCALL 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 200 

A Resolution memorializing Congress to enact the 
National Energy Security Act of 2001. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 2 1,200 1. 

No. 261 By Representatives DALLY, LYNCH, CLARK, 
MANN, SHANER, SOLOBAY, NAILOR, GEORGE, 
WOJNAROSKI, PETRARCA, BUNT, ROEBUCK, HERMAN, 
S. H. SMITH, CAPPELLI, FAIRCHILD, HESS, WALKO, 
ALLEN, TIGUE, BROWNE, M. BAKER, B. SMITH, 
THOMAS, BELFANTI, SANTONI, COLAFELLA, 
SAINATO, HARHART, RUBLEY, STABACK, COY, 
SATI-IER, BARRAR, BELARDI, McGILL, CAWLEY, 
HERSHEY, COSTA, HARHAI, SAMUELSON, WANSACZ, 
SURRA, RAYMOND, EGOLF, McCALL, LEH, MUNDY, 
C. WILLIAMS, LAUGHLIN, R. MILLER, YUDICHAK, 
YOUNGBLOOD, CREIGHTON, MARKOSEK, CLYMER, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, MAJOR, SCHRODER, SEMMEL, WATSON, 
YEWCIC, ROBERTS, FRANKEL, HASAY, MACKERETH, 
DAILEY, READSHAW, CIVERA, ROSS, McILHATTAN, 
LEVDANSKY, MARSICO, R. STEVENSON, STURLA, 
ROONEY, TRICH, GRUCELA, SAYLOR, MELIO, 
McNAUGHTON and STEELMAN 

A Resolution memorializing the Bush Administration, the 
Congress of the United States and the Governor of New York to 
support and to approve legislation that would give states authority to 
place reasonable restrictions upon the importation of solid waste. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 2 1,200 1. 

No. 264 By Representatives DALEY, DeWEESE, 
PETRONE, HARHAI, SHANER, ROBERTS, LESCOVITZ, 
HALUSKA, KAISER and TRICH 

A Concurrent Resolution relating to participation in and legislative 
approval of recommendations and reports of the Northeast Regional 
Haze Planning Organization prior to implementation in Pennsylvania, 
and urging the Department of Environmental Protection to convene 
stakeholder process. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

SB 286, PN 1181 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, 
June 21,2001. 

SB 370, PN 383 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 21,2001. 

SB 371, PN "134 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 21,2001. 

SB 488, PN 1182 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2 1,200 1. 

SB 556, PN 1231 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, June 2 1,200 1. 

SB 589, PN 1183 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 2 1,200 1. 

SB 820, PN 952 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 2 1,200 1. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bill numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
title was publicly read as follows: 
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- An Act amending the act of October 22, 1986 (P.L.1452, No.143), 
known as the Pennsylvania Adult Basic and Literacy Education Act, 
further providing for short title, for findings and purpose, for 
definitions, for grant program, for limitations on funding, for 
interagency coordinating council, for audits and records and for 
monitoring and reporting. 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move HB 408 from the table. 

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

BILL TABLED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 408 be placed 

back upon the table. 

On the question, 

*- 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt of 
additions and deletions for sponsorships of bills, which the clerk 
will file. 

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

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the 
hall of the House today, as the guest of Representative 
Mary Ann Dailey, Malaeika Montgomery. Malaeika is a 
law student at Howard University, currently serving as an intern 
for the Office of General Counsel at the Department of 
Education. She is seated to the lefi of the Speaker. Welcome to 
the hall of the House. Please rise. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair turns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, who requests a leave for 
today's session for the following members: Mr. NICKOL of 

-- York County, Mr. HENNESSEY of Chester County, 
Mr. SAYLOR of York County. Without objection, the leaves 
will be granted. The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman, Mr. Veon, has no request for leaves. 

1 MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take today's 
master roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

1 The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY= 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gnt itza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruff~ng 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Saylor 

LEAVES A D D E M  

Gabig Rohrer Shaner Tangretti 
Mann Ruf'iing 
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LEAVES CANCELED4 

Gabig Hennessey Nickol Rohrer 

CALENDAR 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 811, 
PN 91 1, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Secretary of 
Conservation and Natural Resources, to convey to John L. Johnson a 
certain tract of land situate in Grove Township, Cameron County, in 
exchange for a certain tract of land. 

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

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

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

Mr. Cohen- It has been called to my attention it is not on 
the board. I apologize. The board is lit up. 

Mr. Cohen, do you want recognition on this bill? 
Mr. COHEN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Strike the board. 
The gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is recognized. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, as of the time I got up, the bill 

was not on the machines, and in addition, we do not have a 
calendar. Could somebody please explain what SB 811 does, 
and could we direct that it be on the machines? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen, I am told it is on the rnachmes. 
Mr. COHEN. Okay. Could we have somebody explain what 

it does? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Mayernik. Is Mr. Mayernik on the 

floor? The lady, Mrs. Vance? 
Mr. Clymer. 
Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, SB 811 is a land transfer. It is a property 

exchange of a certain tract of land owned by the grantee 
consisting of .3051 acres, and it is just a swap; it is an even 
swap that has been approved by General Services. I do not see 
where it is a major problem. We have done many of these in the 
past, and if Mr. Cohen from Philadelphia would like a sidebar, 
I would be pleased to give it to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Mayernik, is on the 
floor. Mr. Mayernik, would you care to explain SB 8 1 1 ? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I can explain the 
portion of the bill that I had drafted. 

SB 81 1 would change the nominating petitions and 
eliminate- 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. CLYMER. He has the wrong bill, and I think that is the 

oroblem. It was HB 924, and I think that is why Mr. Cohen 

switched to SB 81 1, which is a land transfer. Am I correct? 
Mr. Mayernik is trying to defrne HI3 924. 

The SPEAKER. We have SB 811 on the board. Are there 
any questions in connection with SB 8 1 l?  

Lrl)c 
On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchison 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kemey 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laugblin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petnlrca Say lor 

jumped up, because HB 924 was not on the syste& and then it 
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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 return the same to the Senate with 

the infonnation that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair advises the members that 
permission is being given to the gentleman, Mr. James Romeo, 
of WGAL-TV Harrisburg to videotape with audio the general 
proceedings on the floor for the next 10 or 15 minutes. 
The newsman may begin. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 634, 
PN 1238, entitled: 

Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmennan 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 

On the question, 
Will the House agree 
Bill was agreed to. 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
2001 -2002. 

to the bill on third consideration? 

Colafella ~ c ~ l h i n n d ~  Petrarca Saylor 

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 following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birrnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 

.- Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsica 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIl hattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 

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 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. 

RESOLUTIONS 

Mrs. LAUGHLIN called up HR 27, PN 2337, entitled: 

A Concurrent Resolution urging support for development of 
Logstown/Legionville as a Pennsylvania historical park and historical 
center. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY= 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michiovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittrnatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
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Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c v  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffng 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella Mcllhinney Petrarca Saylor 

The majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
af fmt ive  and the resolution was adopted. 

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

Mr. BUTKOVITZ called up HR 257, PN 2338, entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Committee on Intergovernmental 
Affairs and the Committee on Labor Relations to examine and study 
matters relating to the use of Federal and State job training fimds by 
local workforce investment boards and to determine the effectiveness 
of these boards in providing job training to their targeted populations. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. I 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, 

Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruiua 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levclansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffmg 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi Hennessey Nick01 Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Saylor 

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

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

AS AMENDED 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to the following HB 59, PN 2334, as 
further amended by the House Rules Committee: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, establishing limitations on 
asbestos-related liabilities relating to certain mergers or consolidations; 
and providing for the number of judges of courts of common pleas in 
certain judicial districts and for civil immunity for antidrug and 
town-watch volunteers. 

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

the Rules Committee? 
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The SPEAKER. Ms. Steelman. 
Ms. STEELMAN. The bill is not on the system yet, 

- Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
Ms. Steelman, I am told that it is now. Would you check 

your machine. All right? 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be gone over temporarily until 
we get some of the other bills out of the way. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1418, 
PN 1664, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 18, 1984 (P.L.1005, 
No.205), known as the Municipal Pension Plan Funding Standard and 
Recovery Act, further providing for use of foreign fire insurance tax 
moneys. 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Frankel, withdraws his 
intended amendment. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawiev 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
c h i h a  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasav 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 

civem ~ e k a n  Penel Tulli 
Clark Hershey Petrone Vance 

ClymeI 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell, 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
C w  
cuny 
Dailey 
W ~ Y  
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
hnatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Luc yk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Say lor 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmtive,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the bill passed finally. 

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

POINT OF ORDER 

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

Mr. VITALI. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
I wanted to conduct interrogation on that bill. I was up. You 

were not looking up, and it was not so much the contents of that 
bill that were important but the fact that we are just not being 
given enough time to react to what is happening. 

What is going to happen today is, we are going to be voting 
on things that some of the members do not want to be voting on, 
and we almost did the Crown Cork & Seal case a couple 
minutes ago, and I just think- I am not sure how to deal with 
this. I want to be polite but at the same time I want to know 
what I am voting on, and I do not know whether that requires 
just standing at the mike vote after vote or not, but we are just 
not quite - these packets are thick that we normally use, which 
takes longer to flip through them - but we are just not quite 
getting enough time to react. If we wait for it to come up on the 
board to realize what is happening, the votes are halfway 
through and there is no chance to debate if we wanted to. 
Things are happening just a little too fast, and I want to be 
polite, but I also want to make my point. 
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BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION I NOT VOTING4 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1763, 
PN 2261, entitled: 

An Act designating a section of State Route 101 1 in Clearfield, 
Cameron and Elk Counties as the Quehanna Highway. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
~ ~ r e e a b l e  to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays &ill now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
BOY= 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGiroiarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gamon 
Geist 

Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
H a y  
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffmg 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NAY s-0 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson. R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi Hennessey Nick01 Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Say lor 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 729, 
PN 2262, entitled: 

An Act designating a bridge on State Route 1017, over the north 
branch of Tunkhannock Creek, as the Nicholson Borough Veterans 
Memorial Bridge; and designating a bridge on State Route 33 over the 
Lehigh River in Northampton County as the Gene Hartzell Memorial 
Bridge. 

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

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A3231: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by striking out "AND 
Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period after 

"BRIDGE and inserting 
; and designating a certain bridge in Lancaster 
County as the Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 3. Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

(a) Designation.-The replacement bridge canying State 
Route 72 over Amtrak in the City of Lancaster and Manheim 
Township, locally known as the Fruitville Pike Bridge, is hereby 
designated the Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

(b) Signs.-The Department of Transportation shall erect and 
maintain appropriate signs at each end of the bridge which shall display 
the name of the bridge designated in subsection (a). 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 
4 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
-ge 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mam 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
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Bishop 
Blaum 

- Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Belardi 
Colafella 
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Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Peael 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P ~ W Y  
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Hennessey Nick01 
McIlhinney Petrarca 

Strinmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 

Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Reinard 
Saylor 

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

Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 

I Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 

Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 

DiGirolamo Levdansky 
Diven Lewis 
Donatucci Lucyk 
Eachus Lynch 
Egolf Mackereth 

McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rwney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strimnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tul ti 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Saylor 

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. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

concurrence. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the question was determined in the afmtive 

and the bill passed finally. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

The following roll call was recorded: I Ms. BISHOP called up HR 263, IN 2345, entitled: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 

A Resolution honoring the accomplishments of the 
Philadelphia 76ers on the occasion of their performance during the 
2001 NBA season both on and off the court. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 



1536 LEGISLATIVE J(: 

YEAS193 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera . 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
c w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
LedereI 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucy k 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimrnerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Hemessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhimey Petrarca Saylor 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the a f f m t i v e  and the resolution was 
adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 

IURNAG-HOUSE JUNE 21 

I An Act amending the act of June 14, 1961 (P.L.324, No.188), 
known as The Library Code, further providing for State library, for 
library trainees and for library resource centers. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 

I costa 
COY 
Creighton 
C m  
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucy k 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION I NAYS0 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 926, 
PN 1087, entitled: NOT VOTING-O 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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-. Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella McIlhinney Petrarca Saylor 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmative, the question was detennined 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 without 
amendment. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 262, PN 2335 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Resolution directing the Subcommittee on Cities, Counties - 
First Class of the Urban Affairs Committee as part of its investigation 
into problems relating to school violence and possession of weapons in 
the Philadelphia School District to examine the issue of student 
tardiness as it impacts attendance and truancy, school safety and the 
overall learning environment and to make recommendations on how to 
best address the issue. 

RULES. 

RULES SUSPENDED 
- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 

House be suspended to permit the immediate consideration of 
HR 262. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
b y e s  
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GNcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 

Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Steelman 
NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
Colafella Mcllhinney Petrarca Say lor 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. KENNEY called up HR 262, PN 2335, entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Subcommittee on Cities, Counties - 
First Class of the Urban Affairs Committee as part of its investigation 
into problems relating to school violence and possession of weapons in 
the Philadelphia School District to examine the issue of student 
tardiness as it impacts attendance and truancy, school safety and the 
overall learning environment and to make recommendations on how to 
best address the issue. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
$orcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson. T. 



Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGilarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Belardi 
Colafella 

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

LEGISLATIVE 

Gordner Michlovic Strittmatter 
Grucela Micouie Sturla 
Gruitza Miller, R. Sum 
Habay Miller, S. Tangetti 
Haluska Mundy Taylor, E. Z. 
Hanna Myers Taylor, J. 
Harhai Nailor Thomas 

O'Brien Tigue Harhart 
Harper Oliver Travaglio 
Hasay Pallone Trello 
Herman Penel Trich 
Hershey Petrone Tulli 
Hess Phillips Vance 
Horsey Pickett Veon 
Hutchinson Pippy Vitali 
Jadlowiec Plstella Walko 
James Preston Wansacz 
Josephs Raymond Washington 
Kaiser Readshaw Waters 

Rieger Watson Keller 
Kenney Roberts Williams, C. 
Kirkland Robinson Williams, J. 
Krebs Roebuck Wilt 
LaGrona Rohrer Wogan 
Laughlin Rooney Wojnaroski 
Lawless Ross Wright 
Lederer Rubley Yewcic 
Leh Ruffing Youngblood 
Lescovitz Sainato Yudichak 
Levdansky Samuelson Zimmerman 
Lewis Santoni 2% 
Lucyk Sather 
Lynch Sc hroder 
Mackereth Schuler Ryan, 
Maher Speaker 

NAYS-1 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-8 

Hennessey Nickol Reinard 
McIlhinney Petrarca Saylor 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

JOURNAL--HOUSE JUNE 2 1 

Mr. D. EVANS offered the following amendment No. 
A3063: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 8, by removing the period after 
"penalties" and inserting w 
; regulating the terms and conditions of certain subprime mortgage loan 
transactions; and making editorial changes. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 11 through 20; pages 2 through 8, 
lines 1 through 30; page 9, lines 1 through 22, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

Section 1. The act of December 22, 1989 (P.L.687, No.90), 
known as the Mortgage Bankers and Brokers Act, is amended by 
adding a chapter and a chapter heading to read: 

CHAPTER 1 
PRELIMINARY PROVISIONS 

Section 101. Short title. 
This act shall be known and mav be cited as the Mortgage 

Bankers and Brokers and Consumer Eauitv Protection Act. 
Section 102. Definitions. 

The following words and uhrases when used in this act shall have 
the meanings given to them in this section unless the context clearly 
indicates otherwise: 

"Deuartment." The Devartment of Bankine of the 
Commonwealth. 

CHAPTER 3 
LICENSURE 

Section 2. Section 1 of the act is amended to read: 
Section [I] 301. [Short title] w. 

This [act shall be known and may be cited as the Mortgage 
Bankers and Brokers Act] chavter deals with licensure. 

Section 3. Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 1 1 of the act, 
amended December 21, 1998 (P.L.987, NO. 131), are amended to read: 
Section [2] 302. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this [act] chavter pCI)P 
shall have the meanings given to them in this section unless the context 
clearly indicates otherwise: 

"Advance fee." Any funds requested by or to be paid to a loan 
correspondent, mortgage broker or limited mortgage broker in advance 
of or during the processing of a mortgage loan application, excluding 
those fees paid by an applicant borrower directly to a credit agency 
reporting bureau, title company or real estate appraiser. 

"Branch." An office or other place of business located in this 
Commonwealth or any other state, other than the principal place of 
business, where a person engages in the first mortgage loan business 
which falls under the scope of this [act] cha~ter. 

"Commission." The State Real Estate Commission. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 377, 
PN 942, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 22, 1989 (P.L.687, No%), 
known as the Mortgage Bankers and Brokers Acf further providing for 
license exemptions, for application for license, for licensee 
requirements, for authority of department or commission and for 
penalties. 

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

["Department." The Department of Banking of the 
Commonwealth.] 

"Finder's fee" or "referral fee." Any payment of money or other 
consideration for the referral of a mortgage loan to a lender, but shall 
not include consideration paid for goods or facilities actually furnished 
or services actually performed. 

"First mortgage loan business." A person is deemed to be 
engaged in the first mortgage loan business in this Commonwealth if 
that person advertises, causes to be advertised, solicits, negotiates or 
arranges in the ordinary course of business, offers to make or makes 
more than two first mortgage loans in a calendar year in this 
Commonwealth, whether directly or by any person acting for his 
benefit. 

"Licensee." A person who is licensed under this [act] chauter. 
"Limited mortgage broker." An individual who directly or 

indirectly negotiates or places nonpurchase money mortgage loans for 
others in the primary market for consideration. 

"Loan correspondent." A person who, in the regular course of b 
business, directly or indirectly originates and closes loans in his own 
name utilizing h d s  provided by a wholesale table finder and 
simultaneously assigns the loans to the wholesale table fimder. A loan 

I corresponden; may-close a mortgage loan utilizing other funding 
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sources but only in an emergency circumstance where wholesale table 
funding is not available. 

"Lock-in agreement." An agreement between a mortgage banker 
or loan correspondent and borrower whereby the licensee guarantees 
until a specified date the availability of a specified rate of interest or 
specified formula by which the rate of interest and/or a specific number 
of discount points will be determined, provided the loan is approved 
and closed by the specified date. If a specified date is not determinable, 
the licensee may fulfill the requirement of this provision by setting 
forth with specificity the method by which the duration of the lock-in 
period will be determined. 

"Mortgage banker." A person who directly or indirectly 
originates and closes mortgage loans with its own funds in the primary 
market for consideration. 

"Mortgage broker." A person who directly or indirectly 
negotiates or places mortgage loans for others in the primary market 
for consideration. 

"Mortgage loan." A loan which is secured by a first mortgage or 
other similar instrument or document which creates a first lien on 
real property, which real property is used as a one-family to 
four-family dwelling, a portion of which may be used for 
nonresidential purposes. 

"Nonpurchase money mortgage loan." A mortgage loan 
[as defined in this act] the proceeds of which are not used to finance the 
purchase of the real property securing the mortgage loan. 

"Person." An individual, association, joint venture or joint-stock 
company, partnership, limited partnership, limited partnership 
association, business corporation, nonprofit corporation, or any other 
group of individuals, however organized. 

"Primary market." The market wherein mortgage loans are 
originated between a lender and a borrower. 

"Principal place of business." The primary office of the licensee 
located in this Commonwealth which is staffed on a full-time basis and 
at which books, records, accounts and documents are to be maintained. 

"Secretary." The Secretary of Banking of the Commonwealth or 
his designee. 

"Service a mortgage loan." The collection or remittance of 
payments for another or the right to collect or remit payments for 
&other of principal, interest, taxes, insurance and any other payments 
pursuant to a mortgage loan. 

"Tangible net worth." Net worth less the following assets: 
(1) That portion of any assets pledged to secure 

obligations of any person or entity other than that of the 
applicant. 

(2) Any asset, except construction loans receivables 
secured by first mortgages fiom related companies, due from 
officers or stockholders of the applicant or related companies in 
which the applicant's officers or stockholders have an interest. 

(3) That portion of the value of any marketable security, 
listed or unlisted, not shown at lower of cost or market, except 
for any shares of Federal National Mortgage Association stock 
required to be held under a servicing agreement, which should be 
carried at cost. 

(4) Any amount in excess of the lower of the cost or 
market value of mortgages in foreclosures, construction loans or 
foreclosed property acquired by the applicant through 
foreclosure. 

(5) Any investment shown on the balance sheet in the 
applicant's joint ventures, subsidiaries, affiliates or related 
companies which is greater than the value of the assets at equity. 

(6) Goodwill. 
(7) The value placed on insurance renewals or property 

management contract renewals or other similar intangibles of the 
applicant. 

(8) Organization costs of the applicant. 
(9) The value of any servicing contracts held by the 

applicant not determined in accordance with American Institute 

of Certified Public Accountants Statement of Position 76-2, dated 
August 25, 1976, or subsequent revision thereto. 

(10) Any real estate held for investment where 
development will not start within two years fiom the date of its 
initial acquisition. 

(1 1) Any leasehold improvements not being amortized 
over the lesser of the expected life of the asset or the remaining 
term of the lease. 

(12) Any commitment fees paid or collected which are 
not recoverable through the closing or selling of loans. 
"Wholesale table funder." A licensed mortgage banker or an 

entity exempt pursuant to section [3(b)(l), (10) or (1211 303fi)tI). (10) 
or (12) who, in the regular course of business, provides the funding for 
the closing of mortgage loans through loan correspondents and who by 
assiffnment obtains title to such mortgage loans. 
Section [3] 303. License requirements and exemptions. 

(a) License required.-On and after the effective date of this act, 
no person shall act as a mortgage banker, loan correspondent, mortgage 
broker or limited mortgage broker in this Commonwealth without a 
license as provided for in this [act] chavter, provided, however, that 
any person licensed as a mortgage banker may also act as a loan 
correspondent or mortgage broker and any person licensed as a loan 
correspondent may also act as a mortgage broker without a separate 
license. A person licensed as a mortgage broker may only perform the 
services of a mortgage broker [as defined in section 21. 

(b) Exceptions.-The following persons shall not be required to 
be licensed under this [act] cha~ter in order to conduct the first 
mortgage loan business but shall be subject to those provisions of this 
[act] chapter as specifically provided in this section: 

(1) A State-chartered bank, bank and trust company, 
savings bank, private bank or national bank, a State or federally 
chartered savings and loan association, a federally chartered 
savings bank or a State or federally chartered credit union. 

(2) An attorney authorized to practice law in this 
Commonwealth, who acts as a mortgage broker in negotiating or 
placing a mortgage loan in the normal course of legal practice. 

(3) A person licensed pursuant to the provisions of the 
act of February 19, 1980 (P.L.15, No.$)), known as the 
Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act, who is principally 
engaged in a third-party real estate brokerage business, but only 
to the extent that he provides information, verbal or written, to or 
negotiates or places a mortgage loan for a buyer of real estate and 
is not compensated by the buyer or any other person for 
providing such information or negotiating or placing such 
mortgage loan. If he is compensated for providing such 
information or negotiating or placing such mortgage loan, he 
shall be subject to the provisions of sections [8, 10, 11 and 14(b)J 
308.310.31 1 and 314(b), excluding section [[8a)(l)] 308(aMl). 

(4) A seller of a dwelling, if he has resided in the 
dwelling at least one year and as part of the purchase price 
receives a first mortgage executed by the purchaser. 

(5) A person who either originates or negotiates less than 
three mortgage loans in a calendar year in this Commonwealth 
unless he is otherwise deemed to be engaged in the first mortgage 
loan business. 

(6) Builders, when obtaining mortgages for their own 
construction or for the sale of their own construction. 

(7) Any agency or instrumentality of the Federal 
Government or a corporation otherwise created by an act of the 
United States Congress, including, but not limited to, the Federal 
National Mortgage Association, the Government National 
Mortgage Association, the Veterans' Administration, the Federal 
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation and the Federal Housing 
Administration. 

(8) The Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency. 
(9) A licensee under the act of April 8, 1937 (P.L.262, 

No.66), known as the Consumer Discount Company Act, except 
that any such licensee who makes a mortgage loan other than 
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under the provisions of that act shall be subject to the provisions 
of sections [4(b)(2) and (3), 8, 10 and 14(b) of this act] 304(b)12) 
and (3). 308, 310 and 314fb), excluding section [8(a)(l)] 
308(a)/ 1). 

(10) Except for licensees described in paragraph (9), 
subsidiaries and affiliates of the following institutions: 
State-chartered banks, bank and trust companies, savings banks, 
private banks, savings and loan associations and credit unions or 
national banks, federally chartered savings and loan associations, 
federally chartered savings banks and federally chartered credit 
unions, except that such subsidiaries and affiliates of institutions 
enumerated in this paragraph shall: 

(i) be subject to the provisions of sections 
[8,9(a)(3), 10 and 14(b)] 308.309(a)13). 3 10 and 3 14(bl, 
excluding section [8(a)(l)] 308(a)( I); 

(ii) deliver as required to the department 
annually copies of financial reports made to all 
supervisory agencies; and 

(iii) be registered with the department. 
(1 1) Employees of a mortgage banker, mortgage broker 

and loan correspondent licensee or excepted persons acting for 
their employers. 

(12) An insurance company, association or exchange 
authorized to transact business in this Commonwealth under the 
act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), known as The Insurance 
Company Law of 1921, and any subsidiaries and affiliates 
thereof, except that such subsidiaries and affiliates shall: 

(i) be subject to the provisions of sections 
[8,9(a)(3), 10 and 14(b)] 308.309(a'1(3). 310 and 314(b), 
excluding section [8(a)(l)J 308(a)i I); 

(ii) deliver as required to the department 
annually copies of financial reports made to all 
supervisory agencies; and 

(iii) be registered with the department. 
(13) Any person who makes a mortgage loan to an 

employee of that person as an employment benefit, given that 
person does not hold himself out to the public as a first mortgage 
lender. 

(14) Nonprofit corporations making mortgage loans to 
promote home ownership or improvements for the 
disadvantaged, given that the corporation does not hold itself out 
to the public as a first mortgage lender. 

(15) A nonurofit cornoration makine not more than 
12 mortgage loans a calendar vear with its own funds. that shall 
not include funds borrowed through warehouse lines of credit or 
other sources for the uumose of rnakine morteaee loans. which 
loans are retained in the cornoration's own wrtfolios and not 
rermlarlv sold to others and are made to uromote and advance the 
cultural traditions and lifestyles of bona fide religious 
organizations provided that the corporation does not hold itself 
out to the uublic as a first mortgage lender. 
(c) Loans for business or commercial purposes.-This [act] 

chauter shall not apply to mortgage loans made for business or 
commercial purposes. that the corporation does not hold itself out to 
the public as a first mortgage lender. 

(c) Loans for business or commercial purposes.-This act shall 
not apply to mortgage loans made for business or commercial 
purposes. 
Section [4] 304. Application for license. 

(a) Contents.-An application for a license to act as a mortgage 
banker, loan correspondent, mortgage broker or limited mortgage 
broker shall be on such fonns as may be prescribed and provided by 
the department. Each application shall include the address or addresses 
where business is to be conducted, the full name, official title and 
business address of each director and principal officer of the business 
and any other information that may be required by the department. An 
applicant shall demonstrate to the department that policies and 

procedures have been developed to receive and process customer 
inquiries and grievances promptly and fairly. ' (b) Mortgage banker's license.-The department shall issue a 

1 mortgage banker's license applied for pursuant to this [act] chauter if 
the applicant establishes that he has met the following conditions: 

(1) That he is approved by or meets the current criteria 
1 for approval of at least one of the following: 
I (i) Federal National Mortgage Association. 

(ii) Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation. 
I 
I (iii) Federal Housing Administration. 

(2) That he maintains or is approved for, and will 
I 

continue to maintain as a licensee, a line of credit or equivalent 
mortgage-funding capability of not less than $1,000,000. 

(3) That he has a minimum tangible net worth of 
$250,000 at the time of application and will, at all times 
thereafter, maintain such minimum net worth, provided, 
however, that those applicants who were in business prior to 
June 20, 1990, may be licensed with a minimum tangible net 
worth of $100,000 if, in the opinion of the department, the 
applicant has established that it has an otherwise adequate 
financial structure and operating history. 

(4) That he will maintain fidelity bond coverage in 
accordance with the guidelines established by the Federal 
National Mortgage Association or the Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation. 
(b. 1) Loan correspondent's license.- 

(1) The department shall issue a loan correspondent's 
license applied for pursuant to this [act] chauter if the applicant 
establishes that he has met the following conditions: 

(i) That he is eligible to and will obtain and 
maintain a bond in the amount of $100,000, in a form 
acceptable to the department, prior to the issuance of the 
license, from a surety company authorized to do business 
in this Commonwealth. The bond shall run to the 
Commonwealth'of Pennsylvania and shall be for the use 
of the Commonwealth and any person or persons who 
obtain a judgment against the loan correspondent for 
failure to cany out the terms of any provision for which 
advance fees are paid. No bond shall comply with the 
requirements of this section unless it contains a provision 
that it shall not be canceled for any cause unless notice of 
intention to cancel is given to the department at least 
30 days before the day upon which cancellation shall 
take effect. 

(ii) That he has a minimum tangible net worth of 
$100,000 at the time of application and will, at all times 
thereafter, maintain such minimum net worth. 

(iii) Notwithstanding subparagraph (ii), an 
applicant who was in the business as a mortgage banker, 
mortgage broker or otherwise authorized to engage in the 
fust mortgage loan business by the department prior to 
the effective date of this section who files an application 
within 90 days after the effective date of this section may 
be licensed for one year with a minimum tangible net 
worth of $50,000. Thereafter, for a period of one year, 
the applicant may continue to be licensed with a 
minimum tangible net worth of $75,000. Following that 
period, the applicant may continue to be licensed with a 
minimum tangible net worth of $100,000. 

(c) Mortgage broker's license.- 
(1) The department shall issue a mortgage broker's 

license applied for pursuant to this [act1 chanter if the applicant 
establishes that he is eligible to and will obtain and maintain a 
bond in the amount of $100,000, in a form acceptable to the 
department, prior to the issuance of the license, from a surety 
company authorized to do business in this Commonwealth. The 
bond shall be a uenal bond conditioned on com~liance with this 
cha~ter and subiect to forfeiture bv the deuartment and shall run 
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to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania [and shall be for the use 
of the Commonwealth and] for its use. The bond shall also be for 
the use of any person [or persons] against the mortgage broker 
for failure to carry out the terms of any provision for which 
advance fees are paid. If such person [or persons shall be so] k 
aggrieved, he may [upon recovering judgment against such 
licensee issue execution under such judgment and maintain an 
action upon the bond of the licensee in any court having 
jurisdiction for the amount claimed plus costs, provided the 
department assents thereto.] with the written assent of the 
department. recover advance fees and costs from the bond bu 
filing a claim with the suretv comDanv or maintaining an action 
on the bond. In the alternative. an a~aieved Derson mav recover 
advance fees and costs bv filing a formal com~laint against the 
mortgage broker with the department which shall adjudicate the 
matter. Such an adjudication shall be binding upon the surety 
comDanv and enforceable bv the devartment in Commonwealth 
Court and bv an aeerieved person in anv court. Anv arrerieved 
person seeking to recover advance fees and costs from a bond 
that has alreadv been forfeited bv the de~artment or which the 
de~artment is in the vrocess of forfeiting mav recover bavment 
on such bond if, after filing a ~etition with the de~artment, the 
de~artment assents to his reauested Davment or portion thereof. 
The de~artment mav Dav the agmieved Derson from the bond 
proceeds it recovered in such case. Nothing in this section shall 
be construed as limiting the abilitv of anv court or district iustice 
to award to anv aarrrieved Derson other damages, court costs and 
attomev fees as Dermitted bv law. but those claims that are not 
advance fees or related costs mav not be recovered from the 
bond. The de~arhnent. in its discretion. rnav assent to or order 
pro rata or other recoverv on the bond for anv agmieved Derson if 
claims wainst the bond mav or do exceed its full monetary 
amount. No bond shall comply with the requirements of this 
section unless it contains a provision that it shall not be canceled 
for any cause unless notice of intention to cancel is given to the 
department at least 30 days before the day upon which 
cancellation shall take effect. Cancellation of the bond shall not 
invalidate the bond re~arding the oeriod of time it was in effect. 

(2) Mortgage brokers who can demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of the department that they do not accept advance 
fees shall be exempt fiom the bond requirement of this 
subsection. 
(c.1) Limited mortgage broker's license.-The department shall 

issue a limited mortgage broker's license applied for pursuant to this 
[act] cha~ter if the applicant establishes that he is an individual who 
operates fiom one location and maintains no branch ofices and can 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the department that he accepts or 
collects no advance fees. 

(d) Foreign corporation.-If the applicant is a foreign corporation, 
that corporation shall be authorized to do business in this 
Commonwealth in accordance with the law of this Commonwealth 
regulating corporations and shall maintain at least one office in this 
Commonwealth which is the office that shall be licensed as the 
principal place of business for the purposes of this [act] chaoter. A 
foreign corporation which will act only in the capacity of a wholesale 
table funder shall be exempt from the requirement that it maintain at 
least one office in this Commonwealth. The corporation shall file with 
the application an irrevocable consent, duly acknowledged, that suits 
and actions may be commenced against that licensee in the courts of 
this Commonwealth by the service of process of any pleading upon the 
department in the usual manner provided for Service of process and 
pleadings by the statutes and court rules of this COmmonwealth. The 
consent shall provide that this service shall be as valid and binding as if 
service had been made personally upon the licensee in this 
C 0 ~ w e a l t h .  e all c a m  where process or pleadings are served 
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forwarded by the department, by certified or registered mail, return 
receipt requested, to the last known principal place of business in the 
Commonwealth and to the corporation's principal place of business. 

(e) Education.-To maintain a mortgage banker's, a loan 
correspondent's or a mortgage broker's license, the applicant or 
licensee shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the secretary that at 
least one [person] individual from each licensed office has attended a 
minimum of six hours of such continuing education each year. To 
maintain a limited mortgage broker's license, the licensee shall 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the secretary that he has attended at 
least two hours of continuing education each year. The secretary shall 
delineate the requirements for such continuing education by regulation 
within three years of the effective date of this act. The secretary may 
review and approve continuing education programs and vroviders to 
satisfy the continuing education requirement. The secretan, may char~e 
providers of continuing education Droaams a fee, to be determined bv 
the secretarv. for devartment review of continuing education Dromams 
and ~roviders. 
Section [5] 30$. Annual license fee. 

(a) General rule.-A mortgage banker, mortgage broker or 
applicant shall pay to the department at the time an application is filed 
an initial license fee for the principal place of business and an 
additional license fee for each branch office as provided for in 
section 603-A of the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), known as 
The Administrative Code of 1929. On or before July 1 of each year and 
thereafter, a licensee shall pay a license renewal fee for the principal 
place of business and an additional license renewal fee for each branch 
office as provided for in section 603-A of The Administrative Code of 
1929. An applicant for a license to operate as a loan correspondent 
shall pay the department the same fee for the initial license for 
principal place of business, each branch office and annual license 
renewal as provided for mortgage bankers licensed under 
section 603-A of The Administrative Code of 1929. An applicant for a 
license to operate as a limited mortgage broker shall pay to the 
department at the time an application is filed an initial license fee of 
$250. On or before July 1 of each year thereafter, a limited mortgage 
broker licensee shall pay a renewal fee of $200. 

(b) Recovery of costs.-No abatement of any license fee shall be 
made if the license is issued for a period of less than one year. The 
department shall be entitled to recover any cost of investigation in 
excess of license or renewal fees from the licensee or from any person 
who is not licensed under this [act] cha~ter but who is presumed to be 
engaged in business contemplated by this [act] cha~ter. 
Section [6] 306. Issuance of license. 

(a) Time limit.-Within 60 days after a complete application is 
received, the department shall either issue a license or, for any reason 
for which the department may suspend, revoke or refuse to renew a 
license as provided for by section [13] 313. refuse to issue a license. 
Upon receipt of an application for license, the department shall conduct 
such investigation as it deems necessary to determine that the applicant 
and its officers, directors and principals are of good character and 
ethical reputation. 

(b) Appeal of denial.-If the department refuses to issue a license, 
it shall notify the applicant, in writing, of the denial and the reason 
therefor and of the applicant's right to appeal from such action to the 
Commonwealth Court. An appeal from the deparhnent's refusal to 
approve an application for a license shall be filed by the applicant 
within 30 days of notice thereof. 

(c) Contents of license.-Each license issued by the department 
shall specify: 

(1) The name and address of the licensee, the address so 
specified to be that of the licensee's principal place of business 
within this Commonwealth or, for a licensee acting only in the 
capacity of a wholesale table funder, either in or outside of this 
Commonwealth. 

(2) The licensee's reference number, which may remain 
the same from year to year despite variations in annual license 

,d,nts 
mCb m ~ l \ ~ %  One 'OW be 

of Bsnling bnd be oibels sha'' be 
ntnceS 01 Q , . - ,q the s~etaq 

_____c___--- 



1542 LEGISLATIVE 

numbers which may result from the renewal of licenses by 
mechanical techniques. 

(3) Such other information as the department shall 
require to cany out the purposes of this [act] chapter. 

(d) Denial of license due to conviction.-The d e p ~ e n t  may 
deny a license if it finds that the applicant or any person who is a 
director, officer, partner, agent, employee or ultimate equitable owner 
of 10% or more of the applicant has been convicted of a misdemeanor 
or felony in any jurisdiction or of a crime which, if convicted in this 
Commonwealth, would constitute a misdemeanor or felony under the 
laws of this Commonwealth. For the purposes of this [act] chauter, a 
person shall be deemed to have been convicted of a crime if the person 
shall have pleaded guilty or nolo contendere to a charge thereof before 
a court or Federal magistrate or shall have been found guilty thereof by 
the decision or judgment of a court or Federal magistrate or by the 
verdict of a jury, irrespective of the pronouncement of sentence or the 
suspension thereof, unless the pleas of guilty or nolo contendere or the 
decision, judgment or verdict shall have been set aside, vacated, 
reversed or otherwise abrogated by lawful judicial process. 

(e) Denial of license for other reason.-The department may deny 
a license or otherwise restrict a license if it finds that, within two years 
prior to or from the date of the application, the applicant or any person 
who is a director, officer, partner, agent, employee or ultimate 
equitable owner of 10% or more of the applicant: 

(1) has had a license application or license issued by the 
department denied, suspended or revoked; 

(2) is the subject of an order of the department denying, 
suspending or revoking a license as a mortgage banker, loan 
correspondent, mortgage broker or limited mortgage broker; or 

(3) has violated or failed to comply with any provision 
of this [act] chapter or any rule or order of the department. 

Section [7] 307. License duration. 
A license issued by the department shall: 

(1) Be renewed on July 1 of each year upon payment of 
the annual renewal fee and after a determination that the licensee 
is conducting business in accordance with the provisions of this 
[act] chapter is made by the department. No refund of any 
portion of the license fee shall be made if the license is 
voluntarily surrendered to the department or suspended or 
revoked by the department prior to its expiration date. 

(2) Be invalid if the mortgage banker's corporate charter 
is voided in accordance with the provisions of any law of this 
Commonwealth or any other state. 

(3) Not be assignable or transferable by operation of law 
or otherwise without the written consent of the department. 

Section [8] @. Licensee requirements. 
(a) Requirements on licensee.-A licensee shall: 

(I)  Conspicuously display its license at each licensed 
place of business. 

(2) Maintain, at its principal place of business within this 
Commonwealth, or at such place within or outside this 
Commonwealth if agreed to by the Secretary of Banking or the 
commission, either the original or a copy of such books, 
accounts, records and documents, or electronic or other similar 
access thereto, of the business conducted under the license as 
may be prescribed by the department or commission to enable 
them to determine whether the business of the licensee is being 
conducted in accordance with the provisions of this [act] chapter 
and the orders, rules and regulations issued under this [act] 
chaDter. The department, at its determination, shall have free 
access to and authorization to examine records maintained 
outside of this Commonwealth. The COW of the examination, 

costs, shall be *ame by the licensee. The 
may deny or revoke the authority to maintain records 
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as the department or commission shall require concerning the 
business conducted as a licensee during the preceding calendar 
year. The report shall be in writing, under oath, and on a form 
provided by the department. 

(4) Be subject to examination by the department or 
commission at the discretion of the department or commission at 
which time the department or commission shall have free access, 
during regular business hours, to the licensee's place or places of 
business in this Commonwealth and to all instruments, 
documents, accounts, books and records which pertain to a 
licensee's mortgage loan business, whether maintained in or 
outside of this Commonwealth. The department or commission 
may examine a licensee at any time if the department or 
commission deems such examination to be necessary or 
desirable. The cost of any such examination shall be borne by the 
licensee. 

(5) Comply with all provisions of the act of January 30, 
1974 (P.L.13,  NO.^), referred to as the Loan Interest and 
Protection Law, provided, however, that this shall not be deemed 
an override of section 501 of the Depository Institutions 
Deregulation and Monetary Control Act of 1980 (94 Stat. 161, 
12 U.S.C. $ [1735f-7 note] 1735f-7a). 

(6) Comply with the provisions of the act of 
December 23, 1983 (P.L.385, No.91), entitled "An act amending 
the act of December 3, 1959 (P.L.1688, No.621), entitled, as 
amended, 'An act to promote the health, safety and welfare of the 
people of the Commonwealth by broadening the market for 
housing for persons and families of low and moderate income 

and alleviating shortages thereof, and by assisting in the 
provision of housing for elderly persons through the creation of 
the Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency as a public 
corporation and government instrumentality; providing for the 
organization, membership and administration of the agency, 
prescribing its general powers and duties and the manner in 

which its funds are kept and audited, empowering the agency to 
make housing loans to qualified mortgagors upon the security of 
insured and uninsured mortgages, defining qualified mortgagors 
and providing for priorities among tenants in certain instances, 
prescribing interest rates and other terms of housing loans, 
permitting the agency to acquire real or personal property, 
permitting the agency to make agreements with financial 
institutions and Federal agencies, providing for the purchase by 
persons of low and moderate income of housing units, and 
approving the sale of housing units, permitting the agency to sell 
housing loans, providing for the promulgation of regulations and 
fonns by the agency, prescribing penalties for furnishing false 
information, empowering the agency to borrow money upon its 
own credit by the issuance and sale of bonds and notes and by 
giving security therefor, permitting the refunding, redemption 
and purchase of such obligations by the agency, prescribing 
remedies of holders of such bonds and notes, exempting bonds 
and notes of the agency, the income therefrom, and the income 
and revenues of the agency from taxation, except transfer, death 
and gift taxes; making such bonds and notes legal investments 
for certain purposes; and indicating how the act shall become 
effective,' providing for homeowner's emergency assistance." 

(7) Provide for periodic accounting of any escrow 
accounts held by the licensee to the borrowers not less than 
annually, showing the amounts received from the borrower and 
the amounts disbursed. 

(8) Refund all fees, other than those fees paid by the 
licensee to a third parry, paid by lWljcanl barOWCl wheo 
m01igage Joan js mplO~uced Withifl t6e lime , 

Y L 

.- 
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commitment or his refusal or inability to provide information 1 (5) In the case of a mortgage broker or limited mortgage 
necessary for processing, including, but not limited to, 
employment verifications and verifications of deposits. The 
licensee shall disclose to the borrower, in writing, at the time of a 
loan application which fees paid or to be paid are nonrefundable. 

(9) Ensure that all lock-in agreements shall be in writing 
and shall contain at least the following provisions: 

(i) The expiration date of the lock-in, if any. 
(ii) The interest rate locked in, if any. 
(iii) The discount points locked in, if any. 
(iv) The commitment fee locked in, if any. 
(v) The lock-in fee, if any. 

(10) Include in all advertisements language indicating 
that the licensee is licensed by the department. 

(1 1) Allow for the evidence of any insurance required in 
connection with a loan by a policy or binder or a copy of either. 
(b) Accounting records.-After the effective date of this act, the 

licensee's accounting records must be constructed and maintained in 
compliance with generally accepted accounting principles if the 
licensee is a mortgage banker or in such manner as may be provided by 
regulation for all other licensees, and all of the aforementioned 
instruments, documents, accounts, books and records shall be kept 
separate and apart from the records of any other business conducted by 
the licensee and shall be preserved and kept available for investigation 
or examination by the department or commission for at least two years 
after a mortgage Loan has been paid in full. The provisions of this 
subsection shall not apply to any instrument, document, account, book 
or record that is assigned, sold or transferred to another person, nor 
shall the 'two-year requirement apply to an instrument or document 

broker, commit to close or close mortgage loans in its own name, 
service mortgage loans, enter into lock-in agreements or collect 
lock-in fees, provided, however, that a mortgage broker or 
limited mortgage broker can provide a lender's lock-in 
agreement to a borrower on behalf of that lender and collect 
lock-in fees on the lender's behalf payable to that lender. 
(b) Authority to close loans in attorneys' and title insurance 

companies or agencies' offices.-Nothing contained in this [act] chapter 
shall prohibit any licensee or person exempt from licensure hereunder 
from closing any loans made under the provisions of this [act] chapter 
in the offices of attorneys-at-law licensed by and located in this 
Commonwealth and title insurance companies or agencies licensed by 
and located in this Commonwealth. 
Section [lo] 310. Authority of department or commission. 

(a) Department regulations.-Except as provided in subsection 
(b), the department shall have the authority to issue rules and 
regulations and orders as may be necessary for the proper conduct of 
the business of a mortgage banker, loan correspondent, a mortgage 
broker or limited mortgage broker and for the enforcement of this [act] 
chapter, including, but not limited to, cease and desist orders, notices of 
fines and such other orders as the department in its discretion may 
issue. 

(b) Joint regulations.-The department and the commission shall 
have the authority to jointly issue rules and regulations as may be 
necessary to carry out the purposes of sections [8, 10 and 14(b)] 308. 
310 and 314(b), excluding section [8(a)(l)] 308(a)(l). Initial rules and 
regulations shall be jointly issued by the department and the 
commission within 180 days after the effective date of this subsection. 

which must be returned to a borrower at the time a mortgage loan is I (c) Powers.-The department and the commission shall have the 
paid in full. authority to: 

(c) Copies.-If copies of instruments, documents, accounts, 
books or records are maintained under subsection (a)(2), they may be 
photostatic, microfilm or electronic copies or copies provided in some 
other manner approved by the Secretary of Banking or the commission, 
as long as access to information required by the secretary or 
commission exists electronically at all times within this 
Commonwealth. 

(d) Limited powers.-The powers conferred upon the commission 
by this section, excluding subsection (a)(]), shall only be exercised by 
the commission in relation to persons licensed pursuant to the 
provisions of the act of February 19, I980 (P.L. IS,  NO.^), known as the 
Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act, who are subject to this 
section under section [3(b)(3)] 3031bM3) and the exercise of such 
power by the commission in relation to such persons shall be exclusive. 
Section [9] 309. Licensee limitations. 

(a) Prohibitions.-A licensee shall not: 
(1) Transact any business subject to the provisions of 

this [act] chapter under any other name except those designated 
in its license. A licensee that changes its name or place or places 
of business shall immediately notify the department, which shall 
issue a certificate, if appropriate, to the licensee which shall 
specify the licensee's new name or address. 

(2) Conduct any business other than any business 
regulated by the department in any place of business licensed 
pursuant to this [act] cha~ter without at least 90 days' prior 
written notification to the department. 

(3) Disburse the proceeds of a mortgage loan in any 
form other than cash, electronic fund transfer, certified check or 
cashier's check where such proceeds are disbursed by the 
licensee to a closing agent. This paragraph shall not be construed 
as requiring a lender to utilize a closing agent and shall not apply 
to disbursements by check directly from the licensee's account 
payable to the borrower, borrower designees or other parties due 
funds from the closing. 

(4) In the case of a loan correspondent, service mortgage 
loans. 

(1) Examine any instrument, document, account, book, 
record or file of a licensee or any other person, or make such 
other investigation as may be necessary to administer the 
provisions of this [act] chapter. 

(2) Conduct administrative hearings on any matter 
pertaining to this [act] chapter, issue subpoenas to compel the 
attendance of witnesses and the production of instruments, 
documents, accounts, books and records at any such hearing, 
which may be retained by the department or commission until the 
completion of all proceedings in connection with which they 
were produced, and administer oaths and affirmations to any 
person whose testimony is required. In the event a person fails to 
comply with a subpoena issued by the department or commission 
or to testify on any matter concerning which he may be lawfully 
interrogated, on application by the department or commission, 
the Commonwealth Court may issue an order requiring the 
attendance of such person, the production of instruments, 
documents, accounts, books or records or the giving of 
testimony. 

/3) Reauest and receive anv information or records of 
any kind. including a report of criminal historv record 
information, from any Federal. State. local or foreign government 
entitv. regarding any applicant for a license. licensee or anv 
person related in anv wav to the business of such ap~licant or 
licensee. at a cost to be paid bv the aoplicant or licensee. 
(d) Limited powers.-The powers conferred upon the commission 1 by subsection (c) shall only be exercised by the commission in 

relation to persons licensed pursuant to the provisions of the act of 
February 19, 1980 (P.L. 15,  NO.^), known as the Real Estate Licensing 
and Registration Act, who are subject to subsection (c) under 
section [3(b)(3)] 303(b113) end tke exercise of such power by the 
commission in relation to such persons shall be exclusive. accounts, 
books or records or the giving of testimony. 
Section [l I] 311. Fees. 

(a) Certain fees prohibited.-No real estate broker or salesperson 
who has received a fee, commission or other valuable consideration in 
connection with the sale or transfer of real estate shall be paid or 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 21 

receive a fee or other compensation, directly or indirectly, for 
providing mortgage brokering services in connection with the 
origination of a mortgage loan relative to such sale or transfer of 
real estate, but such broker or salesperson may receive a fee in 
connection with such mortgage loan transaction which shall not exceed 
an amount as established by the commission pursuant to this section. 

(b) Regulations.-The commission shall, within 180 days of the 
effective date of this subsection, promulgate rules and regulations 
establishing the maximum fees which a real estate broker or 
salesperson may charge for services rendered in connection with 
mortgage brokering services. Said fees shall: 

(1) Be for actual services rendered in connection with 
the origination of a mortgage loan. 

(2) Be expressed in terms of dollars or as a percentage of 
the mortgage loan being created. 
(c) Formulation procedure.-Prior to the publication of any notice 

of proposed rulemaking under this section, the commission shall hold 
public hearings to afford any interested party, including the 
department, full opportunity to present testimony, comment thereon 
and make recommendations regarding the formulation of such rules 
and regulations. The department shall also have 30 days following the 
close of the hearings to submit further comments and recommendations 
to the commission. The procedure contained in this section shall be in 
addition to the requirements contained in the act of June 25, 1982 
(P.L.633, No.181), known as the Regulatory Review Act, and shall not 
affect any right the department may have to participate in the 
rulemaking process following the commission's publication of 
proposed rules and regulations as permitted by that act. In establishing 
the maximum fees allowable, the commission shall consider the nature 
of the services performed by the real estate broker or salesperson and 
the time required for the performance thereof. 

(d) Licensing option.-A real estate broker or salesperson who is 
also a bona fide mortgage broker, mortgage banker or loan 
correspondent who holds himself out publicly as such shall have the 
option of being licensed and regulated by the department, in which case 
he shall not be subject to the fee limitations provided for in this section 
or the rules and regulations promulgated by the commission-hereunder. 

(e) Disclosure.-No real estate broker or salesperson shall receive 
a fee, commission or other valuable consideration pursuant to this 
section and the regulations promulgated hereunder unless he makes the 
following written disclosure to the buyer in at least ten-point boldface 
capital letters. 

The real estate broker in this transaction who has 
offered to assist me in obtaining a mortgage loan has 
advised me of the following: 

( I )  He does not represent any particular 
mortgage lender; or the name of the mortgage lender he 
represents is ......................... 

(2) I am not required to obtain the mortgage for 
the purchase of the real estate from the mortgage banker 
whom the broker represents. 

(3) The real estate broker has a fiduciary 
obligation to the seller, from whom he will receive a 
commission. 

(4) Should the real estate broker violate any of 
the provisions of the Real Estate Licensing and 
Registration Act or the Mortgage Bankers and Brokers 
Act I may file a complaint with the Pennsylvania 
Real Estate Commission. 

Section 4. Section 12 of the act is amended to read: 
Section [I21 312. Surrender of license. 

Upon satisfying the department that all creditors have been paid 
or that other arrangements satisfactory to the creditors and the 
department have been made, a licensee shall surrender its license to the 
department by delivering its license to the department with written 
notice that the license is being voluntarily surrendered, but such an 
action by a licensee shall not affect the licensee's civil or criminal 
liability for acts committed. 

Section 5. Sections 13 and 14 of the act, amended December 21, 
1998 (P.L.987, No.13 I), are amended to read: 
Section [I 31 313. Suspension, revocation or refusal. 

(a) Departmental action.-The department may suspend, revoke 
or refuse to renew any license issued pursuant to this [act] chapter after d 
giving 30 days' written notice forwarded to the licensee's principal 
place of business, by registered or certified mail, return receipt 
requested, stating the contemplated action and the reason therefor, if 
the department shall find, after the licensee has had an opportunity to 
be heard, that the licensee has: 

(I) Made any material misstatement in his application. 
(2) Failed to comply with or violated any provision of 

this [act] chauter or any rule, regulation or order promulgated by 
the department pursuant to this [act] chapter. 

(3) If licensed under section [4(c)(3)] 304(c)(3), 
accepted an advance fee. 

(4) Become insolvent, meaning that the liabilities of the 
applicant or licensee exceed the assets of the applicant or licensee 
or that the applicant or licensee cannot meet the obligations of 
the applicant or licensee as they mature, or is in such financial 
condition that the applicant or licensee cannot continue in 
business with safety to the customers of the applicant or licensee. 

(5) Engaged in dishonest, fraudulent or illegal practices 
or conduct in any business or unfair or unethical practices or 
conduct in connection with the mortgage business. 

(6) Been convicted of a misdemeanor or of a felony. 
(7) Filed an application for a license which, as of the 

date the license was issued or as of the date of an order denying, 
suspending or revoking a license, was incomplete in any material 
respect or contained any statement that was, in light of the 
circumstances under which it was made, false or misleading with 
respect to any material fact. 

(8) Permanently or temporarily been enjoined by a court 
of competent jurisdiction from engaging in or continuing any 4 
conduct or practice involving any aspect of the mortgage 
business. 

(9) Become the subject of an order of the department 
denying, suspending or revoking a license as a mortgage banker, 
mortgage broker, limited mortgage broker or loan correspondent. 

(10) Become the subject of a United States Postal 
Service fraud order that is currently effective and was issued 
within the last five years. 

(I I) Failed to comply with the requirements of this [act] 
chaoter to make and keep records prescribed by rule or order of 
the department, to produce such records required by the 
department or to file any financial reports or other information 
the department by rule or order may require. 

(12) Become the subject of an order of the department 
denying, suspending or revoking a license under the provisions 
of any other law administered by the department. 

(13) Failed to comply with a cease and desist order 
entered after notice and opportunity for hearing and issued by the 
department within the last five years. 

(14) Demonstrated negligence or incompetence in 
performing any act for which the licensee is required to hold a 
license under this [act] chapter. 

(15) In the case of a limited mortgage broker, negotiated 
or placed, either directly or indirectly, a mortgage loan other than 
a nonpurchase money mortgage loan as defined in this [act] 
chapter. 

The hearing and notice provisions of this section shall not apply if the 
licensee's corporate charter is voided in accordance with the provisions 
of any law of this or any other state, in which event the department 
may suspend or revoke the license. kd 

(b) Reinstatement.-The department may subsequently reinstate a 
license which has been suspended or revoked or renew a license which 
had previously been refused for renewal if the condition which 
warranted the original action has been corrected and the department has 
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reason to believe that such condition is not likely to occur again and the 
licensee satisfies the requirements of this [act] chauter. 

-- Section [14] 314. Penalties. 
(a) Non1icensees.-Any person who is not licensed by the 

department or is not exempted from the licensing requirements in 
accordance with the provisions of this [act] chauter and who engages in 
the business of a mortgage banker, loan correspondent, mortgage 
broker or limited mortgage broker commits a felony of the third degree. 

(b) Nonlicensees subject to the provisions of this [act] chauter.- 
Any person who is subject to the provisions of this [act] chauter, even 
though not licensed hereunder, or any person who is not licensed by the 
department or is not exempt from the licensing requirements, who 
violates any of the provisions to which it is subject shall be subject to a 
fine levied by the department or commission of up to $2,000 for each 
offense. Any such nonlicensed person who commits three or more 
offenses may, at the discretion of the department or commission, be 
prohibited from engaging in [the business of a mortgage broker or 
mortgage banker] the first morteaee loan business unless licensed 
under this [act] chauter. 

(c) Violations by licensees.-Any person licensed under the 
provisions of this [act] chauter or any director, officer, employee or 
agent of a licensee who shall violate the provisions of this [act] chauter 
or shall direct or consent to such violations shall be subject to a fine 
levied by the department of up to $2,000 for each offense. 

(d) Limited powers.-The powers conferred upon the commission 
by subsection (b) shall only be exercised by the commission in relation 
to persons licensed pursuant to the provisions of the act of February 19, 
1980 (P.L.15,  NO.^), known as the Real Estate Licensing and 
Registration Act, who are subject to subsection (b) under section 
[3(b)(3)] 303(b)(3) and the exercise of such power by the commission 
in relation to such persons shall be exclusive. 

Section 6. Sections 16 and 17 of the act are amended to read: 
Section [l6] 316. Referral fees. 

Nothing in this [act] chauter shall permit a real estate broker or 
salesperson, who receives a fee, commission or other valuable 
consideration relating to the sale of residential real property, to be paid 
or receive a finder's fee or a referral fee for the referral of a mortgage 
loan to a lender in connection with that sale, whether or not the 
real estate broker or salesperson is licensed and regulated by the 
department. 
Section [17] 317. Real Estate Recovery Fund. 

Any person injured by the wrongful act, default or 
misrepresentation of a person engaged in the activities of a mortgage 
broker who is exempt from licensure under this [act] chauter by virtue 
of being licensed pursuant to the act of February 19, 1980 (P.L.15, 
 NO.^), known as the Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act, shall 
be entitled to seek recovery from the Real Estate Recovery Fund 
established by the Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act 
notwithstanding the fact that such wrongful act, default or 
misrepresentation occurred in conjunction with mortgage-brokering 
activities subject, however, to all other terms and conditions of the 
Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act regarding recovery from 
that fund. 

Section 7. Section 18 of the act, amended December 21, 1988 
(P.L.987, No. 13 1 ), is amended to read: 
Section [18] 318. [Scope of act] Auulicability. 

The provisions of this [act] chauter shall apply to: 
(1) Any mortgage loan which is: 

(i) negotiated, offered or otherwise transacted 
within this Commonwealth, in whole or in part, whether 
by the ultimate lender or any other person; 

(ii) made or executed within this 
Commonwealth; or 

(iii) notwithstanding the place of execution, 
secured by real property located in this Commonwealth. 
(2) Any person who engages in the first mortgage loan 

business in this Commonwealth. 
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Section 8. The act is amended by adding a chapter and a chapter 
heading to read: 

CHAPTER 5 
CONSUMER EOUITY PROTECTION 

SUBCHAPTER A 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Section 501. Scoue. 
This chauter deals with consumer eauitv protection. 

Section 502. Legislative findings. 
The General Assembly finds and declares as follows: 

(1) All citizens are entitled to fair access to credit and 
the abilitv to share in the American dream of homeownershiu, 
including those whose financial or other uersonal circumstances 
make them vulnerable to ~ r e d a t 0 ~  lenders who could take 
advantage of them by making or arraneing high-cost loans that 
borrowers may not be able to reuav and by refinancing morteaee 
loans with added fees that result in the borrower's eauitv being 
striuued. 

/2) The suburime lending market urovides loans to many 
borrowers who have imuaired credit. and this lendine market 
performs a significant service to citizens of this Commonwealth, 
particularly those in distressed urban areas. 

(3) Legislation affecting the suburime market should not 
be overly broad and should restrict onlv those relatively few 
lenders who are uuruosefully engaged in uattems and uractices of 
unfair treatment to vulnerable consumers commonly referred to 
as uredatow lendine, 

141 The leeitimate conventional and suburime markets 
should not be subiect to the same restrictions. urohibitions, 
remedies and penalties as the high-cost loans which meet 
thresholds that distinguish them from loans in other markets. 

Section 503. Definitions. 
The following words and uhrases when used in this chauter shall 

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

"Affiliate." Any entitv that controls, is controlled bv or is 
under common control with another entity, as determined under the 
Bank Holding Company Act of 1956 (70 Stat. 133, 12 U.S.C. 6 1841 
et sea.). 

"Bridge loan." A loan with a maturitv of less than 18 months 
which onlv rewires uavments of interest until such time as the entire 
unuaid balance is due and uavable. 

"Covered loan." A consumer credit mortgage loan transaction 
involving urooertv located within this Commonwealth. that is 
considered a mortgage under section 103(aa) of the Truth in Lending 
Act (Public Law 90-321. 15 U.S.C. 6 1602(ad), and regulations 
adopted uursuant thereto by the Federal Reserve Board, including 
12 CFR 6 226.32 (relating to reauirements for certain closed-end home 
mortgages). for which the original urinciual balance of the loan is less 
than $100,000. 

"Creditor." A Derson considered a creditor uursuant to 12 CFR 
4 226.2(a)(17) (relating to definitions and rules of construction). 

"Gross income." An obligor's aoss  income as set forth on a 
credit auulication, the obligor's financial statement. a credit reuort, 
financial information provided to the lender bv or on behalf of the 
obligor or as determined by any other reasonable means by a lender. 

"Lender." Anv creditor that in any 12-month period originates at 
least one covered loan. The creditor to whom the covered loan is 
initially uavable. either on the face of the note or contract or by 
amement when there is no note or contract. shall be deemed to be the 
lender. 

"Median family income." Median Edmilv income for the 
Metrooolitan Statistical Area (MSA) as  defined by the Director of the 
United States Office of Management and Budget in which urouerlv 
which secures a covered loan is located, or for loans secured bv 
prouerty not located within an MSA. the nonmetrouolitan median 
family income for the Commonwealth. as reuorted in the most recent 
estimates made available bv the United States Deuartment of Housing 
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and Urban Development at the time a loan a~~l ica t ion is received or 
the latest such estimates made available in the Dreceding calendar vear, 
whichever amount is lower. To the extent such information is not 
readily available from the United States De~artment of Housing and 
Urban Develo~ment in a form suitable for use bv lenders. the 
De~artment of Banking shall ~eriodicallv ~ublish or otherwise make 
available to lenders median familv income information for MSAs and 
nonmetro~olitan areas that rnav be relied uDon bv lenders for Durnoses 
of this cha~ter. 

"Morteaee broker." A person reauired to be licensed as a 
mortgaee broker. limited mortrrage broker or loan corres~ondent 
pursuant to the act of December 22. 1989 (P.L.687. No.901 known as 
the Morteage Bankers and Brokers Act. or as a secondarv mortgaee 
loan broker pursuant to the act of December 12, 1980 (P.L. 1179, 
No.2 19). known as the Secondarv Mortgage Loan Act. 

"Munici~alitv." A countv, citv. borough, incomorated town or 
townshiv. 

"Obligor." Each obligor. co-obligor, cosiener or guarantor 
obligated to reDav a covered loan. 

"Person." A cornoration. vartnershi~, limited liabilitv comeanv, 
business trust or anv other common enternrise or undertaking involvine; 
two or more Dersons. association of two or more versons. estate. trust, 
foundation or natural Derson. 

"Political subdivision." A munici~alitv, school district, 
vocational school district or munici~al authoritv. 

"Princival balance." The amount of a ~romissow note secured 
by a mortgage in a consumer credit mortgage transaction. 

"Servicer." A servicer as defined in section 6M2)  of the 
Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-533, 
12 U.S.C. 6 2605(i)(2)). 
Section 504. Relationshio to other laws. 

(a) General rule.-All ~olitical subdivisions of this 
Commonwealth, includine home rule munici~alities, shall be 
prohibited from enacting and enforcing ordinances. resolutions and 
regulations pertaining to the financial or lending activities of Dersons 
who: - 

(I) are subiect to the iurisdiction of the de~artment, 
including activities subiect to this cha~ter; 

(2) are subiect to the iurisdiction or reeulatory 
suvervision of the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, the Office of the Com~troller of the Currencv. the Office 
of Thrift Su~ewision. the National Credit Union Administration, 
the Federal De~osit Insurance Cornoration, the Federal Trade 
Commission or the United States De~artment of Housine and 
Urban Develo~ment: or 

(3) that originate. ~urchase. sell. assign. securitize or 
service ~roDertv interests or oblieations created bv fmancial 
transactions or loans made, executed or originated bv Dersons 
referred to in Darama~h (1) or (2) or assist or facilitate such 
transactions. 

The reauirements of this subsection shall ~ D D ~ V  to all ordinances, 
resolutions and reeulations ~ertainine to financial or lending activities, 
includine anv ordinances. resolutions or reeulations disaualifving 
persons from doing business with a ~olitical subdivision based uDon 
financial or lending activities or im~osine rewrting reauirements or 
anv other oblieations uDon Dersons regarding financial or lending 
activities. 

(b) Comrate wwers.-Nothine in this cha~ter shall be deemed 
to limit the cornorate Dowers of incmrated institutions or their 
subsidiaries subiect to the act of November 30, 1965 (P.L.847, 
No.356). known as the Bankine Code of 1965. or to im~ose  conditions, 
limitations or restrictions uDon the exercise of such Dowers contrarv to 
the ~rovisions of section 201 of the Bankine Code of 1965. 

Ic1 Preem~ti0n.-Anv Drovision of this cha~ter weemoted by 
Federal law with resDect to a national bank or Federal savings 
association shall not a ~ ~ l v  to the same extent to an o~eratina subsidiary 
of a national bank or Federal savings association which satisfies the 
reauirements for o~eratinn subsidiaries established in 12 CFR 6 5.34 

(relating to o~eratine, subsidiaries) or 559.3 (relating to what are the 
characteristics of. and what reauirements aoolv to. for subordinate 
organizations of Federal savings associations1. 

d) Internretation.-The ~rovisions of this chaoter shall be 
internfeted and aoolied to the fullest extent ~ractical in a manner 4 
consistent with a~~ l i cab le  Federal laws and regulations, oolicies and 
orders of Federal reeulatow agencies and shall not be deemed to 
constitute an attempt to override Federal law. 

SUBCHAPTER B 
PROTECTION OF OBLIGORS 

Section 5 1 1. Limitations on covered loan terms. 
fa) Limitation of balloon ~avment.-No covered loan may 

contract for a scheduled vavment that is more than twice as laree as the 
average of earlier scheduled monthlv Davments unless such balloon 
pavment becomes due and ~avable not less than 120 months after the 
date of the loan. This ~rohibition does not a ~ ~ l v  when the vavment 
scheduled is adiusted to account for the seasonal or irregular income of 
the obligor or if the Dumse of the loan is a bridge loan connected with 
or related to the acauisition or construction of a dwelling intended to 
become the obligor's ~ r i n c i ~ a l  dwelling. 

fb1 No call ~rovision.-No covered loan mav contain a call 
provision that =its the lender. in its sole discretion. to accelerate the 
indebtedness. This ~rohibition does not a ~ ~ l v  when revavment of the 
loan has been accelerated: 

/I  ) bv default; 
(2) Dursuant to a due-on-sale vrovision; 
/3) where there is fraud or material misre~resentation bv 

an obligor in connection with the loan: or 
(4) where there is anv action or inaction bv the obligor 

that adverselv affects the lender's securitv for the loan or anv 
riehts of the lender in such securitv. 
fc) No neeative amortization.-Exce~t for loans to oblieors with 

oss income in excess of 150% of median familv income. no covered 
:an may contract for a oavment schedule with reeular ariodic 4 
pavments that cause the ~ r i n c i ~ a l  balance to increase. This subsection 
shall not vrohibit neeative amortization as a conseauence of a 
temwraw forbearance or restructure consented to bv the obligor. 

fd) No increased interest rate uDon default.-No covered loan 
mav contract for anv increase in the interest rate as a result of a default. 
This ~rovision shall not a~p lv  to Deriodic interest rate changes in a 
variable rate loan otherwise consistent with the ~rovisions of the loan 
agreement. ~rovided the change in the interest rate is not occasioned bv 
the event of default or ~ermissible acceleration of the indebtedness. 

(e) No advance ~avments.-No covered loan mav include terms 
under which anv veriodic Davments reauired under the loan are  aid in 
advance from the loan ~roceeds. 

m Limitations on ~re~avment  fees.-The followine limitation on 
preDavment fees shall be observed: 

(1) A DreDavment fee or oenaltv shall be ~ermitted onlv 
during the first 60 months after the date of execution of a covered 
loan. - 

12) A lender shall not include a DreDavment fee in a 
covered loan unless it also makes available a loan Droduct 
without a DreDavment fee. 

J3) No DreDavment fee or ~enaltv mav be charged on a 
refinancing of a covered loan with a covered loan if the covered 
loan beine refinanced is owned bv the refinancing lender at the 
time of such refinancine. 

Section 5 12. Restricted acts and practices. 
la) No lending without cautionarv notice.-A lender rnav not 

make a covered loan unless the lender or a mortgage broker has eiven 
the following notice, or substantiallv similar notice. in writing. to the 
obligor not later than the time the notice is reauired under the notice 
provision contained in 12 CFR 226.31tc) (relating to eeneral 'Ls) 
provisions1 as amended from time to time. 

NOTICE TO BORROWER 
If vou obtain this loan. the lender will have a mortgage 
on vour home. You could lose vour home and anv money 
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you put into it if you do not meet vour obligations under 
the loan. 

~ - .  Mortgage loan rates and closinp costs and fees vary 
based on many factors. including your particular credit 
and financial circumstances. vour em~lovment histow, 
the loan-to-value reauested and the tvpe of proper& that 
will secure vour loan. The loan rate and fees could also 
vary based on which lender or broker you select. As an 
obligor. you should shop around and compare loan rates 
and fees. 
You should also consider consulting a aualified 
independent credit counselor or other experienced 
financial advisor regarding the rate, fees and provisions 
of this mortgage loan before you proceed. A list of 
Qualified counselors is available bv contacting the 
Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency. 
You are not reauired to complete this loan agreement 
merely because vou have received these disclosures or 
have simed a loan application. 
Remember, property taxes and homeowner's insurance 
are your responsibilitv. Not all lenders provide escrow 
services for these payments. You should ask vour lender 
about these services. 
Also. vour payments on existing debts contribute to vour 
credit ratings. You should not accept anv advice to ienore 
your recrular ~avments to vour existing creditors. 

Provision of a consumer information pamphlet or other publication 
prepared by the Office of Consumer Protection of the Office of 
Attorney General regarding covered loans shall be deemed to constitute 
a substantiallv similar notice. 

(b) No lending without due regard to repayment abilitv.- 
- A lender shall not engage in a pattern or practice of making covered 

loans based on the consumer's collateral without regard to the 
consumer's repavment abilitv, including. but not limited to. the 
consumer's current and ex~ected income. current obligations as 
disclosed to the lender bv the loan apoiication and the consumer's 
credit report, em~lovment status and other financial resources other 
than the obligor's eauitv in the dwelling which secures re~avment of 
the loan. An obligor shall be presumed to be able to make the 
scheduled payments to repay the obligation if, at the time the loan is 
consummated, the obligor's scheduled monthlv payments as disclosed 
to the lender bv the loan application and the consumer's credit re~ort, 
do not exceed 50% of the obligor's monthly moss income. For 
pumses of determining median income, the income of all obligors 
shall be considered. The reauirements of this subsection shall a ~ o l y  
only to obligors whose income. as reported on the loan a~~lication.  is 
no meater than 120% of the median familv income. No ~resum~tion 
shall arise that an obligor is not able to make the scheduled ~avments if 
the obligor's scheduled monthlv ~avments exceed 50% of the obligor's 
monthly moss income as determined pursuant to this subsection. 

(c) Refinancing of existing covered loan with a new covered 
loan.-A lender mav not charge anv points in connection with a covered 
loan if the proceeds of the covered loan are used to refinance an 
existing covered loan held bv the lender and the last financing was 
within one vear of the current refinancing: provided. however, this 
provision shall not prohibit a lender from charging points in connection 
with anv additional proceeds  aid to or for the account of the obligor, 
other than charges or costs attributable to the covered loan. in 
connection with the refinancing. For pumoses of this subsection, 
additional proceeds shall be defined as the amount over and above the 
current principal balance of the existing covered loan: provided, 

. - h i  
loan being refinanced. the additional proceeds shall be the princi~al 
balance of the new covered loan. 

((t 
replace or consolidate a zero interest rate or low-rate loan made bv a 
governmental or nonprofit lender with a covered loan within the first 
o r  
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of the loan consents in writing to the financing. For Dumoses of this 
subsection. a low-rate loan shall be defined as a loan that cames a 
current interest rate two percentage points or more below the current 
yield on United States Treasuw securities with a com~arable maturitv. 

(e) Restrictions on covered loan proceeds to oav home 
improvement contracts.-A lender shall not Dav a contractor under a 

'home improvement contract from the moceeds of a covered loan other 
than bv an instrument pavable to the obligor or iointlv to the obligor 
and the contractor or, at the election of the oblivor. through a 
third-party escrow agent in accordance with terms established in a 
written agreement signed bv the obligor. the lender and the contractor 
prior to the disbursement of funds to the contractor. 

If) Restrictions on single premium credit insurance.-A lender 
shall not sell anv individual or moup credit life. accident and health or 
unem~lovment insurance product on a prepaid single premium basis in 
coniunction with a covered loan unless the following conditions are 
met: 

/ 1 ) After the ex~iration of 18 months from the date of 
enactment of this chapter and for an additional six-month period 
that mav be necessarv in order to secure anv necessarv a ~ ~ r o v a l s  
for a monthlv premium credit insurance product bv the Insurance 
Department, if a lender offers anv individual or group credit life, 
accident and health and unem~lovment insurance products 
purchased on a prepaid single premium basis in coniunction with 
a covered loan. the lender shall offer the obligor the option of 
purchasing all such insurance on a monthlv premium basis. 

(2) A lender shall not sell credit life. accident and health 
or unem~lovment insurance products in coniunction with a 
covered loan other than where the insurance premiums are 
caIculated, earned and paid on a monthlv or other regular, 
periodic basis without providing a separate disclosure with a 
c o ~ v  acknowledged bv the insured no later than the time of 
closing in a form substantiallv similar to the following: 

INSURANCE NOTICE TO BORROWER(S1 
You have elected to purchase credit life. accident and 
health and/or unem~lovment insurance in conjunction 
with this mortgage loan. The cost of this insurance is 
being prepaid and financed at the interest rate provided 
for in the loan. 
This insurance is NOT reauired as a condition of closing 
this loan and has been included with the loan at vour 
reauest. 
At anv time you have the rieht to cancel any or all such 
policies purchased in coniunction with this loan. You 
mav cancel vour ~olicv or ~olicies bv signing and 
returning a c o ~ v  of this notice to vour lender or you may 
contact vour lender directly. 
D f  
your loan. then vou will receive either a full refund or a 
credit against vour loan account. If vou cancel vour 
insurance at anv other time. vou will receive either a 
refund or credit against vour loan account of anv 
unearned premium. 
YOU MUST CANCEL WITHIN 30 DAYS OF THE 
DATE OF THE LOAN TO RECEIVE A FULL 
REFUND. 

CREDIT INSURANCE CANCELLATION 
I (we) reauest that the lender cancel the Insurance 
that I (we) purchased in coniunction with my (our) mortgage loan 
dated 

Date 
Borrower 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 
I (we) acknowledge receipt of the above notice. 

Date 
Borrower 

/3) If an obligor elects to cancel. within 30 davs of the 
date of the covered loan. any individual or group credit life, 
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accident and health or unem~lovment insurance ~roduct 
purchased on ~ r e ~ a i d  single ~remium basis in coniunction with a 
covered loan. the lender or the insurance comaanv who sold the 
insurance or the insurance com~anv ~roviding the ~roduct shall 
give the obligor either a full ~remium refund or a full ~remium 
credit against the un~aid loan balance. If the obligor elects to 
cancel any individual or a o u ~  credit insurance purchased in 
coniunction with a covered loan at anv other time. the refund or 
credit shall be com~uted as ~rovided or ~ermitted bv State law. 
The lender or insurance com~anv shall decide whether the return 
of premium shall be bv means of credit to the account or by 
refund to the obligor. 

This subsection shall not a ~ ~ l v  to credit life. accident, health and 
unem~lovment insurance sold bv the lender for which the obligor 
chooses the ~rimarv beneficiarv. 
Section 5 13. Additional reauirements. 

(a) Re~orting to credit bureaus.-A lender or its servicer shall 
re~or t  at least auarterly both the favorable and unfavorable Davment 
history information of the obli~or on Davments due to the lender on a 
covered loan to a nationallv recoenized consumer credit reoortinq 
agency. This subsection shall not mevent a lender or its servicer from 
agree in^ with the oblieor not to reDort Davment historv information in 
the event of a resolved or unresolved dis~ute with an obligor and shall 
not a ~ ~ l v  to covered loans held or serviced bv a lender for less than 
90 davs. 

Jb) Verification of broker 1icensure.-A lender shall verifi that 
each mortgage broker with whom it does business in connection with 
covered loans holds a license or other authorization cunentlv in effect 
to do business within this Commonwealth. 

CHAPTER C 
ENFORCEMENT AND CIVIL LIABILITY 

Section 521. Enforceme_nf, 
(a) Enforcement.-The de~artment mav conduct examinations 

and investigations and issue sub~oenas and orders to enforce the 
provisions of this cha~ter  as ~rovided bv the act of Mav 15. 1933 
JP.L.565. No. I1 1 ). known as the De~artment of Banking Code and 
with res~ect to a ~e r son  licensed or subiect to the following acts: 

(1) Act of ADril 8. 1937 (P.L.262. No.661. known as the 
Consumer Discount Com~anv Act. 

(2) Act of November 30. 1965 (P.L.847. No.356), 
known as the Bankine Code of 1965. 

(3) Act of December 14. 1967 (P.L.746, No.345). known 
as the Savings Association Code of 1967, 

J4) Act of December 12. 1980 (P.L.1179. No.219), 
known as the Secondarv Mortmge Loan Act. 

(5) Act of December 22. 1989 (P.L.687. No.90). known 
as the Mortgage Bankers and Brokers Act. 

(6) 17 Pa.C.S. (relating to credit unions). 
(b) Examinations and re~orts.-The de~artment mav examine any 

instrument. document. account, book. record or file of a Derson 
originating or brokering a covered loan under this cha~ter. The 
de~artment rnav recover the cost of such examinations from the Derson. 
A ~erson originatine or brokering covered loans shall maintain its 
records in a manner that will facilitate the de~artment determining 
whether the Derson is corn~lvine with the ~rovisions of this chaoter and 
the rermlations Dromuleated under this cha~ter. The de~artment may 
reauire the submission of reDorts bv Dersons originating or brokering 
covered loans which shall set forth such information as the deaartment 
mav reauire. 

(c) Sub~oena.-In the event that a ~erson fails to com~lv with a 
sub~oena for documents or testimony issued bv the deaartment. the 
de~artment mav reauest an order from the Commonwealth Court 
reuuiring the ~e r son  to ~roduce the reauested information. 

Id) Administrative ~ena1ties.-If the deaartment determines that a 
person has violated the ~rovisions of this cha~ter, the de~artment may 
do any combination of the followine that it deems a ~ ~ r o ~ r i a t e :  

(1) Im~ose a civil ~enaltv of UD to $2.000 for each 
offense. The de~artment mav reauire the ~erson to pay 
investigative costs, if anv. 

(2) Sus~end. revoke or refuse to renew any license 
issued bv the de~artment. 

J3) Prohibit or ~ermanently remove an individual 
res~onsible for a violation of this chaoter from working in his or 
her ~resent ca~acitv or in any other ca~acitv related to activities 
regulated bv the de~artment. 

(4) Order a ~erson to cease and desist anv violation of 
this cha~ter and to make restitution for actual damages to 
obligors. 

15) Imoose such other conditions as the de~artment 
deems a ~ ~ r o ~ r i a t e .  
(e) Hearings.-Anv ~erson aggrieved bv a decision of the 

de~artment and which has a direct interest in the decision mav a~oeal 
the decision of the de~artment to the Secretarv of Banking. The a ~ ~ e a l  
shall be conducted in accordance with 2 Pa.C.S. Ch. 5 Subch. A 
lrelating to vractice and arocedure of Commonwealth agencies). 

(fl 1niunctions.-The de~artment mav maintain an action for an 
iniunction or other Drocess against any Derson to restrain and Drevent 
the Derson from engaging in anv activitv violating this cha~ter. 

(g) Final orders.-A decision of the Secretarv of Banking shall be 
a final order of the de~artment and shall be enforceable in a court of 
comment iurisdiction. The de~artment shall ~ublish the final 
adjudication issued in accordance with this section. subiect to redaction 
or modification to preserve confidentiality. 

(h) A~~ea1s.-Anv ~erson aggrieved bv a decision of the 
Secretarv of Bankine and which has a direct interest in the decision 
mav a ~ ~ e a l  the decision in accordance with 2 Pa.C.S. Ch. 7 Subch. A 
Irelatine to iudicial review of Commonwealth agency action). 
Section 522. Civil liabilitv. 

la) Damages for material violations.-If a lender ~umosefullv 
engages in a aattern or ~ractice of material violations of this cha~ter. an 
obligor on a covered loan may initiate a civil action to recover 
damages. 

(b) Exclusive remedies.-The remedies ~rovided in this 
subcha~ter shall be the sole and exclusive remedies for anv violation of 
anv ~rovision of this cha~ter. Persons engaged in the ~urchase. sale, 
assignment. securitization or servicing of covered loans shall not be 
held liable for the action or inactions of ~ersons originating such loans. 
Section 523. Infomation sharing. 

The devartment mav divulge documentarv or other information 
pertaining to enforcement of this cha~ter to Federal or State bankinq 
regulatory agencies or Commonwealth agencies as may be necessarv or 
a~oro~riate for the enforcement of this cha~ter. as determined bv the 
discretion of the Secretarv of Banking. The de~artment mav enter into 
such information sharing ag~eements or other t v ~ e s  of rermlatory 
aereements with other Federal and State banking rermlatorv agencies as 
rnav be reasonablv necessarv or a ~ ~ r o ~ r i a t e  for the enforcement of this 
cha~ter. as determined bv the discretion of the Secretary of Bankiner, 
Section 524. Redations. 

The de~artment may ~romulgate regulations and statements of 
policv for the enforcement of this cha~ter. includine regulations 
establishing mles of ~rocedure for the conduct of hearings pursuant to 
this subcha~ter and standards to govern the imposition of civil 
penalties. 

CHAPTER 3 1 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

Section 9. Section 19 of the act is amended to read: 
Section [19] 3101. Effective date. 

This act shall take effect as follows: 
(I) Sections [10(a) and (b), 1 l(b) and (c)] 31Ma) and (b) 

and 31 1fb) and (c) shall take effect immediately. 
(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect in 

180 days. 
Section 10. The addition of section 504(a) of the act is intended 

to restate and confirm the existing law of this Commonwealth, namely 
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that the laws of this Commonwealth relating to the financial and 
lending activities are to be applied on a uniform Statewide basis. To 
effectuate this intent, the addition of section 504(a) of the act shall 
apply both prospectively and retroactively. The remainder of Chapter 5 
of the act shall apply to loans originated after the effective date of this 
section. 

Section 11. This act shall take effect as follows: 
(1) The following provisions shall take effect 

immediately: 
(i) The addition of section 504(a) of the act. 
(ii) Section 10 of this act. 
(iii) This section. 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (l)(i), the addition 
of Chapter 5 of the act shall take effect in one year. 

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

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the gentleman, Mr. Evans, has the floor. 

It would be appreciated if the members take their seats. 
Conferences, particularly in the area of the gentleman, 
Mr. Evans, will break up. 

Mr. Evans, on the amendment. 
Mr. D. EVANS. Good morning, Mr. Speaker. How are you? 
The SPEAKER. All right so far. 
Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to give a little background and 

put this issue in perspective to the members of the 
General Assembly. Members have heard a lot regarding this 
particular issue called predatory practices, and if the members 
will allow me, I would like to just take a few minutes to give 
some history and lead up to why I believe we should pass this 
particular amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please yield. 
Conferences on the floor, please cease. Traffic in the aisles, 

please discontinue. Staff personnel who are on the floor should 
be silent, not conferring. If there is a need to confer, do it off the 
floor, please. 

Clear the center aisle. Sergeants at Arms, please help by 
keeping the aisles cleared. 

Mr. Evans. I apologize. 
Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you again, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, this is an issue, predatory 

practices, that came to my attention through my local 
councilperson in the city of Philadelphia. My local 
councilperson did a lot of work and a lot of good work on this 
particular issue. As a result of the work that she has done 
on this particular issue and the members of the Philadelphia 
City Council, I believe that they raised an issue that we here in 
Harrisburg should address, and the issue that they dealt with is 
around the issue of banking policy, and it is an issue which I 
believe, Mr. Speaker, which I have said consistently publicly in 
a number of places, should be addressed at the State level. It 
says, Mr. Speaker, in the Pennsylvania Constitution that it 
recognizes the authority of State government, not local 
government, to create banking laws that affect the lending 
industry in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, the General Assembly, this group here, has 
repeatedly used legislative powers to pass laws that vest 
exclusive authority in the State statutes to urovide rules in 

the business activities of the State-chartered banking 
institutions, the Savings Association Code of 1967 govems the 
business activities of State-chartered savings associations, and 
this particular bill, SB 377 that we are taking up, the Mortgage 
Bankers and Brokers Act, govems mortgage lenders and loan 
brokers in Pennsylvania. 

My amendment, Mr. Speaker, is a recognition and a 
continuation of the General Assembly's responsibility to pass 
laws that regulate lending in Pennsylvania. The Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court, Mr. Speaker, made it clear that local regulations 
may not intrude in areas such as banking laws. They are 
preempted by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Simply, 
Mr. Speaker, local government cannot preempt State authority. 
Let me repeat that: Local government simply cannot preempt 
State authority, Mr. Speaker. 

Let us talk about the practical effect of a statewide banking 
policy. State government, specifically the Banking Department, 
will have the expertise and the enforcement authority to 
mandate the necessary statutes. Local governments lack the 
resources and the expertise to effectively enforce banking and 
financial services laws. A consistent and predictable source of 
regulatory authority provides a stable lending environment in 
Pennsylvania. This benefits homeowners, neighborhoods, and 
businesses. 

A uniform set of regulatory rules is essential. Lenders cannot 
begin to understand let alone comply with a number of local 
ordinances that have various and conflicting requirements. 
Legitimate lenders will have no choice but to exit the 
Pennsylvania market if they are faced with the potential of local 
ordinances and their penalties and compliance costs. A lack of 
available home equity lending from legitimate lenders will leave 
risky borrowers with no choice in borrowing options. 

It is important, Mr. Speaker, to understand, in my view, the 
important role that we have here regarding banking policy in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and it is also important to 
understand why it is important that we have a consistent 
banking policy. 

What I would like to do now, Mr. Speaker, is talk about the 
amendment that I am offering and exactly what the amendment 
will do. The amendment will do a number of things, 
Mr. Speaker. First and foremost, the act will prohibit predatory 
lending practices such as balloon payments, loans with 
increased rates after default, loans with due-on-demand clauses, 
and advanced payments. The act also places strong limitations 
on a lender's ability to frequently refinance a loan. The act 
requires that lenders determine borrower's repayment ability 
without regard to the equity value of the borrower's home. The 
act provides a consumer right to voluntarily select insurance 
products and provides a 30-day window to cancel insurance for 
full refund if the consumer decides they no longer want this 
coverage. This act requires that a lender offer the option of 
monthly or single premium insurance products, and this act 
requires notification to the consumer that they have an option to 
elect counseling before they accept the loan. This act clarifies 
disclosure that spells out the borrower's obligation to pay off 
the loan. But more so than that, Mr. Speaker, this act for the 
first time gives powers to the Secretary of Banking that he has 
never had before - powers to investigate; powers to subpoena; 
powers to look at exactly what is occurring if these predatory 
practices are taking place. 

lending in ~ennsgvania. The Banking Code bf 1965 governs 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, I respect those who raise some questions 
on the other side of this issue, but I want to say that we are 
supposed to be working for the consumers of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania - that is the 12 million people 
- and it is important to keep in mind that we went through a 
process with this bill. This bill went through the Business and 
Commerce Committee. It is better known as HE! 1703. The 
Democratic chairman and the Republican chainnan and their 
staffs worked on this particular bill. I hear all kinds of opinions 
that, quote, unquote, "this bill was written by the industry," but 
the fact is, our staffs on both sides of the aisle had full 
involvement in what takes place in this bill. The Banking 
Department, Mr. Speaker, had full involvement in what takes 
place in this bill and made recommendations. 

Mr. Speaker, I myself on a personal level met with 
Community Legal Services, met with the group ACORN 
(Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now), 
and we had discussions, and that is not to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
they fully agreed with me or I fully agreed with them, but the 
point of it is, Mr. Speaker, at least I, in my particular office, and 
the chairman of the Business and Commerce Committee on the 
Democratic side, and the Republican chairman can speak for 
himself, we had a process, and that process, Mr. Speaker, was 
fully open in a full-blown discussion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that some people question the 
whole timing of this particular issue, and I would raise, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is clear to me that that decision is left up to 
the members on this floor, because members can either decide if 
they want to have a statewide policy by voting "yes," or if they 
choose not to, they can vote "no." But I would hope, 
Mr. Speaker, after what I have explained to you, that I believe 
that this particular bill begins to move Pennsylvania in the right 
direction, because I want to tell you about some other States. 
For example, in the State of North Carolina they have a 
statewide law. In New York they have State regulations. In 
Massachusetts they have State regulations. In Illinois they have 
just adopted State regulations. So, Mr. Speaker, this is an issue, 
in my view, that it is time for us to address in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It should not just be located in 
the city of Philadelphia, but we should ensure Pittsburgh or 
Oil City or Lancaster or York or whatever particular county, we 
should ensure all 67 counties, all 2,600 local governments, that 
there is some type of fair and balanced law, a law that will 
protect the consumers but a law that will also say to those who 
choose to lend that we are not going to chase them out of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, those lenders 
and those industry people are also consumers, because they 
have people who are our constituents who work for them. They 
make loans into homes and housing and all these other types of 
investments. 

So I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it should be an issue of that if 
you vote for this bill, you are more proindustry; if you are 
anti this bill you are more proconsumer - I do not thrnk. 
Mr. Speaker. The bottom line is that we are working in the 
interests of the consumer, and I do not believe that this battle, 
and I have said it time and time again up here on this floor, 
I believe we need to find common ground. I believe the 
amendment that I am offering, Mr. Speaker, is just that common 
ground. I have laid out to you what I think is State policy. I have 
laid out to you why I think it should be a consistent banking 
policy. I have told you something specifically about this 

amendment. I have told you what other States are doing, 
Mr. Speaker, and I believe that the city council in the city of 
Philadelphia should be applauded for what they have done. 
But now I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we here in the 
General Assembly should take a step forward and develop a 
consistent policy around the question of predatory lending, and 
I do not believe that it ends with this legislation, because first 
and foremost is the issue of education. People must be educated 
in terms of how to use credit; people must be educated in terms 
of how to understand the market, and those of us in State 
government and Federal government must create financial 
instruments that offer competitive interest rates for the 
marketplace. We also must understand that we do need our 
private sector. We can no longer think that we are going to 
subsidize our way out of problems, but the reality of it is that we 
need dollars available. 

So I am saying to you that I hope you will, as much as I have 
been in this process, really read the bill, which I have told 
people- Read the amendment I should say, read the 
amendment; look at the amendment and understand what I am 
attempting to do. I have said to a lot of people that I want them 
to understand that I would hope that this issue would not get 
bogged down in the typical arguments that we sometimes get 
bogged down in and understand at the end of the day that we 
have done something that meets the needs of the consumers. 

So I would ask, Mr. Speaker, that you would support me in 
my amendment and understand fully and clearly that it is an 
amendment that has been open to the process, that a lot of work 
has been done on it, and I hope you will support it. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia 

County, Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, let me fmt start out by setting the record 

straight. I stand to oppose amendment 3063 to SB 377, and I 
oppose the amendment, Mr. Speaker, for a couple of reasons. 
One, I want to outline some substantive reasons why I oppose it; 
and secondly, I would like for the members to pay close 
attention to this discussion, because when we get rid of this 
amendment, there is a fairer amendment that will follow 
amendment 3063. And, Mr. Speaker, let me start out with my 
comments on opposition by citing a short case. 

Marion F. and Phyllis S. got a loan from a finance company. 
The loan was at 13.5 percent interest. The loan was for $58,400 
with a balloon payment required for 15 years. So after paying 
$670 a month for 15 years, they would need to make a balloon 
payment of $5 1,165. They were also charged $4,587 in fees and 
closing costs, almost 9 percent of the loan. The fees were made 
up mostly of $1,295 in origination fees and $2,250 in broker 
fees. The company also paid the broker an additional $1,167 
yield spread premium as a bonus for having placed them in a 
higher cost loan. Mr. Speaker, that was a predatory loan. 

The city council of Philadelphia, as the city council in 
Pittsburgh very shortly, is facing a major problem, a major 
problem where a growing number of elderly and poor people 
are being forced into situations where they have no choice but 
to walk away fiom their property, and their property ends up on 
the city's blight roll, because another situation is where an 
89-year-old lady took out a loan for 30 years at 19 percent 
interest, and the finance company knew that she would die prior 
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to that 30-year loan maturing. So the property, once this 

- 89-year-old lady passes, that property will not pass to her 
children whom she had worked most of her life to secure 
real estate for; it will pass to that finance company that 
facilitated that predatory loan. 

For a year and a half Philadelphia sat down with the industry, 
sat down with the city solicitor, sat down with people from all 
over Philadelphia County to try and deal with this growing 
problem of predatory loans in the city of Philadelphia. The city 
of Philadelphia, after studying this issue for over a year and a 
half - and during that time, all of us from Philadelphia County 
received complaints from our constituents, received complaints 
from our council people regarding the number of people, elderly 
and poor people, that were being victimized through these 
predatory loans - in that year and a half we never said anything 
about the Department of Banking. We never said that it was 
time for the State to regulate this industry. We kind of sat back 
and felt like, well, Philadelphia will take care of this situation. 
So they studied it for a year and a half, and then, Mr. Speaker, 
they did not enact an ordinance that is designed to regulate 
financial institutions; they looked at a very narrow area of their 
authority. One is their police power to address the health, safety, 
and welfare of its residents; and second, its marketplace 
influence, and its marketplace influence really runs to its 
relationship with certain financial institutions. It is a 
well-established principle that government is able to place 
conditions on businesses that it does business with. The 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania does not put its money in all of 

-- the banks in Dauphin County; its money is spread out over the 
State, and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania has a right to put 
conditions on who it does business with. In summary, the State 
can say to Mellon Bank, we do not want to continue putting 
deposits in your bank as long as you are issuing predatory loans 
or discriminating against people because of their race, their 
nationality, or what have you. The government has limited 
authority to do that. 

Some of you might remember just a few years ago, under the 
MacBride Act, we would not have effectuated changes in 
Northern Ireland if local municipalities were not able to divest 
their financial interests in a country where there were problems. 
We would not have been able to impact on apartheid if local 
municipalities were not able to divest or not able to speak or put 
conditions on where they invested pension funds, and I think the 
MacBride Act, the Sullivan Principles, worked well. 

Local municipalities do have a very narrow arena of 
authority where it can place conditions on who it does business 
with. So all Philadelphia City Council did was enact an 
ordinance which ultimately said institutions that we do business 
with, we will divest pension funds and we will divest other 
dollars where you engage in the practice of predatory lending. 
They were not preempted under State law. State law has nothing 
to do with this. They were clearly within their police power and 
within their marketplace influence to say something about the 
growing practice of predatory lending in Philadelphia County, 

- and the city of Pittsburgh will have to deal with this very 
shortly. 

So, Mr. Speaker, amendment 3063 is designed to do one 
thing - preempt the city of Philadelphia from doing what it has 
the power to do under its police and market influence. In fact, 
the situation in South Afiica and Northern Ireland would never 
have been addressed if it were not local municipalities that 

stepped up to the plate and said that enough is enough, and 
following local municipalities, then States responded, then 
Congress responded. So, Mr. Speaker, all this amendment is 
designed to do is to take away the city's ability to do what it 
needed to do and what it waited a year and a half to have done, 
because nobody responded during that year and a half. 

The second part of this amendment which is extremely 
troubling, and that is, there is a section of this amendment 
which says that a defrauded consumer will only have a right to 
sue once he or she is able to show where the lender intentionally 
defrauded the consumer or where the lender purposefully acted 
to defraud the consumer. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say to you and 
say to each and every one of us, how would we like to have a 
situation where on the facts, not circumstances or a surrounding 
situation but on the facts, you have been defrauded. How would 
it sound or how would you feel if somebody told you that once 
you are defrauded, the only way you can seek relief is if you get 
into the mind of the lender. You have to show the mindset of the 
lender in order to seek relief. That is what this amendment 
provides. 

I submit to you that we need not support and should never 
support a situation where we have minimized if not limited 
one's ability to get relief in a situation where he or she has been 
defrauded and the fraud is clear on its face and on the Edcts. 
That is the troubling part about this amendment, and, 
Mr. Speaker, for those two reasons - one, the fact that this 
amendment would materially disrupt the city council in the 
county of Philadelphia from doing what it has the authority to 
do, and secondly, that it would strip a defrauded consumer, strip 
them of their right to seek relief without showing intent and 
without showing purpose - because of those two reasons, this 
amendment must fall on its face with a "no" vote from both 
sides of the aisle. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would call to the attention of the 

members that right now there are seven people listed to debate. 
I would request that the debates be held tight and on the point. 
We have a busy day, a busy day today. We have already ordered 
dinner for the members, and we are giving some thought as to 
whether we have to order lunch for tomorrow, and if this debate 
continues, that is the kind of situation that is going to develop. 

Mr. Freeman, that was not pointed at you in any way. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The conferences on the side aisles, please break up. The 

conference in the center aisle, please break up. 
Mr. Freeman. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I was wondering if the gentleman, Mr. Evans, 

would stand for a period of brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. Yield. 
The conference in the vicinity of the Democratic leader's 

desk, please break up, in the well of the House. 
Mr. Evans. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, one of the most insidious practices that the 

predatory lenders use is that of the balloon payment, where an 
obligator on a loan is required to pay a huge sum of money in 
the not too distant future, oftentimes beyond their reach. 
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Mr. Speaker, could you enlighten me as to whether or not this 
legislation outright prohibits the use of balloon loans in terms of 
these practices? 

Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, yes. If it is a certain type of 
loan with a high enough interest rate, the answer is correct; it 
would outlaw balloon payments. 

Mr. FREEMAN. But, Mr. Speaker, is it not true that this 
legislation does not make it illegal to use balloon payments in 
these circumstances? I would draw the gentleman's attention 
perhaps to that section of his amendment, section 51 1, which 
covers the issue of limitation of balloon payments, and I will be 
happy to read some of the provisions: "No covered loan may 
contract for a scheduled payment that is more than twice as 
large as the average of earlier scheduled monthly payments 
unless" - I emphasize the word "unless" - "such balloon 
payment becomes due and payable not less than 120 months 
after the date of the loan." Do I not understand that to mean that 
a balloon payment is still permitted provided we are dealing 
with a 10-year loan? 

Mr. D. EVANS. Under certain circumstances, Mr. Speaker - 
let us be very clear - we here in this General Assembly are not 
going to just outright eliminate balloon payments. Let us be 
clear about that. You are talking about a certain practice. My 
response would be to you, I said to you under certain 
circumstances that they would be outlawed, and the 
circumstances are described in the amendment that you just 
read. 

Mr. FREEMAN. But is it not true, Mr. Speaker, that in other 
circumstances the balloon payment is still obviously able to be 
used by these predatory lenders? 

Mr. D. EVANS. Well, Mr. Speaker, by any lender, not, you 
know- I do not understand what you mean by what you call 
these predatory lenders. What we are trying to do is to address 
the practice of predatory lending, and I try not to paint a brush 
across legitimate businesses that want to make investments in 
people and get a return. So in my sense, Mr. Speaker, kind of 
from the tone of your question, you are like, I think, kind of 
painting a brush thinking that, is every lender a predatory 
lender? Is that what you are saying, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FREEMAN. What I am trying to get at, Mr. Speaker, is 
the use of the insidious practice of balloon payments, and 
although the gentleman seems reluctant to admit it, it seems to 
me very clearly in the legislation that balloon payments, which 
can cripple a consumer, are still very much a part of the options 
that a predatory lender has. 

If we can move on, let me ask the gentleman this, 
Mr. Speaker: Can he tell us - and I realize he has devoted a 
considerable amount of time in negotiating on this amendment 
obviously with those entities such as Household Finance, which 
has been accused of predatory lending practices - can he 
enlighten us as to whether or not Household Finance supports 
this amendment? 

Mr. D. EVANS. I could not tell you, Mr. Speaker, who 
supports it and who does not support it. The ones who I hope 
support it will be the members on the floor. They are the ones 
who have the ability to vote, not any type of organization on the 
outside, may it be Household Finance or ACORN or 
Community Legal Services. It is the members on the floor that 
have to make State policy. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that, but the 
gentleman is obviously a very skilled legislator, one who is very 

skilled in the practice of negotiation, and I have no doubt that he 
has talked to all parties who are concerned about this measure 
on both sides of the issue, and I would like to know and I think 
this House would like to know whether or not predatory lenders 
such as Household Finance are in fact supporting this measure. 

Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I will again say what I said 
before. The most important people to support this are the people , here in this room. I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that we need to 
label any organization with any type of name. I am not 

1 interested in that. So when you ask me a question, do I believe a 
certain organization is supporting it, I do not go around asking 
the question, are you supporting it? The ones I am most 
interested in supporting it are the people in this room. Those 
organizations from Household Finance to ACORN to 
Community Legal Services all have a right; they are citizens in 
this State. They have a right. Now, whatever their particular 
position, as far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, is not 
important. What is important are the members in this 
General Assembly. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would contend that it is 
important for the members of this chamber to make an informed 
vote on this proposal- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Freeman, you are beating a dead horse 
to death. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Well, let me try one more time, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. This is the third or fourth time you have 
asked the same question and you have gotten the same answer. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, if I may, this is my third time, 
and I promise this will be the last attempt at the bat on this 
question. 'rws" 

Mr. Speaker, I think the members of this chamber deserve to 
know who is in favor of this bill and who is opposed to this 
measure. Obviously Household Finance has practiced predatory 
lending practices. I am sorry if that displeases him to hear that, 
but that has been the case. I think we need to know whether they 
support this measure or not. I will ask you once again, sir, has 
anyone from Household Finance said that they support this 
measure? 

Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, my answer is still the same. 
What I really feel is unfortunate about this gentleman's 
question, Mr. Speaker, is that my view is, we are trying to 
establish a State policy, and we are trying to ensure that 
throughout the 67 counties and the 2,600 local governments, 
that we have a fair policy that is balanced, that protects the 
consumer, but that it also ensures that legitimate lenders - 
legitimate lenders - recognize that certain practices will not be 
accepted. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as far as trying to label one particular 
organization, it is not so much that I am upset about what you 
label an organization. I think the debate should be on the 
substance of the issue and not the question about who supports 
it and who does not support it. I think the gentleman has to have 
the ability to make his decision based on what he has read, not 
who is for it. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Taking the wise counsel of the Chair, I will 
discontinue my interrogation at this moment, but I would like to 4 
speak on the amendment itself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair is disappointed you did not take note of my 

comment of beating a dead horse to death. 
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Mr. FREEMAN. Well, I appreciate the Speaker's comments. 

- I thought I saw a little breath still left in the horse, but obviously 
it was not worth the effort. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a strong supporter of antipredatory 
legislation. The practice of predatory lending is insidious. It 
cripples consumers, deprives them of their credit, sucks away 
home equity in their homes, and most insidious of all, predatory 
lending practices tend to be on the poorest and the elderly of our 
society. It truly takes advantage of those who have the least 
resources and are struggling - struggling - on a daily basis to 
improve their lives and to maintain some measure of economic 
security and stability. 

There is no doubt in my mind that this State needs a strong, 
effective antipredatory piece of legislation to stop this insidious 
practice. Unfortunately, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman, Mr. Evans, does not do that. In many respects, 
Mr. Evans' proposal provides the same protections that exist 
already under Federal law, under the Homeowners Equity 
Protection Act. With one or two exceptions, there is very little 
difference. So what we are being asked to pass today is 
something which already is Federal law and provides limited 
protection. We need to build upon those Federal protections. 
We need a strong antipredatory measure, not a weak measure 
which will give the facade of trying to do something on this 
important issue when we in fact will be doing very little. 

Mr. Speaker, we have all witnessed pieces of legislation that 
come before us from time to time which lead us to believe that 
they are trying to achieve some good. This measure is being 

-- touted as a consumer protection measure. The reality is, it does 
not meet that high bar, that high standard, of what a consumer 
protection measure should be. On the contrary, it is my feeling 
that this measure would provide very weak consumer 
protections when we could do a much better job, a stronger job, 
of protecting those who are preyed upon by predatory lending 
practices. 

One of the features of this amendment is to preempt the 
ability of our local municipalities to in any way regulate 
predatory lending practices. In an ideal world, yes, it should be 
done on the State level. This kind of measure should ideally be 
on the State level. But I would much rather trust the ability of 
our local municipalities to protect their citizens against 
predatory lending than pass a measure that will preempt them 
which is weak and gives them very little, if any, additional 
protections than what currently exist in Federal law, and 
basically that is what this amendment does. It just puts into 
State statute protections that basically are what the Federal 
government already provides. It does not effectively build in 
any broad-reaching way upon any measure to prevent predatory 
lending practices. 

I urge the members of this House to defeat this amendment. 
We will have an opportunity, as I understand it, to vote on the 
Thomas amendment, which is a much stronger, more 
proconsumer antipredatory measure. I think we owe it to the 
senior citizens of our districts who are the victims of predatory 
lending practices. We owe it to the poor of our districts who do - 
not have the resources to stand up today and push for strong 
legislation to protect them against predatory lending. The Evans 
amendment does not do that. The Thomas amendment gives us 
the opportunity to do that. 

I urge a "no" vote on the Evans amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
lady from Luzerne County, Ms. Mundy. Will the lady yield, 
please. 

Conferences on the floor, please. 
Ms. Mundy. 
Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Evans amendment, and I consider 

myself as much or more proconsumer than most of the people in 
this chamber. 1 believe that consistent banking policy 
throughout Pennsylvania is the goal of the Evans amendment, 
but it also protects consumers in a way that they have never 
been protected before. It protects consumers in Kingston and 
Dallas and West Pittston and Exeter and Harding in my &strict 
as well as the citizens of Philadelphia, protects them by giving 
the Department of Banking new powers to investigate and 
subpoena, practices that may be predatory in nature. So it 
protects not only the consumers in Philadelphia as the 
Philadelphia ordinance does, but it keeps banking a State issue 
to be regulated at the State level, and to me, that is where the 
regulation of banking belongs. 

I want to just address a couple of issues that have been raised 
by previous speakers to explain my understanding of what this 
amendment does and does not do. It does not outlaw balloon 
payments, and frankly, I would be opposed to an attempt to 
outlaw balloon payments under any circumstances, because 
sometimes balloon payments are not only desirable but they are 
very necessary to consumers. I may want a loan that has a 
balloon payment at the end. Why should I not be able to make a 
contract that calls for that if that is what I want and need? 

One of the previous speakers talked about the discretion of 
the local government of Philadelphia to place its pension funds 
where it wants to in whichever banks it prefers. This 
amendment does not take that discretion away from the city of 
Philadelphia. No one can do that. They decide where their 
banking funds are deposited, but the regulation of banking is a 
different issue, and it does not belong in each and every one of 
our 2,600 local municipalities. It belongs at the State level. 

I urge your support for the Evans amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Evans amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 am not so naive as to know that the real issues 

here have to do with - and I understand that no one is talking 
about them - have to do with attorneys and the closed contracts 
and their ability to write these closed contracts and get people in 
trouble later on down the line. I am also not naive as to know 
that the Supreme Court had ruled years ago about profits being 
unconscionable, so on and so forth. I am also, Mr. Speaker, not 
so naive as to realize that what we are talking about today has to 
do with a free market economy, a free market economy and 
people's ability to sign on the dotted line and not sign on the 
dotted line. 

Now, if there is a problem, I always believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that if people communicate and they talk, it can be worked out. 
It is not necessary for us always to be adversarial, especially if 
we are talking. Put us in a room, and in 99 percent of the cases, 
I believe that we can work a solution out. What has occurred on 
an international level is peace has broken out, because people 
are talking. What has occurred in this State House is, 99 percent 
of the issues, we can get through them on both sides of the aisle 
because people are talking, Mr. Speaker, and people talked 
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when we put this Evans amendment together to address the 
issue of predatory lending. 

Let us talk about Philadelphia, Mr. Speaker. 
Philadelphia City Council wrote a bill, and when other 

sources went to talk to them and provide them with input, they 
slammed the door and said, you are not invited. Well, how do 
you get a balanced perspective on what you are supposed to do 
if you absolutely shut people out and do not get their opinion? 
So on the back end, when the bill was voted on in city council, 
the bill was hostile to an entire industry, and that industry did 
not have an opportunity to provide input. 

Now, there are some basic differences between what 
Philadelphia is trying to do and what we are doing up here, but I 
need people to know in Philadelphia how we arrived at the 
Evans amendment. 

Philadelphia City Council came up with about 22 different 
categories, and through the wisdom of both the Republicans and 
the Democratic side of the aisle, we took 18 of those categories 
and we addressed them; we addressed them in this chamber to 
the best of our ability. The question is, who really has the 
authority to address those issues, and I will deal with that in a 
second, Mr. Speaker. 

This is a very, very good bill; it is an excellent amendment, 
and I am standing here telling you, Mr. Speaker, it is not hostile 
to consumers. It is a balanced bill. The gentleman up here 
earlier was talking about who has a vested interest and, you 
know, who favors it and who does not favor it. Well, one of the 
basic differences, Mr. Speaker, between our bill and the bill in 
city council is, the bill in city council has mandatory counseling 
before someone signs on the dotted line. 

Now, let us talk about ACORN, and I do not mind 
talking about ACORN, Mr. Speaker, and/or Community Legal 
Services. If we were to provide mandatory counseling in our 
bill, we would have to attach a fiscal note, which would drive 
the cost of the bill up. But guess who does the mandatory 
counseling in the city of Philadelphia? We want to talk about 
vested interests, okay? It is ACORN, Mr. Speaker, and it is 
Community Legal Services, and because the Harrisburg bill did 
not have mandatory counseling for those two organizations to 
do mandatory counseling, they do not like the bill because they 
cannot make money, those greater predators than Community 
Legal Services. And I do not mind saying it, because I need to 
know, how many lawyers in Community Legal Services live in 
poor people's neighborhoods and with black folks? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield for a moment. 
For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, seek 

recognition? 
Mr. THOMAS. Personal privilege, Mr. Speaker. 
You had instructed the architect of the amendment and 

another speaker that we should leave names out and concentrate 
on the substance of the issue before us, and I only ask that we 
govern ourselves accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes. I was working trying 
to see what our calendar looked like for the balance of the day. 
Yet names, the gentleman is right, and I did not hear it, but 
names should not be mentioned; organizations should not be 
mentioned. 

Mr. HORSEY. So, Mr. Speaker, are you saying that - and I 
need some clarity on that ruling - that I should not mention that 
ACORN demonstrated in my office and at my house? Is that 
correct? Is that what you are saying, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. No; no, I do not have a problem with that. 
I did not hear what the gentleman was complaining of, so I am 
at a disadvantage. I was working on the side here with the 
Parliamentarian. 

The names of individuals, I think, you know, unless it is a 'YS' 
flattering kind of comment, should not really be used as a matter 
of course on the floor. The fact that some organization is 
parading around your office or- 

Mr. HORSEY. Parading in the office. 
The SPEAKER. Just, just- 
Mr. HORSEY. Parading in the office. 
The SPEAKER. Just use your good judgment, and I will 

listen closer. 
Mr. HORSEY. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
The fact that we decided to write out certain organizations 

who do and who can make a profit off of poor people, these 
same organizations that, quote, "represent poor folks," who do 
not even quite often live in neighborhoods with poor folks, who 
provide legal services for poor folks but live in the suburbs and 
are upset with this bill because we did not provide a $10- or 
$1 1-million fiscal note for them to do, you know, counseling, 
is no reason to oppose it. Go to the substance of the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. Do not be upset because you were written out as 
an organization and you cannot make money off the bill. Let us 
be real about it. And I will not mention those two organizations 
again, Mr. Speaker, but we need to know who we are talking 
about and what their vested interest is. 

I have made it my practice all my life, Mr. Speaker, I could 
have moved to Doylestown or Peny County 20 years ago; 
I decided and made a commitment to stay with poor people, 
Mr. Speaker, because I went to school as a poor person and was 4 
educated, and I decided to lend that expertise to my people, and 
for somebody from the suburbs who makes a living off of my 
people to tell me that I am not committed, they are absolutely 
wrong. I need to know the level of their commitment since they 
do not live in the neighborhood; they only make a living off of 
poor people. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. H o r s e y  
Mr. HORSEY. On the bill; yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Stay on the amendment, please. 
Mr. HORSEY. Point taken. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Let us go back to Philadelphia City Council and why their 

bill was bad. Their bill was bad, Mr. Speaker, because it places 
a duty on the banking industry to prove to city council that 
predatory lending, that they are not involved with predatory 
lending. That is technically the primary flaw in their bill. They 
cannot order, they cannot order the banking industry vis-a-vis 
the financial industry to report to them, and they do not have the 
authority to do that. There are lots and lots of areas that 
Philadelphia City Council cannot delve into. They cannot 
establish an army, because that responsibility under the 
Constitution is given to the Federal government to have a 
regulated militialamy. There is a multitude of areas, and the 
banking industry, as a question, responsibility for their 
regulation lies with the Pennsylvania State legislature. We 
constitutionally, Mr. Speaker, have the authority to regulate 
banks. When people say that, oh, the MacBride amendment and 
South Africa, that is apples and oranges, Mr. Speaker. We 'cSr 
provided a boycott because we could not regulate in Ireland, 
because we could not regulate in South Africa. We can 
regulate the banks in the State of Pennsylvania, and the 
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Evans amendment does in fact do that. It is good; it represents 
- consumer protection. 

Mr. Speaker, regardless of what anybody says, and let me, 
for example, pull out one subject and then I will sit down, 
Mr. Speaker, one subject area that no one talks about. 
Previously a contractor would go to an old lady and she would 
say, I need windows in the house, and he would put those 
windows in, and then he would call the bank and say, okay, the 
windows are in, give me my check. The contract may call for 
10 windows. The contractor may have only put in one window. 
The bank would pay him under previous conditions. The 
Evans amendment stops that kind of foolishness, Mr. Speaker. 
It puts a requirement that in order for the contractor to be paid, 
there is a legal requirement that the consumer, the person who 
will be paying the bill, has to sign off that the work has been 
approved by him or her and to their satisfaction. That has never 
been done in the State of Pennsylvania ever before. That is only 
one element. The amendment is loaded, Mr. Speaker, with good 
consumer protections that no one is talking about. 

It is kind of hard, I guess, for Philadelphia to realize that 
probably most of the talent in government - and you do not 
have to agree with me, Mr. Speaker, but I am going to say it - 
most of the talent presently in this country, running this country, 
is not coming from Washington. It is coming from State 
legislatures, Mr. Speaker, and it is kind of hard to believe that 
some municipalities believe that we are a bunch of idiots and 
we do not know what we are doing. Well, they are wrong, 

.-. 
Mr. Speaker. Most of your talented people come out of State 
legislatures, Mr. Speaker, and are very adequate and smart 
people and they know what they are doing, Mr. Speaker. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and with that I am going to have a 
seat, and thank you very much for enduring that, and I urge 
every member to support the Evans amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Let me interrupt the debate for a moment. 
Someone lost a pair of eyeglasses on the floor, apparently 

yesterday. They are here at the desk, if these look familiar to 
you - or if you have not been able to read yet today. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 377 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not standing here today to ask for a "no" 

vote on the Evans amendment. I realize that members who do so 
will risk being accused of having voted against this new albeit 
very weak regulation of the practice of predatory lending. I 
agree with parts of this amendment, and I agree with some of 
what the Representative from Philadelphia is attempting to do. I 
also very wholeheartedly agree with the remarks made by the - gentleman, Mr. Freeman, and some of the remarks made by the 
gentlelady, Ms. Mundy. But to understand what we are here 
talking about today and understand what our final action on this 
legislation should be, I would like to make a few points to my 
colleagues. 

There are many types of lenders in this State, Mr. Speaker. 
There are commercial banks, Federal and State banks, 

savings and loans, there are cre&t finance companies, and then 
you get down to home-repair contractors who have their own 
financing, and it is very often, Mr. Speaker, that predatory 
lendmg practices raise their ugly head here in this State. So in 
the fact that we as a legislature ought to do something about it 
on a statewide basis, I wholeheartedly agree. We need to do 
something about this practice. 

Now, what constitutes predatory lending? Is it simply 
excessive rates, interest rates, of 17, 18, 20 percent? No. 
Mr. Speaker, we have instances in this Commonwealth where a 
lending institution, a fmnce company, a contractor, will give 
an 80-year-old woman a 30-year loan to fix her home - an 
80-year-old woman a 30-year loan. She will be 110 years old at 
the end of that loan and maybe will have a balloon at the end 
that is equivalent to 15 or 20 percent of the loan. Predatory 
lending also applies to excessive front-end fees, like origination 
fees, like broker fees, that sometimes can equal 9, 10, 
12 percent of the total loan value, each of those types of fees, 
excessive interest rates. Mr. Speaker, one of the concerns I have 
with the maker of this amendment and hls language is that it 
allows the exemption of any lender for anything less than 
10 percent over prime, prime rate today being 7 percent. That 
means any lender, any commercial bank, anyone else who gives 
a loan at 16.999 percent will have no impact by the adoption of 
the Evans amendment and this new statewide regulation. In fact, 
in other States, Mr. Speaker, the cap for what is considered to 
be a nonpredatory loan is 6 112 percent, and the Federal 
government, the Republican-controlled Federal government, is 
seriously considering an 8-percent cap as a regulation before a 
loan is to be considered predatory. 

Mr. Speaker, if this amendment is adopted without the 
adoption of the Curt Thomas amendment later, we will be 
giving predatory lenders carte blanche in this State to fix loans 
at 16.99 percent and sell your mother or your grandmother a 
whole load of siding and windows knowing full well that they 
will not live to see the end of the loan or will not be able to pay 
that loan off and will lose their home. We talk a lot around this 
chamber about widow's taxes and debt taxes and inheritance 
taxes. I understand all of that, but what about your mother 
losing the family homestead because she has been duped into a 
loan and will not have any redress under this amendment, will 
not have the ability unless she proves, as Mr. Thomas said, that 
the lender fi~lly intended to defraud her? You will lose your 
rights to that property if this is where we stop, if the 
Evans amendment is going to be all there is. We cannot give - - 
carte blanche to the community that signed off on this, andthe 
gentleman, Mr. Evans, said that the bankers did not draft the 
bill. When asked by Mr. Freeman whether or not a certain 
commercial frnance company signed off on the bill, he was not 
sure. But I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that institutions in this 
Commonwealth who are predatory lenders, and I am not talking 
about most commercial banks or savings and loans, but the 
institutions that have been accused of being predatory in their 
lending practices have in fact signed off on this bill. 

And insofar as the bankers, I quote out of the Philadelphia 
Daily News. It'says, "The committee members drafted the bill 
in response to the city bill. The Pennsylvania Bankers 
Association was 'very much involved' in the drafting, according 
to CEO James Biery. 

" 'This is a good bill that addresses the problems people 
seem to think exist in Philadelphia'. . . . 
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"The Bankers Association opposed the city bill and lobbied 
to stop it. The association supports H.B. 1703," which is the 
embodiment of this amendment. 

Now, the gentleman from Philadelphia also indicated that he 
met with ACORN and with other consumer groups, and that is 
very true; he did indeed, but every one of those consumer 
groups is adamantly opposed to the language in this amendment 
because of the 10-percent fee, because of the fact that 3, 4, 
5 percent of all loans will be covered under predatory lending 
with the interest rate, the ceiling being 10 points over prime. 
That is why they are opposed to it. Again, we have given 
predatory lenders cart blanche if we stop with the 
Evans amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, predatory lenders trick people into borrowing at 
loan-shark rates. When they cannot pay, people are thrown out 
of their homes, and then those homes either are sold off at a 
large profit for the lender or are abandoned and turned into 
blighted properties. Now, let us be clear: The main focus of this 
amendment was solely to stop the regulation of predatory 
lenders in Philadelphia, and with that I do not have a problem if 
we were adopting an amendment that would really attack the 
problem, really attack the crux of the bill. In fact, in Illinois, the 
city of Chicago did just what Philadelphia did. The city council 
in Chicago voted to impose predatory lending practices only on 
those banks that do business with the city, only on those finance 
companies that do business with the city. That is what 
Philadelphia council by a vote of 16 to nothing tried to do. They 
were not going to attack the entire predatory lending practice 
situation in Philadelphia, but they were saying, if you are going 
to do business with our city and you are going to have large 
deposits of Philadelphia taxpayers' money, you are not going to 
engage in predatory lending. 

But the State of Illinois did something different than what we 
are doing here. They took the Chicago predatory lending 
amendment or bill and law and fashioned a strong statewide law 
to prohibit and restrict predatory lending. That, unfortunately, is 
not what the Evans amendment will do if we stop there. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, I believe that members 
who vote against the Evans amendment can and probably will 
be accused of voting against predatory lending, any predatory 
lending law in this State, but do not be fooled into thinking that 
that is enough, because if it is your mother or your sister that 
loses a home over someone who has given her or him a large 
balloon at the end or a 17-percent interest rate or fmed fees at 
the front or back end of the loan that cannot be repaid or a loan 
term that will outlive the borrower, if it happens to someone in 
your family or one of your constituents, you are not going to be 
able to point to this vote and say, I protected you. The only way 
that you are going to be able to do that, regardless of how you 
vote on the Evans amendment, is a few hours from now or a few 
minutes from now, Curt Thomas is going to be offering some 
amendments, and you need to vote "yes" on the Thomas 
amendments if you are sincere about stopping the practice of 
predatory lending in this Commonwealth. 

I agree that we need a statewide measure, but we need one 
with teeth in it, one that protects consumers. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

JUNE 2 1 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, there are different definitions of fairness. 

Some people would argue that if you hurt person A, hurt person 
B, hurt person C, and hurt person D, you are being fair to 
everyone. I do not accept this definition of fairness. I do not 
believe that someone paying 7 points on a mortgage and 
10 percent beyond the yield of long-term U.S. securities is being 
treated fairly if people all over the Commonwealth are being 
treated the same way. Equality of treatment is only one 
definition of fairness. The more relevant definition of fairness 
deals with the justice with which each individual is treated. 

Madam Speaker, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania has an 
important role in State banking policy, but the fact that we have 
an important role should not mean that no one else has any role. 
The simple fact is that the vast majority of State banking 
commissioners come from the banking industry, and the vast 
majority of State banking commissioners go back to the banking 
industry after leaving their job. 

We need checks and balances in banking beyond what we 
have now. The city council ordinance that is preempted by this 
amendment uses the city's power to decide where to &posit its 
money to provide consumer protections for its citizens. If this 
amendment passes, the city of Philadelphia will be allowed to 
decide where it makes its banking deposits based on who makes 
political contributions to whom, who went to school with 
whom, or any other arbitrary or whimsical reason. The only Lls' 
reason, the only reason the city will not be able to use to decide 
which banking institutions to do business with is how the 
banking institutions treat the citizens of Philadelphia. 

The AFL-CIO, the AARP (American Association of 
Retired Persons), the Pennsylvania Low Income Housing 
Coalition, and many consumer advocates throughout this State 
oppose this amendment. They worry about the statewide impact 
of defeating an important local initiative to reduce lending costs, 
to reduce mortgage foreclosures, and to increase the chance that 
the proceeds of a deceased senior citizen's home will go to the 
senior citizen's family and not to a bank or finance company. 

We worry here in the House about the inheritance tax. We 
should now be worrying about whether people who deal with 
predatory lending can leave any inheritance at all. 

We worry in the House about whether women who have 
abortions have given informed consent. We should now be 
worrying about whether people who pay excessively high costs 
for loans - high costs that frequently lead to mortgage 
foreclosures - have given informed consent. 

This amendment takes away from local governments all over 
the Commonwealth the power to craft innovative solutions to 
predatory lending. Not one consumer organization in this State 
- not one - supports this amendment. 

We do not need State laws copying Federal laws. 
Pennsylvania is part of the United States and is already bound 
by Federal laws. We need State laws expanding protections of 1J)' 
Federal laws, as the Philadelphia City Council has done. 

We do not need State laws setting standards of proving intent 
in order for a person to have a legal remedy. To demand that 
intent be proved is to erect a formidable shield for wrongdoers. 
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It is far easier to prove that a wrong has been done than to prove 

.-. that a wrong was intentional. 
Madam Speaker, this amendment superficially deals with the 

citizens of Philadelphia but is being pushed by the banking 
industry because the banking industry is justly concerned that 
communities all over the State of Pennsylvania will see that the 
Philadelphia ordinance is good and desire to copy it. Because 
the fears of the effects of this ordinance are statewide, this 
ordinance has statewide effect. 

I strongly urge the protection of a very worthwhile consumer 
protection ordinance by the city of Philadelphia and the ability 
of other cities in this State to copy it; I urge the defeat of this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Columbia County, Mr. Gordner. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Let us be honest here: Philadelphia City Council passed an 

ordinance. That ordinance is now being held up in court. There 
is, I believe, a 60-day stay on it, and it will very honestly be 
held up in court for some time. I believe under the Pennsy!vania 
Constitution that the ordinance will ultimately fail, and if that 
happens, there will be no Philadelphia city ordinance, and if this 
amendment fails, there will be no statewide law. 

So what will you have accomplished and what will the folks 
of Philadelphia have accomplished if this amendment goes 
down? So far, across this nation, I believe there are two States 
that have a statewide predatory lending law. We could be 
State number three to have such a law in place. And as - Representative Mundy said, those of us outside of Philadelphia 
would like to have something in place in our area as well. 
I would like something in place for Berwick and Bloomsburg 
and Catawissa, just as well as other folks around this State. 

And let us also be honest: A decade or so ago, we tried to 
pass laws that really cranked down on the banking industry, and 
what did the banking industry do? They folded up their tent, and 
they went to Delaware and they went to Maryland and they 
went to other States. What we can do if we do not pass this 
amendment and if the Philadelphia ordinance is successful is 
say to the banks in the Philadelphia area, we might as well just 
uproot our roots and leave again the State and the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Does that make sense? We 
have learned our lesson, I hope, once. We should not have to go 
through that again. 

For those reasons and for the knowledge that that 
Philadelphia city ordinance will ultimately fail, it makes sense 
for us today to pass one of the first statewide predatory pricing 
laws in this nation and be a leader on this issue, and for that 
reason I would ask all of us to vote 'yes" on this amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Philadelphia County, Ms. Josephs. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I am standing up here to announce my opposition to this 

amendment for many of the reasons that have already been 

-- enunciated and because I find it difficult to stand here arguing 
against local control when I argued strenuously for local control 
when we were considering gun regulations, as did some other 
people who made the State argument here today. 

I am disappointed that the bill is so weak. I would like to 
have seen a private Attorney General. I agree with the speakers 
before me who said that this bill protects as far as the 

Federal bill protects and it ought to go further, but I find this a 
very curious exercise we are going through. I find it very, very 
interesting that the statewide bill is being supported by the 
financial industry, financial institutions, and I believe when we 
see the votes, we will see a substantial number of votes from the 
Republican Party, whose mission, I take it, is to protect 
businesses to some extent, at least more than the Democrats, 
and the reason why I find this so curious is that as bad as this 
bill is, it sets a statewide precedent which is very valuable. 

As the Democratic chair of the Appropriations Committee, 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, said - I will paraphrase - the 
Secretary of Banking is being given powers that he never had 
before, and the lady from Luzerne who said, the Secretary is 
getting new powers, I believe that is the case. Financial 
institutions, some of them are already very heavily regulated, 
but we are going to regulate them more heavily. We are setting 
a precedent here in Pennsylvania, we are breaking new ground, 
and it is astonishing to me that the financial community in this 
State wants us to do that. 

With the right Governor in 2003, a Governor who really 
cares about consumer protection, there is a basis here now, a 
framework, which was supported by the industry itself, 
upon which we can build, and I will expect to see the 
Thomas amendment and its progeny come back in later terms, 
year after year after year, based on this piece of legislation, 
because it was supported by the financial interests in this State. 

As I said, I am a "no" vote for all of the reasons that have 
been put forth here, but I think that whatever way this bill goes, 
the consumers win and the financial institutions are going to 
finally be brought under control by the people who ordinarily 
you would t b k  would want to protect these practices. It is 
very, very strange. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Franklin County, Mr. Coy. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, when we talk about predatory lending, as 

the discussion has involved so far, there is no doubt about the 
fact that as some speakers have tried to say, what is predatory to 
one person may not be predatory to another, and it is not just 
ratebound in terms of its definition. So for that reason, the fact 
that what Representative Evans tries to do in this amendment 
may not be enough for some people, may be too much for 
others, but as the gentlelady from Philadelphia just said in her 
basis for voting "no" on this amendment, I think that is probably 
a pretty good reason to vote "yes" on it, that for once we are 
setting some limits. Now, we can argue whether they are hgh 
enough, we can argue whether they are effective enough, but 
they are there. 

And to make something absolutely clear about what the 
Evans amendment does not do, the Evans amendment does not 
limit the authority of city councils to enact any investment 
requirements that they currently have. There are no limitations 
in it for that purpose. The provisions of the amendment are 
merely a codification and a legislative recognition of the 
exclusive power of the Commonwealth to regulate financial 
institutions and their regulatory environment. 

Now, I believe in local governments; I believe that there are 
certain things that local governments should be able to do and 
should not, but I clearly think that setting financial policy is one 
thing that I do not believe they should be involved with. This is 
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a situation where we in the legislature regulate banking and 
financial interests in the Commonwealth, and it is our 
responsibility to do that, and this amendment heads us down 
that direction, and it is a direction that we have not been down 
before, and for that reason it is difficult, because some people 
think, well, we are not going far enough or we are going too far, 
or it may be predatory or it may not be predatory. But I will tell 
you, it is good that we are going down the road. And to echo 
just for a moment the remarks of the gentleman from Columbia 
County, I believe that the rest of us in the Commonwealth who 
do not represent the city of Philadelphia deserve an opportunity 
to have a predatory lending law affecting all of our citizens, too, 
but a predatory lending law that is written in this hall, in 
Harrisburg, and not in each and every borough and township 
and county across the Commonwealth. 

So for that reason I support the amendment, and I 
congratulate the maker on starting us down the road of financial 
policy of predatory lending instruments that do need to be 
governed but by doing it here, in Harrisburg, where it belongs. 
I support the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Mr. Caltagirone. 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise to support the Evans amendment, because I believe that 

we do in fact need to protect the homeowners of Pennsylvania 
from predatory lending practices, and I believe that the 
Evans amendment will achieve much in accomplishing this 
goal, For the first time, we are considenhg statewide legislation 
to define and regulate these outrageous practices. We are also 
providing the Department of Banking with, the authority to 
conduct investigations and subpoena records, issue fines, award 
damages, and take other actions against the people who engage 
in the predatory lending practice. 

I think that it is important that we address these issues on a 
statewide basis. While there are many positive provisions in the 
Philadelphia predatory lending ordinance, if every municipality 
in the State were to enact their own predatory lending 
ordinance, we would have chaos in the home mortgage 
business. The provisions of the Evans amendment were 
developed through long negotiations and represent an honest 
and good-faith attempt to address this problem. If we pass this 
legislation, Pennsylvania will become only the second State in 
the nation with such a law regulating predatory lending 
practices. If our experience in the future shows that additional 
protections are needed for our homeowners, we will have a 
State law in place that we can modify as necessary. I believe 
that the Evans amendment represents a real opportunity to 
provide the meaningful protections to the homeowners in 
Pennsylvania, and I ask for your support. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman fiom Beaver County, Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I rise to support the Evans amendment. 

As I do so, I want to thank some members on my side of the 
aisle, like the gentlelady from Philadelphia and certainly the 
gentleman, my fellow leader, fiom Philadelphia, and finally, the 
gentleman who is the Democratic chair of the Labor Relations 
Committee, for the passion that they have certainly brought to 
this floor on this issue, for the passion that they have brought to 
this issue generally in my time in the House of Representatives. 
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But I rise today to support this amendment, because quite 
frankly, Madam Speaker, the bill we have in front of us here 
today is better for the consumers that live in my county, in 
Beaver County, than current law. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to also make the point that the 4 
gentlelady from Philadelphia in her comments here today asked 
some questions rhetorically, and I think they are good questions, 
and one of the questions she asked rhetorically was why the 
industry would support improvements in existing law, stronger 
consumer protection provisions in this amendment than existing 
law; why would they do such a thing and that she was skeptical 
of their motives and skeptical that this bill would in fact contain 
improvements in consumer protections if they were in support 
of this amendment here today. And, Madam Speaker, I think 
that is a good question. I would like to give my answer to that 
question. 

These stronger consumer protection provisions in this 
amendment that is before us here today are in here, the banking 
industry supports those provisions, and the reason they do is 
because that is the cost for the support of people like myself on 
this amendment here today. The cost for our support of this 
amendment and passage of this bill was stronger consumer 
protection for the rest of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Madam Speaker, there is no question that this amendment 
has consumer protection provisions that are weaker than that 
ordinance passed by city council, and I appreciate the job that 
they did, and if I were from Philadelphia, quite frankly, I would 
be opposed to this amendment. That language is stronger in the 
city of Philadelphia than this amendment that is in front of us 
here today. But, Madam Speaker, for my county, for the 
consumers 1 represent, for the people in southwestern J 
Pennsylvania, for those consumers, this amendment has 
stronger consumer protection language than existing law. Any 
reasonable person who actually read this bill, looked at these 
provisions, would come away with that conclusion. 

So if you live outside of the city of Philadelphia and you 
want to do something to deter predatory lending in the 
Commonwealth, then I think you can support this 
amendment with a straight face, with a good conscience. And, 
Madam Speaker, I say again, the banking industry supports this 
because they either support these strengthened consumer 
protection provisions in this amendment here today or they go 
down to defeat on this amendment, and if they go down to 
defeat on this amendment, they have to live with that law that is 
in the city of Philadelphia. 

So did we see it as an opportunity to improve consumer 
protection provisions in this law for the rest of the State of 
Pennsylvania? Yes, we did. And did we see it as an opportunity 
to have some leverage on an issue that we seldom, Democrats, 
have leverage on in the State of Pennsylvania; very seldom do 
we have the opportunity to have this kind of leverage on bills 
that we are dealing with? Yes, we did. 

So they support these provisions, the banking industry, 
because that is the cost of support of people like myself and 
other Democrats that are going to vote for this amendment here 
today; that is the cost that they were prepared to pay with this 
language in this amendment. 

So, Madam Speaker, I would encourage a positive vote for 
u" 

good consumer protections not necessarily for the residents in 
Philadelphia compared to that city ordinance but no question for 
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the rest of the consumers in Pennsylvania. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. .- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Previous speakers have talked about this particular 

amendment and emphasized how great it was in terms of 
providing consumer protection. They talked about the effort that 
was made through an open process to reach this point. Well, 
Madam Speaker, I am a bit confused, because if I look at this 
particular proposal, which comes out of HI3 1703, that process 
began at the end of May, and if I look at the record of the 
House, I would find there have been other predatory lending 
bills offered in the House beginning from the very first months 
of this session. Why were not those bills brought forward if 
there was a real interest in promoting a solution to this problem? 
In fact, Madam Speaker, I would note that I introduced a 
predatory lending bill last session, and that bill sat in committee 
all last session. 

So it is rather strange that we suddenly now have been 
converted to this issue, and suddenly now we come up with this 
great solution, this amendment, all 27 pages of it, on this day. 
Why, Madam Speaker, has this not been submitted to the 
committee and offered for public hearings? Should the public 
have a chance to look at those 27 pages? Should they have a 
chance to amend them, offer their viewpoints? I wonder, 
Madam Speaker, why are we now confronted with this single 
choice to accept all 27 pages without any input from this body? 

- That is, after all, what we are elected to do, Madam Speaker, 
and that is to be deliberative in our process of reaching 
legislative conclusions. 

Further, there is that argument that has been made about how 
detrimental existing statutes are. There is this thought that 
indeed all of our banking legislation ought to be consistent, and 
I would not dispute that. But what this amendment does, 
Madam Speaker, is not provide consistent banking legislation; 
rather, it provides consistent ways in which predatory lending 
can continue in this State. It does not really address the core 
problems of predatory lending. Where have all those who now 
suddenly rally to this bill been, Madam Speaker? Where have 
they been in shaping meaningful predatory legislation up to this 
point? They have been remarkably silent, Madam Speaker. 

We as a General Assembly have a responsibility, and that 
responsibiIity is to do good legislation. We should not be about 
abandoning the poor, the old, those who do not have the 
leverage that we might have to deal with problems like this. We 
want to be about getting the best legislation possible adopted. 

Look at the legislation, Madam Speaker. I only point to one 
provision here. Look at what it says about how this bill is to be 
implemented. Look at the very end of the legislation. What does 
it tell us? It tells us that immediately we preempt the 
Philadelphia legislation and any other local legislation but the 
actual impact of the bill is delayed for a year. So what we say is, 
get rid of the protections we have now but you predators can 
continue to operate for another year, even under this legislation. - 
That is fundamentally wrong, Madam Speaker. We ought to be 
about doing good legislation that reflects the real interests of our 
constituents. 

I would note, although it has been criticized by some 
speakers, that the Philadelphia legislation was passed by the 
unanimous vote of the city council, signed by the mayor, 
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endorsed by every newspaper in the city, and so indeed, it is not 
something that was fly-by-night or created like this was, out of 
I do not know what. It was solidly developed legislation that 
deserves certainly the support of thls body. 

Madam Speaker, I would urge my colleagues to reject this 
amendment - this amendment which seeks not to get rid of 
predatory lending but, rather, seeks to provide weak protections 
that give the illusion that something is being done about a very, 
very findamental issue that affects, I know, a number of my 
constituents and I believe constituents of many others across 
this State. 

Reject this amendment, Madam Speaker. If we need, let us 
take the summer if we need to look at designing a good bill, a 
bill on which we can have public hearings, we can debate, we 
can discuss, come back then in September, and if you are going 
to do a 26-page or a 27-page amendment, at least then we would 
have had the opportunity to have read it and looked at all the 
implications, to redesign it and create a bill that will be good for 
thls Commonwealth and may indeed be a model for this entire 
nation. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Thomas, for the second time. 
Mr. THOMAS. Madam Speaker, just to make sure that the 

record is clear, to my colleagues on both sides of the aisle, do 
you believe in magic? If you believe in magic, then support the 
Evans amendment. If you believe in reality and facts, then reject 
the Evans amendment. 

And let us clear up a couple thmgs. Number one, it is 
possible for us to have a statewide consumer protection measure 
without killing Philadelphia; we do not have to kick 
Philadelphia in order to have a statewide policy. Number two, 
we can have a statewide policy without stripping your mom, my 
mom, your pop, my pop, of his or her right to seek remedies if 
they are defrauded. Thirdly, we can have a statewide policy 
without saying to Luzerne County or Beaver County, if I went 
to Luzerne County tomorrow and I wanted to do business in 
Luzerne County, I would have to go to the local city hall and I 
would have to get a permit in order to do business; if I went to 
Beaver County, the same thing. 

All the Philadelphia ordinance does is says to those people 
who are practicing predatory lending - not the entire financial 
community, not the banking community; this ordinance does 
not attempt to regulate banking - all it says is to contractors 
who defraud elderly and poor people, we will take your license 
from you; you will not be able to do business in Philadelphia 
County if you engage in the practice of taking poor and elderly 
people's money and do not do the work that you are supposed to 
do. 

The ordinance secondly says, mortgage brokers who run 
around and make referrals to these financial institutions, all the 
city is saying is, we are not going to continue to put community 
development block grant dollars or put city pension dollars in 
that financial institution; the county should have a right to do 
that. That is all the Philadelphia ordinance says. 

And you need to know, there are 17 members on this council 
of Philadelphia, both Democrats and Republicans. They all 
voted for the ordinance. Those council members who represent 
poor neighborhoods like North Philadelphia, they voted for this. 
Those council members who represent parts of Philadelphia, the 
Greater Northeast, Northeast, Frankford, Richmond, they voted 
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for this. It was 17 to nothing in support of this ordinance, 
because the ordinance is not attempting to regulate banks or 
regulate financial institutions. 

The prime sponsor of this amendment or the supporters from 
Beaver and Luzerne Counties, they can have a statewide policy 
that does not kick Philadelphia, because if you do this to 
Philadelphia today, what is to stop me from saying to 
Luzerne County tomorrow through a legislative proscription 
that you cannot say anything to people who come into 
Luzerne County and do bad business? What is to stop me from 
saying to Beaver County tomorrow that you should not have 
anythmg to say about the institution? 

And I will close out with this, Madam Speaker: 
Grace received a notice in the mail from a company about a 
home equity loan. Many of us have taken out home equity 
loans. We have got parents who take out home equity loans. 
Miss B told the company that she wanted a loan for $5,000, and 
they told her she had to borrow a minimum of $10,000. The 
company charged her, Beaver and Luzerne and these other 
counties, the company charged her 1 1.5 percent interest, even 
though she had excellent credit and most rates were under 
8 percent at the time. The company also charged her $2,066 in 
fees and credit insurance, 21 percent of the $10,000. 

Now, that happened in Philadelphia. That could happen 
anywhere in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Should not 
Philadelphia County, like any of the other 66 counties, should 
they not have a right to say something about that kind of 
practice within its borders? I think they should. 

So, Madam Speaker, and to my colleagues, we can have a 
statewide policy if you vote "no" on the Evans amendment and 
"yes" on the Thomas amendment which will follow, because the 
Thomas amendment says that your county should be able to say 
something about who does business in that county and how they 
do business. The Thomas amendment also says that your mom, 
my mom, should have a right to sue if some contractor comes 
in, takes her money, and does no work. That can happen 
anywhere in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Under the 
Evans amendment, your mom or my mom does not have a right 
to sue, unless they can prove that the lender intended to defraud 
them. I do not want my mom jumping through any hoops 
seeking to get a remedy for a contractor that has defrauded her, 
and I do not think that you want that either. 

Vote "no" on the Evans amendment, and let us move to a 
"yes" on the Thomas amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Northampton, Mr. Freeman, for the second 
time. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I want to address very briefly a concern 

raised by the gentleman, Mr. Gordner, and alluded to by the 
gentlemen, Mr. Coy and Mr. Veon. They seem to pose the 
thought that somehow if we do not adopt the Evans amendment, 
we are not going to have consumer protections for the rest of the 
State. Nothing could be further from the truth. Let us be frank 
here. What Mr. Evans is attempting to achieve is by and large 
what exists already in Federal statute. We have under Federal 
law, under the Homeowners Equity Protection Act, by and large 
what his amendment is doing. So there is no extension of 
protection, there is no added consumer protection in reality, 
when you get down to the final analysis, by this amendment. It 
is a smokescreen. It is masquerading in the guise of consumer 
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protection, but it does not achieve what we need in this 
Commonwealth, which is good, strong anti-predatory-lending 
legislation. 

We will have the opportunity to vote for an improvement on 
the existing Federal law, and that is when we have the chance to 

Lrri' 
vote for the Thomas amendment. I urge the members of this 
chamber to please, please vote down the Evans amendment and 
embrace a genuine improvement in the way of consumer 
protection against predatory lending by supporting the 
Thomas amendment when that comes up for a vote. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Horsey, for the second time. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I am going to be real brief by saying one 

thing: Listen to the arguments. Listen to what people are saying 
about Philadelphia, because inevitably what they are proposing 
is, under Philadelphia's right to set standards for the banking 
industry - we have 67 counties - all 67 counties would have 
that right; all 2,500 townships would have the right to regulate 
the banking industry. Now, I am going to end that by saying that 
is absolutely ludicrous. The Pennsylvania State legislature 
constitutionally regulates banks. I am supporting the Evans 
amendment. 

But before I sit down, I want to remind the members of this 
chamber that while we are doing predatory lending here today 
and, you know, I hope that it does in fact pass, the reality is, it is 
time also for Congress to ante up, and by that, what I mean is, if 
this is a problem, it is a national problem. We are doing what 
we can do on the State level; Congress has to address this 
very issue also. It is not enough for organizations that have wf 
a trillion dollars in assets to be running around the country 
saying predatory lending is a problem and then not making a 
contribution in those communities to help those people. It is not 
enough for them to say, the sky is falling, and for them not to be 
offering us an umbrella. 

So again, the point being, the argument is, under 
Philadelphia's right to regulate the banking industry, we have 
67 counties and all 67 counties would have the right to regulate 
and set up their own standards for people in a free market 
economy to regulate those banks, and they do not, 
Madam Speaker, and all 2,500 townships would have that same 
right, and that is absolutely ludicrous, Madam Speaker. 

And with that, I urge the support of the Evans amendment, 
because it does do something on the statewide level. The city of 
Allegheny County or Pittsburgh and Allentown are holding up 
the passing of their bills until we in fact make a decision and 
pass the Evans amendment, and we need their support. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Any further speakers before acknowledging the floor 

leaders? 
Hearing none, the Chair recognizes- Is the gentleman, h@ 

Mr. DeWeese, on the floor? 
The gentleman, Mr. Barley. 



200 1 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 1561 
1 

Pennsylvania over the last few years as we have attempted to 
bring some uniformity to some of our codes, a year or two ago 
we enacted a statewide building code. That was done in the 
name of uniformity, and we have done other things that have 
provided some uniformity. 

Can you imagine having 2,600 municipalities out there 
attempting to regulate banks? That is the potential that would be 
out there. Does it sound farfetched? Yes, maybe it does, but that 
would be going totally in the wrong direction. 

Predatory lending is wrong, and I do not think anyone is 
suggesting that any institution- As a matter of fact, I do not 
think credible banks and lending institutions would want to 
engage in predatory lending, so I think we can all agree that it is 
wrong. The sponsor of this amendment, the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, acknowledges that. The amendment that he has 
offered simply brings uniformity into the Commonwealth law 
so that we will be able to properly regulate predatory lending in 
each and every county and in each and every municipality. He is 
doing it in a responsible fashion, he is doing it in a way that it 
should be done, and I think it is time that we get on with this 
issue, vote in the a f f m t i v e  on this amendment, and have 
uniformity across the State of Pennsylvania as it relates to 
regulating and controlling predatory lending. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will be brief, 
But as I listened to a lot of the debate and as I think about - 

this issue and some of the things that we have done here in 

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

DeWeese Lederer Ruffing 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Leh Sainato Ryan, 
Lescovitz Santoni Speaker 

Eachus 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar 
Bastian 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
Coy 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 

Lewis 
Luc yk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGill 
McIIhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Smttmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Wansacz 
Watson 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Bebko-Jones 
Bishop 
Browne 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Cruz 
cuny 
Donatucci 
Freeman 
Gruceia 

Gruitza 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Manderino 
Mann 
McGeehan 
Myers 

Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Samuelson 
Solobay 
Steelman 
Thomas 

Tigue 
Trello 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Yudichak 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhimey Petrarca Saylor 
Colafella Nickol Reinard 

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

On the question, 
Will the ~ o u s ~  agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has a notice of amendments from 
Mr. George and Mr. Thomas, which are out of order. The 
amendments of the gentleman, Mr. Evans, strip the bill, and the 
amendments that the two gentlemen have would not be in order 
at this time. 

Mr. Thomas, if you have a question, I would prefer you 
come up and discuss it with the Parliamentarian. 

(Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 

MOTION TO TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Thomas, who has advised the Chair that he is withdrawing 
his amendments at this time and has a motion to make. 
Mr. Thomas, on the motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield a moment. 
The motion is not a debatable motion except by the two 

floor leaders. I am assuming, unless contradicted, that the 
Democratic floor leader will yield to you his time on this 
subject. 

Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to move to hold SB 377 over 

temporarily, which would allow me an opportunity to have my 
amendment drafted to the Evans amendment, so that members 
will have an opportunity to consider the Thomas amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Thomas? 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
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* 
The SPEAKER. Considering that this hopefblly is the last 

day before the summer break, I think your motion should be 
more explicit than a mere motion to postpone. You should set a 
time on it, or you should move to table the bill, which would be 
an indefinite time, because it would be on the table and subject 
to a later motion to bring it off the table, but just to postpone 
now on this last day, I think, is an improper motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to move to table SB 377 until October 1. 
The SPEAKER. Very good. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the motion, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr Speaker, I would ask the members to vote against this 

motion to table. Not only have we spent a considerable amount 
of time on it this morning, on the bill in general; it is my 
understanding that the bill has been on the computer, on the 
calendar, for about a week. The amendment was filed more than 
2 days ago. The issue was caucused on in both the Republican 
and Democratic caucuses, and I think members had ample time 
to deal with this particular situation. 

I would urge a "no" vote on the motion to table. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Well, I will yield to Mr. Evans, and I would 

like to have a closing comment before w e -  
The SPEAKER. That is improper. The floor leaders are the 

only ones or their designees are the only ones permitted to 
debate. Now, I am caught in a jam here. I assumed that the floor 
leaders would yield to you. Under the circumstances, I see now 
the floor leader, the temporary floor leader, is up, and I am 
going to recognize Mr. Evans. 

Mr. Evans. 
Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I support the gentleman, 

Mr. Smith, in his comments; that I, too, oppose the motion to 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Thomas, have you not had enough 
opportunity to explain the reason for your motion? 

Mr. THOMAS. NO, Mr. Speaker. I would like tc+ 
The SPEAKER. I am cutting you a break, because it is only 

the floor leaders that should debate. We are not going to debate 
the merits at this time. You moved to continue this till 
October 1. That is the subject of your remarks right now. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 

who have different concerns about this whole issue to please 
vote to table this bill until October 1, which will give us an 
opportunity to consider all aspects of this issue, and it will not 
harm anything that is currently in place. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. I appreciate your reaction to my remarks. 
On the question of tabling the bill, those in favor of the 

motion made by the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, to table this bill 
until on or about October 1 - I am not sure whether that is a 
session day - will vote "aye"; those opposed to it will vote 
"no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-53 

Annstrong Donatucci Manderino Tangretti 
Belfanti Freeman Mann Taylor, J. 
Bishop George McGeehan Thomas 
Browne Grucela Myers Tigue 
Butkovitz Haluska Oliver Trello 
Cawley Hanna Rieger Vitali 
 ohe en, M. James Robinson Walko 
Cruz Josephs Roebuck Washington 
c u n ~  Keller Rooney Waters 
Daley Kirkland Samuelson Williams, C. 
Dally Lederer Scrimenti Williams, J. 
DeLuca Levclansky Solobay Youngblood 

gEim Maher Steelman Yudichak 

NAYS141 

~ d o l p h  Fairchild Mackereth Sather 
Allen Feese Maitland Schroder 

tg:, J. 
Fichter Major Schuler 
Fleagle Markosek Semmel 

Baker, M. Flick Marsico Shaner 
Bard Forcier Mayemik Smith, B. 
Barley Frankel McCall Smith, S. H. 
Barrar Gabig McGill Staback 
Bastian Gannon McIlhattan Stairs 
Bebko-~ones ~~i~~ McNaughton Steil 
Benninghoff Godshall Melio Stem 
Birmelin Gordner Metcalfe Stetler 

ib;: Gruitza Michlovic Stevenson, R. 
Habay Miconie Stevenson, T. 

Bunt Harhai Miller, R. Strittmatter 
Buxton Harhart Miller, S. Sturla 
Caltagirone Harper Mundy Surra 
Cappelli Hasay Nailor Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Hennessey O'Brien Travaglio 
Civera Herman Pallone Trich 
clark Hershey Perzel Tulli 
Clymer Hess Petrone Vance 
Cohen, L. I. Horsey Phillips Veon 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Cornell Jadlowiec P~PPY Watson 
Comgan Kaiser Pistella Wilt 
Costa Kemey Preston Wogan 

Krebs Raymond Wojnaroski 
LaGrotta Readshaw Wright 

Dailey Laughlin Roberts Yewcic 
Dennody Lawless Rohrer Zimmerman 
DiGirolamo Leh Ross Zug 
Eachus Lescovitz Rubley 
Egolf Lewis Ruffing 
Evans, D. Lucyk Sainato Ryan, 
Evans, J. Lynch Santoni Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-7 

Belardi McIlhinney Petnuca Say lor 
COlafe'la Nickol Reinard 

Less than the majority having voted in the af fmt ive ,  the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 
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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? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Belfanti, do you desire recognition on 
final passage? 

Mr. BELFANTI. Yes. 
Mr. Speaker, a point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, please. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
w. Speaker, I think m y  of the members here were of the 

opinion that the Thomas amendment would be in order. I in fact 
during my remarks suggested to members that a 'ho" vote on 
the Evans amendment might be an improper vote, depending on 
the district they live in, and that they would have an opportunity 
to vote on the Thomas amendment. 

Is it possible, Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House or 
under a suspension of the rules of the House, that we vote the 
Thomas amendment, even if it is drafted to an improper 
printer's number? I believe that that process has been utilized on 
very restricted occasions in the past. - 

The SPEAKER. ~ r .  Belfanti, the answer is, it would be 
improper, and that is after conferring with the Parliamentarian 
to a great extent in the presence of M ~ .  ~h~~ and in be 
presence of one of the staff members of your side. I thought 
what you were going to say was, how can we get some of these 
"yea" votes cast for Evans, the Evans amendment, which is 
proper? If that is the case, for that limited purpose you could 
move to reconsider the Evans amendment to give anybody an 

who wants to vote 'yesw for it to vote 'yes: but 
failing that, you cannot vote on the Thomas amendment. 

Mr. BELFANTI. I am not going to make that motion, 
Mr. Speaker. Perhaps one of my colleagues will. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
Mr. BELFANTI. But you are telling me that any motion to 

suspend the rules for the purpose of voting on the Thomas 
amendment would be out of order, any suspension-of-the-rules 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. No; suspension of the rules would not do it, 
because you end up with something that you still cannot fit into 
the bill. The mere suspension does not make it possible to 
happen. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Well, then, for those individuals who did want the 

opportunity to vote both "yes" on the Evans amendment and 
on the T ~ O -  amendment, I would like to make a 

motion that we revert to the prior printer's number. 
- The SPEAKER. I am a little confused on this. Reverting to a - prior printer's number, I am not sure what the prior printer's 

number was, but that is not going to take care of the 
Evans amendment, unless you are- 

Will the gentleman yield for a minute so we can find b e  
history of this bill. 

Mr. BELFANTI. The reason for that, if I may, 
Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER. I would prefer if you would give me a 
moment or two to take a look at the history. 

Mr. Belfanti, you can move to a prior printer's number, 
which would be 736; 736. Mr. Thomas' amendment would not 
fit into 736. Mr. Evans' amendment would not fit into that. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Okay. I am sony, Mr. Speaker. 
Again, under parliamentary inquiry, the motion was made in 

an attempt to make Mr. Thomas' amendment be in order, be 
allowed to vote on the Thomas amendment, and then go back to 
the Evans amendment. YOU We telling me that that will not 
work either. 

The SPEAKER. No, it will not work. Now, I have not looked 
at the bill, but PN 736 predates the Evans amendment, and I am 
guessing - and I will ask the Parliamentarian to doublecheck my 
guess - that the Thomas amendment was not drafted to 736; it 
Was drafted to PN 942, SO it would not be in order on that basis. 
At that point it is drafted to a wrong printer's number with 
maybe entirely different subject matters in it- 

Mr. BELFANT1. point on parliamentary inque. 
That then leaves only one opportunit~, and that would be to 

reconsider the Evans amendment. I have no other opportunity to 
revert to the printer's number you just mentioned and still make 
the amendrnent be in order. 

The That is right- 
we discussed this with Mr. and he moved to 

table the bill, and he wanted an opportunity to redraft to this, 
which would be the cleanest way of doing it. The House 
decided that was not going to happen. At this point YOU could 
move to reconsider the Evans amendment, and if it was 
reconsidered and Mr. Thomas got in before the Evans 
amendment, &en he do it, but I am not going to recognize 
- I am telling you now - I am not going to play cute and 

Thomas before I Evans for that 
amendment, because on the reconsideration - if you think about 
what happens up here - on the reconsideration, as soon as the 
House says, yes, we will reconsider, I automatically in the same 
sentence and certainly in the same paragraph recognize the 
person who had offered the amendment, have the clerk reread 
the same amendment that was reconsidered. I am not going to 
chmge that system for the purpose in, 
Unless there is agreement that that happen, and there is no 
ageement to it. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That concludes 
parliamentary inquiry. 

I on passage? 
The SPEAKER. Indeed- No; just a if I may. 

Mr. Thomas, for what purpose do you rise? 
Mr. THOMAS. Point of clarification, Mr. Speaker, because 

I think it is important that the record is clear. Both the 
Evans amendment and the Thomas amendment were drafted to 
the same printer's number. The problem is that when the 
Evans amendment was passed, the Thomas amendment no 
longer with his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is what we advised you. That is 
correct. 

Mr. THOMAS. If my amem-hent had passed fist, then his 
amendment would have been out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Very likely. I do not know that. 
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MOTION TO POSTPONE 

Mr. THOMAS. So, Mr. Speaker, if I may, I would like to 
move to postpone consideration of SB 377 until 3 o'clock 
today. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Thomas, the Parliamentarian advises 
me, having had a chance to look at the amendments, if your 
amendment went in first - all right?- 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. ---and then Mr. Evans offered his 

amendment, Mr. Evans' amendment would wipe yours out. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Evans' amendment would what? 
The SPEAKER. Boom, blow yours out of the water, because 

his is drafted in such a way that it would be relevant whereas 
yours was not drafted to the Evans amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, it was not drafted to the Evans 
amendment; I understand that, but it was drafted - they both 
were drafted to the same printer's number. 

The SPEAKER. That has nothing to do with it. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer my motion 

to postpone until 3 o'clock. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the Thomas motion, 

those in favor of postponement until 3 o'clock will vote "aye"; 
opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Armstrong 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Browne 
Butkovitz 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
CNZ 
cuny 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Diven 
Donatucci 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barn 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Bimelin 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Bwton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Civera 

Freeman 
George 
Grucela 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
James 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Levdansky 
Maher 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gamon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 

Manderino 
Mann 
McGeehan 
Myers 
Oliver 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rooney 
Samuelson 
Scrimenti 
Solobay 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGill 
Mcl lhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micoirzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Nailor 

Steelman 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Travaglio 
Trich 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Demody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

O'Brien 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P ~ W Y  
Pistella 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Watson 
Wilt 
woean 
w o r m s k i  
Wright 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Conigan Roebuck Schroder Schuler 

Belardi McIlhinney Petnuca Say lor 
Colafella Nickol Reinard 

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

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. lurl 
I will not belabor the issue. I did say during my remarks that 

I suggested that members vote cautiously on this issue. I in fact 
voted "yes" on the Evans amendment. 

I, like Mr. Veon, agree that some predatory lending bill 
statewide is better than none, but I believe that this bill with the 
Evans amendment falls far, far short of what we as a chamber 
need to be doing to curb this practice, but I am going to vote 
"yes" on final passage. I certainly leave it up to my colleagues 
to decide how they are going to vote. I believe if I were a 
Philadelphia Representative, I would probably vote "no" 
because it severely weakens the ability of the city of 
Philadelphia to restrict certain predatory lenders from receiving 
permits or gaining by investments in their local banks. But on 
the whole, Mr. Speaker, this bill is no worse than no bill, 
and hopefully, we will revisit this issue in the hture or the 
Federal government will impose some stricter antipredatory 
language which the Commonwealth will have to abide by. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of final passage, 

Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. If you do not know it yet, when it comes to 

people who have been harmed, I am not going to ever give up. 
So just bear with me. 

I rise to oppose SB 377 based on a very simple principle. 
It is called the fruit-of-the-poisonous-tree doctrine. The 
Evans amendment has infected SB 377. It has infected it Ilr 
because there is a provision in there which says that if you or I * 
are defrauded, unless we prove purpose and intent, then we have 
no right to seek a cause of action, seek damages, or seek any 
other relief. You have to get into the state of the mind of the 
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lender in order to gain relief. That violates and frustrates the 
very underpinnings of our democratic system. Democracy is 
predicated on a level of fairness, a fair playing field. We cannot 
put everyday people in a position different from the position 
that we occupy. 

In Philadelphia County we have a growing number of people 
who have been just outright defrauded. It is unfortunate that 
most of them are poor and elderly, and in Pennsylvania the 
elderly becomes an extremely vulnerable population. 
Pennsylvania has the second largest population of elderly 
people than anywhere else in the country other than Florida. We 
have to be extremely sensitive to what is happening to elderly 
people. Do not believe that what is going on in Philadelphia 
County is not going to spread to other parts of the State. The 
Evans amendment, the infected amendment in SB 377, does not 
provide any protection for the seniors in your district or the 
seniors in my district. It does not provide any protection for the 
poor people in your district or the poor people in my district. 
Clearly, a predatory lender is not going to defiaud somebody 
who is able to defend themselves, either financially or 
otherwise. Predators must prey on those who come to the table 
with a level of vulnerability like our seniors, who come to the 
table with a level of vulnerability like the disabled or like the 
poor. 

Mr. Speaker, SB 377 came out of the gate with a level of 
goodness. It has now reached a point where it is no longer fair; 
it is no longer a credible bill. And so I ask each and every one of 
you, especially those people from Philadelphia County, because 
we should not- And I use as my last conclusion, there are 
people who talked about uniformity. I remember a few years 
ago Philadelphia had 53 1 homicides in 1 year. Philadelphia City 
Council, by a vote of 17 to 0, passed an ordinance which 
restricted UZIs and other high-powered weapons within 
Philadelphia County. We introduced and approved something 
called the uniform firearms law which repealed the Philadelphia 
ordinance and said to Philadelphia, you do not have any 
business doing this. Mr. Speaker, if you look at the data since 
adoption of the uniform firearms law, gun sales have actually 
tripled in the city of Philadelphia, because all the firearms law 
said, as long as the weapon is concealed, you can have it. We 
cannot say to the 1.5 million people of Philadelphia County, the 
hub of southeastern Pemsylvania- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. THOMAS. --that you said- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. Thomas, I hope you do not think I am picking on you, 

but there is an amendment before us. That is all you are allowed 
to debate on, and I have got to enforce that rule because we are 
trying to finish up this summer. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment passed. 
The SPEAKER. Please stay on the amendment. 
Mr. THOMAS. No; we are on final passage. 
The SPEAKER. Oh, I am sony. It is final passage. Stay on 

the bill. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, vote "no" on SB 377. Let us say to the 

1.5 million people of Philadelphia County and the 17 members 
of Philadelphia City Council that what you did was okay. You 
should be able to regulate unscrupulous contractors within your 
borders. You should be able to do business with those in 
Philadelphia County who do not discriminate and who are not 

I 
predators; you should be able to do that. Let us not slap 
Philadelphia County in the face again. 

For the rest of the State, this uniformity, let us say to 
seniors throughout Pennsylvania, to the disabled throughout 
Pennsylvania, that you should have a right to sue and seek 
remedies without showing the rnindset of the person, of the 
lender. You should have a fundamental right to do that. 

If you support SB 377, you cannot go back to your districts 
1 and explain that. You cannot say to your grandmom or your 

mom that I gave you, I took away your fundamental right, 
because if you vote for SB 377, then you are in effect voting to 
take away a fundamental right that we all are entitled to, and 
that is, if you harm me, there is a remedy, there is a cause of 
action, and that there be some relief without showing the 
mindset of the person who harmed you. "No" on SB 377. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of final passage, 
I Mr. Horsey, do you desire recognition? 

Mr. HORSEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker, but I promise the memben 
in the chamber, along with yourself, I will keep it real short. 

I Mr. Speaker, he is absolutely right. There is a qualitative 
responsibility in this bill that is astronomical, but also the 

1 standard, it is a civil action. The standard for civil actions is 
preponderance, preponderance of evidence, Mr. Speaker, and if 
predatory lending is taking place at the level some purport it is 
taking place - and I am not saying it is not, because I have got 

I constituents who are complaining also - but if it is taking place 
at the level that my colleagues say it is taking place, then that 
quantitative showing is not a great deal. As a matter of fact, it 
should be real easy: it should be real easy. Okay? 

I am urging the support of SB 377. It does not do everything 
I that all of us would like it to do, but it does do something. It 

does help people in the city of Philadelphia. 
1 Constitutionally again, Mr. Speaker, while Philadelphia has 

home-rule charter, there are limits to what Philadelphia can do. 
1 They cannot regulate State banks. They cannot violate Federal 

law by establishing their own army and/or guns. That has to do 
with Federal code. They are limited in what they can do, and the 
passing of the Evans amendment is a clear message to 
Philadelphia that there are limitations in what you can do, and I 
would urge full passage of SB 377. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair interrupts the taking of the roll. 
It neglected to go back to leaves of absence and put the 
gentleman, Mr. RUFFING, on leave for the balance of today's 
session. Without objection, that will be done. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 377 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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The following roll call was recorded: I BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
D ~ O ~ Y  
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Bard 
Bebko-Jones 
Bishop 
Bmwne 
Butkovitz 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
cruz 
Curry 
Donatucci 
Freeman 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Georee 
~ o d s i a l l  
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGTotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 

Grucela 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Manderino 
Mann 
Myers 
Oliver 

Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PW 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Pallone 
Penel 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Samuelson 
Solobay 
Steelman 
Thomas 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steii 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Shiltmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Wansacz 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Tigue 
Trello 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Petrarca Ruffmg 
Coiafella Nickol Reinard Say lor 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the af fmt ive ,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
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. 

The House proceeded to consideration on final passage of 
HB 355, PN 2291, entitled: u+ 

An Act providing limited student loan forgiveness for qualifying 
education professionals and for functions of the Pennsylvania Higher 
Education Assistance Agency. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Fairchild Metcalfe Rohrer 
Gabig 

NOT VOTING4 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker . 
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EXCUSED4 1 RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

Belardi McIlhinney Petrarca Ruffmg 
Colafella Nick01 Reinard Saylor 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the bill passed finally. 

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. B. SMITH 

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

Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If we are going to have a lunch break, I have an 

announcement to make, sir. 
Immediately upon the lunch break, the Central Pennsylvania 

Republican Caucus will meet in room 39, East Wing, 
imme&ately upon the call of the lunch call or whatever we are 
going to call it; 39 East Wing, Central Pennsylvania Republican 
Caucus. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

- DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, at the break there will be both formal and 

informal discussions in the House Democratic caucus. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Argall. 
Mr. ARGALL. The House Republicans will caucus 

downstairs at the recess, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I would like, really, the leaders and the 

members to pay attention. We are going to declare a recess for a 
period of 1 hour, which would be 2:20. If we are to get out of 
here this month, we must put our nose to the grindstone and get 
busy and get to it and get it done. So please make your caucus - 
I am talking both sides - short and businesslike. Eat your lunch 
quickly, get indigestion, come up here on the floor, and relax 
with the wonderful debate, short debate. 

With that, any other announcements? 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There will be a brief meeting of the Health and Human 

Services Committee immediately in the rear of the House. 
The SPEAKER. Any further announcements? 

The SPEAKER. There is a meeting of the Rules Committee 
which will take place right now at the majority leader's desk. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 830, PN 924 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, further providing for 
energy development; abolishing the Energy Development Authority; 
establishing the Energy Partnership; and making an appropriation. 

RULES. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Any further business? 
Hearing none, this House will stand in recess until 2:20. I do 

not expect to extend this recess. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 3 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILLS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 203, 
PN 183; HB 948, PN 1067; HB 1048, PN 1993; and HB 1139, 
PN 1674, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in HR 121, PN 1332. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 236, PN 1172. 
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SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED T O  COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of  the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 154, 
PN 2194; HB 550, PN 2339; HB 679, PN 2100; HB 815, 
PN 2263; HB 975, PN 2294; and HB 1492, PN 2366, with 
information that the Senate has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Lewis. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LEWIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have written remarks for S B  377 I would like to submit for 

the record. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks for the record that you are 

submitting give to  the chief page there. 

Mr. LEWIS submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, I support SB 377 and the Evans amendment. 
As some members have heard and read, an attorney of an alleged 

predator lender and builder has personally threatene'd me, verbally and 
in writing. I have been threatened to cease and desist protecting 
consumers in my district. I have been threatened by this attorney and 
his client, that they "will take whatever actions they deem necessary to 
address the situation." 

Mr. Speaker, with these predators, what is happening in 
Monroe County, what is happening in Philadelphia, and what is 
happening in Allentown and Oil Ci ty... it is different actors, it is 
different schemes, but it is the same bad game. 

I support the efforts today to further legislate predator lending, but 
in my opinion, we already have existing State and Federal laws on the 
books, plenty of existing laws on the books. What we need in 
Philadelphia, what we need in Monroe County, and what we need in 
Allentown and Oil City and other places in this Commonwealth is to 
have the existing State and Federal laws on the books enforced!!! We 
need the law enforced, most especially these egregious cases of 
predator lending and predator construction practices. These slam-dunk 
cases should be prosecuted promptly, consistently, and openly. 

Mr. Speaker, to SB 377 and the Evans amendment, it should be 
made clear that our real estate markets and real estate financial markets 
are State and national markets in scope and in law. To p m i t  local 
municipalities, counties, and cities to separately legislate the real estate 
financial markets is not a step in the right direction. Respectfully, 
I applaud the Philadelphia City Council and other consumer advocates 
for stepping forward and pressing these very important issues. But 
what we need today is State and Federal leadership. We need State and 
Federal law enforcement. We need State law enforcement agencies and 
State boards to uphold and enforce our laws. We need our Federal law 
enforcement agencies and Federal lending institutions to uphold and 
enforce our laws. 

It is true I have been threatened for trying to protect the American 
Dream of home ownership. But these threats will not have the intended 
effect. I believe with proper and specific education on real estate 
matters and consistent and persistent enforcement we can end predator 
practices in Pennsylvania. We cannot afford to wait. 

Thank you. 

1 (For letter, see Appendix.) 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lewis. 
4 

Mr. LEWIS. On HI3 355 my vote was recorded in the 
a f f i t i v e ,  and I wish that that be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

1 LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Veon, who requests that the lady from Lehigh County, 
Miss MANN, be placed on leave for the balance of 
today's session, and the gentleman from Westmoreland, 
Mr. TANGRETTI, be placed on leave for the balance of 
today's session. Without objection, the leaves will be  granted. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair once again asks the members of 
the House if any of them, their fiends, colleagues or the like 
lost their glasses. These will stay here until someone takes them 
tonight when the House is cleaned. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Department of Military and Veterans Affairs and the 
Governor, to remove the use restriction and reversionary covenant on 
certain real estate conveyed to the Borough of Grove City, situate in 
the Borough of Grove City, Mercer County. 

An Act providing for the observance of "Pennsylvania Agriculture 
Day" and "Pennsylvania Agriculture Week." 

An Act amending the act of November 22, 1978 (P.L.1166, 
No.274), referred to as the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and 
Delinquency Law, further providing for composition of the 
Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency and for powers 
and duties of the commission; changing the name of the Juvenile 
Advisory Committee; providing for the powers and duties of the 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Committee; and further 
providing for the membership of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention Committee. 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of 
transporting equine animals in a cruel manner. 
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SB 1, PN 1234 

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of the 
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments of the 
Commonwealth, the public debt and for the public schools for the 
fiscal year July 1, 2001, to June 30, 2002, for certain institutions and 
organizations, and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2001; to provide 
appropriations fiom the State Lottery Fund, the Energy Conservation 
and Assistance Fund, the Hazardous Material Response Fund, 
The State Stores Fund, the Milk Marketing Fund, the Home Investment 
Tmst Fund, the Emergency Medical Services Operating Fund, 
the Tuition Payment Fund, the Banking Department Fund, the 
Firearm Records Check Fund and the Ben Franklin Technology 
Development Authority Fund to the Executive Department; to provide 
appropriations from the Judicial Computer System Augmentation 
Account to the Judicial Department for the fiscal year July 1, 2001, to 
June 30,2002; to provide appropriations from the Motor License Fund 
for the fiscal year July 1, 2001, to June 30, 2002, for the proper 
operation of the several departments of the Commonwealth and the 
Pennsylvania State Police authorized to spend Motor License Fund 
moneys; to provide for the appropriation of Federal funds to the 
Executive Department of the Commonwealth and for the establishment 
of restricted receipt accounts for the fiscal year July 1, 2001, to 
June 30, 2002, and for the payment of bills remaining unpaid at the 
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2001; and to provide for the 
additional appropriation of Federal and State finds for the Executive 
Department of the Commonwealth for the fiscal year July 1, 2000, to 
June 30, 2001, and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30,2000. 

SB 236, PN 1172 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, amending definitions; further providing for 
implements of husbandry, for duration of lien recorded on certificate of 
title, for certificate of inspection, for restrictions on use of highways 
and bridges, for depositing waste and other material on highway, 
property or water, for powers and responsibilities of local authorities 
and penalties related thereto and for refunds. 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 
notes the gentleman, Mr. Nickol, is on the floor of the House 
and he shall be stricken from the leave list. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. LAN'LESS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to permit the immediate consideration of 
HI3 1573. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 89 

Adolph Egolf Lucyk Schuler 
Allen Evans, D. Lynch Scrimenti 
Argall Evans, J. Mackereth Semmel 
4rmstrong Fairchild Maher Shaner 

Baker, J. Feese Maitland Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fichter Major Smith, S. H. 
Bard Fleagle Manderino Solobay 
~~l~~ Flick Markosek Staback 
B~~~ Forcier Marsico Stairs 
Bastian Frankel Mayemik Steil 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McCaIl Stem 
Belfanti Gabig McGeehan Stetler 
Benninghoff Gannon McGill Stevenson, R. 
Birmelin Geist McIlhattan Stevenson, T. 
Bishop George McNaughton Strittmatter 
Blaum Godshall Melio Sturla 
Boyes Gordner Metcalfe S u m  

Grucela Micozzie Taylor, E. Z. 

::lovie Gruitza Miller, R. Taylor, J. 

Buxton 
Habay Miller, S. Thomas 
Haluska Mundy Tigue 

Caltagirone Hanna Myers Travaglio 
Cappelli Harhai Nailor Trello 
cas0rio Harhart Nickol Trich 
cawley Harper O'Brien Tulli 
ciVem Hasay Oliver Vance 
clark Hemessey Pallone Veon 
Clymer Herman Perzel Vitali 
Cohen, L. I. Hershe y Petrone Walko 
Cohen, M. Hess Phillips Wansacz 
Coleman Horsey Pickett Washington 
~ornel l  Hutchinson Pippy Waters 
Comgan Jadlowiec Pistella Watson 

James Preston Williams, C. 
Coy Josephs Raymond Williams, J. 
Creighton Kaiser Readshaw Wilt 
Cruz Keller Rieger Wogan 
c u n ~  Kenney Roberts Wojnaroski 
Daile y Kirkland Robinson Wright 
Daley Krebs Rohrer Yewcic 

EZca LaGrotta Rooney Youngblood 
Laughlin Ross Yudichak 

Dermody Lawless Rubley Zimmerman 
&weese Lederer Sainato 
~ i ~ i ~ ~ l ~ ~ ~  

zug 
Leh Samuelson 

Diven Lescovitz Santoni 
Donatucci Levdansky Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lewis Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-;! 

Michlovic Steelman 

NOT VOTING1 

Roebuck 

EXCUSED-9 

Belardi McIlhimey Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

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. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HI3 1573, 
PN 2342, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 3 (Agriculture) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, establishing sanitation standards for animal 
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exhibitions; requiring physicians and health care facilities to report 
E. coli infection to the Commonwealth; and imposing penalties. 

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

Mr. LAWLESS offered the following amendment No. 
A3276: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2503), page 4, line 27, by inserting after "be" 
conveniently 

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

PARCIAMENTARY INQUIRY I 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, have a 

question? Do you desire recognition on this bill? 
Mr. VITALI. Yes. It is a point of order. Perhaps we can- 

Parliamentary inquiry, initially. 
What rule were we suspending to consider that bill? 
The SPEAKER. Rule 2 1. 
Mr. VITALI. Does that deal with the bill being considered 

on 3 separate days? 
The SPEAKER. No. It has to do with posting the bill. We 

cannot suspend a rule that suspends the constitutional 
requirement of a bill being considered on 3 different days. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: I 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bemingho ff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
BIaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller. R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
Pippy 
Pistella 
Preston 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 

Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
Cruz 
c u w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Sarnuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

NOT VOTMG-O 

Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority having voted in the af fmt ive ,  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? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

(LQ 

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 following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nallor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stet ler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strinmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 



The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1105, 
PN 1281, entitled: 
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Civera Hennessey Pallone Tulli 
Clark Herman Perzel Vance 

- Clymer Hershey Petrone Veon 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Vitali 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Walko 
Coleman Hutchinson Pippy Wansacz 
Comell Jadlowiec Pistella Washington 
Corrigan James Preston Waters 
Costa Josephs Raymond Watson 
COY Kaiser Readshaw Williams, C. 
Cre~ghton Keller Rieger Williams, J. 
Cruz Kenney Roberts Wilt 
C u m  Kirkland Robinson Wogan 
Dailey Krebs Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Daley LaGrotta Rohrer Wright 
Dally Laughlin Rooney Yewcic 
DeLuca Lawless Ross Youngblood 
Dermody Lederer Rubley Yudichak 

Leh Sainato Zimmerman DeWeese 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson zug 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Ryan, 
Egolf Lynch Speaker 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING-4 

EXCUSED-9 

Belardi McIlhimey Rknard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

- 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the a b t i v e ,  the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 

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

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for a surcharge to benefit spinal cord 
injury research; and establishing the spinal Cord Injury Research 
Board. 

JOURNAL--HOUSE 1571 

RULES SUSPENDED 

Mr. MAYERNIK. I also ask for the immediate suspension of 
the rules for consideration of amendment 3252. 

The SPEAKER. 3252? 
Mr. MAYERNIK. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Mayernlk, moves the 

rules of the House be suspended to permit the immediate 
consideration of amendment A3252. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-191 

Adolph Evans, D. Lynch Schroder 
Allen Evans, J. Mackereth Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Maher Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Maitland Semmel 
Baker, J. Fichter Major Shaner 
Baker, M. Fleagle Manderino Smith, B. 
Bard Flick Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Barley Forcier Marsico Solobay 
Barrar Frankel Mayemik Staback 
Bastian Freeman McCall Stairs 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGeehan Steil 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stern 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhattan Stetler 
Birmelin George McNaughton Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Godshall Melio Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Gordner Metcalfe Strittmatter 
Boyes Grucela Michlovic Sturla 

EF Gruitza Micozzie S u m  
Habay Miller, R. Taylor, E. Z. 

Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S Taylor, J. 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Thomas 

Egsfi"" Harhai Myers Tigue 
Harhart Nailor Travaglio 

Casorio Harper Nickol Trello 

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. To refresh the memory of the members, 
yesterday Mr. Mayernik offered a reconsideration motion on 
amendment 1996. That motion carried. 

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. The House put the bill with the amendments 
over without considering the amendment that Mr. Mayernik had 
the motion cany for, and now it is the understanding of the 
Chair that Mr. Mayernik wishes amendment A1996 to be 
temporarily withdrawn. Is that correct? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. TemporariIy passed over, Mr. Speaker. 

Cawley , Civera 
I Clark 

Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Dale y 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

~ a & i ~  
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PW 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

Steelman 

NOT VOTING0 

Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Rufing Tangretti 
Mann 

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. 

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

amended? 

Mr. MAYERNM offered the following amendment No. 
A3252: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
prohibiting use of mobile phones under certain 
circumstances; 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 8, by striking out "a section" and 
inserting 

sections 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 

tj 3315. Prohibiting use of mobile uhones. 
(a) Drivers subiect to restriction.-No driver shall ouerate a 

school bus on a hiehwav of this Commonwealth. which shall include 
Federal, State and munici~al hiehwavs while using a mobile uhone. 

(b) Exce~tions.-This section shall not auulv to: 
i l l  law enforcement officers and oDerators of emernencv 

vehicles when on d u e  and acting in their official ca~acities; or 
(2) Dersons who use a mobile   hone for the sole uumse 

of re~orting an accident or emernencv. 
(c) Penalty.-A person who violates subsection (al commits a 

summarv offense and shall, uDon conviction. be sentenced to nav a fine 
of $100. 

(dl Definitions-As used in this section. the followinn words and 
phrases shall have the meanings dven to them in this subsection: 

"Mobile hands-free uhone." Anv telecommunications device 
that receives an analog simal or digital sienal, or both. and is desiened 
for use without beine held bv a ~erson's hand while sveakine into the 
device. 

"Mobile uhone." Anv telecommunications device that receives 
an analog sienal or digital signal. or both. and that is desiened for 
handheld use. The term includes a mobile hands-free h hone. 

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. Mayernik. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yesterday there appeared to be some confusion regarding the 

amendment, so a point of clarification. This amendment today, 
3252, is a joint effort of myself and Representative Petrarca has 
also championed the idea embodied in amendment 3252. 

This amendment would prohibit the use of cell phones while 
operating a schoolbus and only a schoolbus and prohibit the use 
by the operator of the schoolbus. This amendment is supported 
by the Pennsylvania School Bus Association. The operator of 
the bus would still be permitted to possess a cell phone, would 
still be permitted to utilize a cell phone in case of an emergency 
or an accident, and can still use a cell phone for personal use but 
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must pull over to do so, but a schoolbus driver cannot operate a 
schoolbus while using a cell phone. 

Mr. Speaker, the New England Journal of Medicine in a 
1997 study concluded that the distraction caused by a cellular 
phone used in a motor vehicle quadrupled the risk of a collision, 
a rate that is equivalent to the impairment caused by legal 
intoxication. 

Mr. Speaker, the individuals driving these schoolbuses are 
carrying our most precious prizes and our future, and that is our 
children, and I, for one, and I am sure the members of this 
General Assembly do not want someone operating a schoolbus 
that is impaired to the sense that they would be intoxicated or 
inebriated. 

This legislation also is supported by the Pennsylvania 
School Bus Association, and I would like to take a minute to 

1 read a letter: "Dear Representative Mayernik: On behalf of the 
Pennsylvania School Bus Association, I am writing in support 
of' your "amendment.. .regarding the use of mobile phones. 

"Our association represents over 400 independently owned 
school bus companies across Pennsylvania. The number one 
priority of every member is to ensure the safest ride possible for 
the children they transport. By prohibiting the use of mobile 
phones by a school bus driver, except in the case of an 
emergency, is another step towards providing a safe ride to and 
from school. 

'Thank you for your continued support of the school bus 
industry." 

Mr. Speaker, I would submit to you that this is a 
commonsense approach of keeping our children safe. I have two 
children that are school age - Lauren, age 7, and MacKenzie, 

1 age 5 - and I sure do not want a schoolbus driver driving them kd 
1 to school with one hand on the driver's wheel and one hand on 

the cell phone making personal calls. 
A commonsense approach. I would ask for an affirmative 

1 vote on this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Costa. Do you desire recognition on 

this? 
Mr. COSTA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
With your permission, I would like to interrogate the maker 

of the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin. Will the gentleman yield, please. 
The level of noise is unacceptable. 
Mr. Costa. 
Mr. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. S~eaker. 
To the maker of the amenLent, I just have two brief 

questions just for clarification. One, this only affects 
schoolbus drivers. It has nothing to do with public - 
transportation bus drivers? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. That is correct. The gentleman is accurate. 
This is only for schoolbus drivers. 

Mr. COSTA. And the second question I have, Mr. Speaker, 
the driver of a schoolbus, are they permitted to use the 
hands-free microphone if they have that? Is that permitted? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Not while operating a schoolbus. They 
can pull off to the side and make their personal call, or in a case 
of an emergency they could utilize it. 

Mr. COSTA. Okay. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Gordner. 
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Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

- I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In your amendment you have a definition section, and 

"mobile phone" is defined, which is appropriate because 
"mobile phone" is listed in the newly created section, but you 
also have a definition there for "mobile hands-free phone" and 
yet that terminology is not listed anywhere in this section, and I 
am just wondering why you have defined "mobile hands-free 
phone" there when I cannot find it listed in the section at all. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. If you refer yourself to line 31, the last 
three lines designate "The term includes a mobile hands-free 
phone." So I included it in the definition of "mobile phone," 
Mr. Speaker, so that it clarifies exactly what is meant. 

Mr. GORDNER. Okay. So the reason is, and the response 
that you gave to Representative Costa is, that no one can use a 
mobile phone or a mobile hands-free phone while operating a 
schoolbus. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. No further 

questions. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Maher. 
Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wish to observe about this amendment, and I appreciate the 

intent of the maker, but I think it is probably drafted a bit more 
broadly, and just as you make up your decisions on voting, 

- please consider, please understand, that a driver of a vehicle, an 
operator, is an operator even if the vehicle is parked, even if the 
keys are in his pocket. So a schoolbus that is parked along the 
road that is turned off, the keys are in the pocket, and perhaps 
the driver is idling away the hours waiting for some event where 
he has ferried children to or will be bringing them home from 
and he is using his cell phone, under this amendment he would 
be in violation, and I would urge a "no" vote until such time as 
we can tweak the language to accomplish its end without 
imperiling innocent youths. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Mayernik, for the second time on the 

question. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, we have a third branch of 

this government, being the judicial branch, which oversees 
those types of indiscretions used by law enforcement that would 
want to be very picky about the use of a cell phone when 
someone is seated to the side or off to the side of a road making 
an innocent phone call. 

Number one, I disagree with the gentleman's interpretation 
of the operation of a vehicle. If you are behind that wheel and 
you are not operating the vehicle and you are off to the side of 
the road and the vehicle is not moving, you are not operating the 
vehlcle, and I think that a law enforcement officer can use his 
discretion, and it would be a pretty far stretch to say that we 
should fine an individual $100 for pulling off to the side of the 
road. And I would make it very clear on the record that it is 

," definitely the legislative intent of the drafter of this amendment 
that any individual that is operating a schoolbus in Mr. Maher's 
definition, is pulled off to the side and is seated there and the 
vehicle is not moving, this would not be considered operation 
for the purpose of this definition and for the purpose of 
enforcement of this by a law enforcement officer. 

So we just created a record, and I thank Mr. Maher for letting 
me clarify the legislative intent so that those innocent 
individuals operating or sitting off to the side of the road and 
not operating a schoolbus will not be penalized. So thank you 
again, Mr. Speaker, and I ask for an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gabig. 
Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just got off the cell phone, mobile phone, with my 

sister-in-law, who is a schoolbus driver for the West Shore 
School District. She was at home on her regular phone. The 
West Shore School District prohibits the use of mobile phones, 
but other school districts, she has informed me, especially in the 
rural areas, use them as their main means of communication. 

On the legal issue just raised by Mr. Maher, the term 
"operate" has been interpreted to mean parked or behind the 
wheel. So I think the language should say "driving," if that was 
the intent of the maker, and I think that is a problem, and 
because of that I think it is a local issue that the school districts 
can handle. I think that "operate" is too broad, and I am not 
going to be able to support it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Gannon, are you seeking recognition on 
this question? You are recognized. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I urge a "no" vote on this amendment. 
What we are talking about is, we are not talking about cell 

phones; we are talking about the distracted driver. Everybody 
knows that before I came to the House, I worked in the 
insurance industry and I worked in accident investigations, and I 
saw a number of extremely serious accidents and injuries that 
were a result of the distracted driver - people drinking coffee, 
people dropping cigarette ashes on their lap, people on a mobile, 
a CB (citizens band) sometimes. If we are going to go to the 
issue of the distracted driver, then we have to go to that issue 
and not simply focus on people because they are using a cell 
phone while they are driving or while they are in their car. This 
is the wrong target. 

We are not going to stop those accidents from people who 
are chatting with their passenger and turning their head every 
time they want to make a comment. We are not addressing the 
issue of people who are eating while they are driving; we are 
not addressing the issue of people who are putting on their 
makeup or combing their hair while they are driving; we are not 
talking about those folks who are dropping cigarette ashes in 
their lap while they are driving, and out there there is a whole 
litany of things that distract drivers while they are operating 
their motor vehicles which can result in serious accidents. For 
example, we have some truck drivers that have televisions on in 
their motor vehicles. A couple of years ago there was a very 
serious accident on the turnpike in New Jersey, where a driver 
was turning the channel on his television while he was operating 
his truck, and this does not address that extremely serious issue. 

If we are going to do it, we should do it seriously and not do 
it because a couple of people just do not like to see people using 
their cell phone while they are driving a vehicle. 

Maybe this is a good idea to address the issue of the 
distracted driver, but it is wrong to simply focus on one item - 
and that is a cell phone -because some people just do not like 
it. We should focus on the distracted driver. Let us make it 
against the law to talk while you are driving; let us make it 
against the law to eat while you are driving; let us make it 
against the law to smoke while you are driving; let us make it 
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against the law to be at all distracted while you are driving if we 
are going to be serious about it, but what that argument tells you 
is how ridiculous this can go. 

This is a bad amendment. It is a bad situation with the 
distracted driver, but this is a bad way to go about dealing with 
that issue, simply focusing on one single item, just because a lot 
of people resent the fact that somebody is talking on their phone 
while they are driving. And they are paying attention; they do 
not get involved in accidents, most people do not. I think it is 
wrong to penalize those folks who are using a cell phone. If we 
are going to address the issue, let us address it seriously. I ask 
for a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Barley. 
Mr. BARLEY. Thank YOU, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to interrogate the author of the amendment 

very briefly, and I will apologize in advance, because I believe 
the question I am asking may have been asked, but because of 
the noise level, I was not clear on the answer. So if I could just 
interrogate him briefly. 

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

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The question I had, for instance, CBs or two-way radios, 

would they be outlawed under your amendment? I know certain 
bus companies have them so that they are available for use in 
case of inclement weather or emergencies, and I was curious as 
to whether your amendment would outlaw the tweway radio or 
the citizen-band radio. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. My understanding of the definition of 
"mobile phone," it would not - "Any telecommunications 
device that receives an analog ... or digital signal, or both, and 
that is designed for handheld use." So my understanding, no, it 
would not, Mr. Speaker. They could still use their CB radios 
and those types of things. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Could I make just a brief statement on the amendment, 

please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. BARLEY. Mr. Speaker, if we are not going to outlaw 

the use of a CB radio, handheld, and obviously they are, I 
believe that is inconsistent with allowing something such as a 
CB or other types of communication devices and discriminating 
solely against the cellular phone. 

I tend to agree with one of the previous speakers that if in 
fact we want to deal with distractions, that is one thing, but we 
should not be just simply discriminating against one type of 
distraction, and I would urge my colleagues to vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Geist. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank YOU very much, Mr. Speaker. 
There is another fact that should come out here, that we are 

waiting for the results of a study, and before we implement any 
legislation like this, I believe that we should get that 
information, digest that information, and bring it back to the 
House of Representatives. 

I know that the Transportation Committee is dealing with 
this. I would wish that we would not use the floor of the House 
with mmdments like this; rather, that we would bring bills to 
the committee and let us work on them and do them right so that 
we could have guys like Bob Mustin and Eric Bugaile and the 
people that really know get into this and do it right. 

Therefore, at this time I am asking that we vote "no" on this 
amendment, and later in this session we may be able to deal 
with this with factual information. Thank you very much. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS93 

Adolph Evans, D. Lynch Steelman 
Bard Feese Markosek Steil 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Stetler 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McCall Surra 

E::zi George McGeehan Taylor, E. Z. 
Godshall McIlhattan Thomas 

Blaum Gnrcela Metcalfe Tigue 
Bra-e Haluska Michlovic Travaglio 

Hanna Micozzie Trello 
Harhai Mundy Trich 

Caltagirone Harhart Pallone Walko 
Cawley Harper Penel Wansacz 
Civera WY Petrone Waters 
Cohen, M. Herman Pistella Watson 
Cornell Horsey Raymond Williams, C. 
Comgan Kaiser Readshaw Wojnaroski Fz Keller Roberts Yewcic 

Krebs Ross Youngblood 
&ley LaGrotta Rubley Yudichak 
DeLuca Laughlin Samuelson Zug 
~ ~ ~ ~ m o  Lawless Scrimenti 

Ledera Shaner 
Diven Levdansky Solobay Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Staback Speaker 

NAYS-99 

Allen 
Argall 

Evans, J. Maher Santoni 
Fairchild Maitland Sather 

Armstrong Fichta Major Schroder 
Baker, J. Fleagle Manderino Schuler 
Baker,M. Forcier Marsico Semrnel 
Barley Frankel McGill Smith, B. 
Bastian Gabig McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Gannon Melio Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Miller, R. Stem 
 BOY^^ Gordner Miller, S. Stevenson, R. 
~ ~ ~ l l i  Gruitza Myers Stevenson, T. 

Habay Naiior 
h o r i o  

Strittmatter 
Hennessey Nickol Sturla 

Clark Hershey O'Brien Taylor, J. 
Cl~m" Hess Oliver Tulli 
Cohen, L. I. Hutchinson Phillips Vance 
coy Jadlowiec Pickett Veon 

James P~PPY Vitali 
Creighton Josephs Preston Washington 
Cwry Kenney Rieger Williams, J. 
Dailey Kirkland Robinson Wilt 
Dally 
body 

Leh Roebuck 
Lescovitz 

wogan 
Rohrer Wright 

Donatucci Lewis Rooney Zimmerman 
Egolf Mackereth Sainato 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Beladl 
Colafella 

McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
P e m a  Rufiing 

Mann 
Tangretti 
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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 as 

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Mayernik, do you have another 
amendment to offer? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. I have a series of amendments I would 
like to withdraw at this time, Mr. Speaker; all amendments to 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Are you withdrawing all of them, did I 
understand you to say? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Yes, I am. 
The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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 f m l  passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mrs. Miller, do you seek recognition? 
Mrs. MLLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will be supporting this legislation. However, I did want to 

share my concern that we are earmarking $1.6 million for a very 
specific disorder caused by traffic accidents, and that is 
spinal cord injuries, for research. I feel that because of the fact 
that we have so many other accident-related traumas that 
deserve our attention, that this is some- that we need to look 
at in the future to see whether or not this needs to be expanded 
to include other areas that people come to us as legislators for 
assi~tart~e in. 

So I just wanted that to be part of the record, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 89 

Adolph Egolf Mackereth Scrimenti 
Allen Evans, D. Maher Semmel 
Argall Evans, J. Maitland Shaner 
Armstrong Fairchild Major Smith, B. 
Baker, J. Feese Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Solobay 
~ a r d  Fleagle Marsico Staback 
Barley Flick Mayernik Stairs 
Barmr Frankel McCall Steelman 
Bastian Freeman McGeehan Steil 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGill Stem 
Belfanti Gannon Mcllhattan Stetler 
7enninghoff Geist McNaughton Stevenson, R. 

Birmelin George Melio Stevenson, T. 
Bishop Godshall Michlovic Strittmatter 
Blaum Gordner Micozzie Sturla 
Boyes Grucela Miller, R. Surra 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Taylor, E. Z. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Thomas 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Tigue 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Travaglio 
Cappelli Harhart O'Brien Trello 
Casorio Harper Oliver Trich 
cawley Hasay Pallone Tulli 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Vance 

:!;Arn Herman Petrone Veon 
Hershey Phillips Vitali 

cohen, L. I. Hess Pickett Walko 
Cohen, M. Horsey P~PPY Wansacz 

Hutchinson Pistella Washington 
James Preston Waters 

Conigan Josephs Raymond Watson 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Williams, C. 
COY Keller Rieger Williams, J. 
Creighton Kenney Roberts Wilt 
Cruz Kirkland Robinson Wogan 
CUW Krebs Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Dailey LaGrotta Rohrer Wright 
Daley Laughlin Rooney Yewcic 
~ ~ 1 1 ~  Lawless Ross Youngblood 
DeLuca Lederer Rubley Yudichak 
Derrnody Leh Sainato Zimmerman 
DeWeese Lescovitz Samuelson zug 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Santoni 
Diven k w i s  Sather 
Donatucci Lucyk Schroder Ryan, 
Eachus Lynch Schuler Speaker 

NAYS-3 

Forcirn Jadlowiec Metcalfe 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSES9 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
G~lafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

The majoni required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the afflnnative 
and the passed fmally. 

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

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. Miss Major, do you desire recognition? 
Miss MAJOR. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The lady is recognized. 
Miss MAJOR. I have comments that I would like to submit 

for the record, please. 
The SPEAKER. The lady may submit them to the desk. 

Thank you very much. 
Miss MAJOR. Thank you. 
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Miss MAJOR submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

HB 1105 proposes a $1 surcharge upon conviction of any traffic 
violation (exclusive of parking offenses). This surcharge would be used 
to hnd spinal cord injury research. A scientific review board would 
accept proposals and allocate grants to scientists in Pennsylvania. 
Forty-nine percent (49%) of spinal cord injuries are directly related to 
motor vehicles. 

California, Florida, Michigan, Texas, Maryland, New York, 
New Jersey, Illinois, Oregon, and Kentucky all have passed similar 
spinal cord research laws. 

A new spinal cord injury occurs every forty-nine (49) minutes and 
ten thousand six hundred (10,600) new injuries were reported this year, 
with three thousand twenty-seven (3,027) of these injuries occurring in 
Pennsylvania. Out of the three thousand twenty-seven (3,027) new 
spinal cord injuries in Pennsylvania, two thousand five hundred (2,500) 
will be added to the spinal cord disability rolls in Pennsylvania. 

The average lifetime medical and disability costs for a person with 
severe spinal cord injuries are over $1,300,000. If each taxpayer spent 
one dollar and sixty-five cents (S 1.65) on spinal cord research and a 
cure was found, each taxpayer would save eight dollars ($8) every year 
for the rest of their lives. Thirty-six percent (36%) of all health-care 
costs for spinal injury victims are paid by the public in Pennsylvania. 

There are many reasons to pass this bill in Pennsylvania. 
Pennsylvania would save millions of dollars each year in health-care 
costs, supplemental income, and other social programs used to support 
spinal cord injured people. The money allocated as a result of this bill 
would assist Pennsylvania in becoming the leader in the biotechnology 
research field, as well as spark job growth within the Commonwealth. 
Also, for the first time in the world a cure for spinal cord injuries is 
near and the pace of discovery is continuing to accelerate. The research 
will not only benefit spinal cord injured individuals but also people 
with chronic illnesses, such as Parkinson's disease. The only thing 
standing in the way is adequate funding. Pennsylvania needs to 
continue as a national leader in healtb care. Finally, passing this 
legislation is the right thing to do for Pennsylvania and the nation. 

The Paralyzed Veterans of America (PVA), the Christopher Reeve 
Paralysis Foundation (CRPF), the National Spinal Cord Injury 
Association (NSCIA), the Spinal Cord Injury Project, the Miami 
Project, and the National Paralysis Foundation (NPF) support this bill. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 610, 
PN 1145, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
Commonwealth reimbursements for vocational-technical programs; 
and making an appropriation. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HI3 610 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Rules. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 611, 
PN 1304, entitled: SwlC 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, providing an incentive 
program to increase enrollment at area vocational-technical schools; 
and making an appropriation. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HI3 611 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Rules. 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 830, 
PN 924, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L. 177, No.l75), 4 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, further providing for 
energy development; abolishing the Energy Development Authority; 
establishing the Energy Partnership; and making an appropriation. 

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to permit the immediate consideration of 
amendment 325 1. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barn 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
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Benninghoff 
Birmelin 

. Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
cnrz 
cuny 
Dailey 
W ~ Y  
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

-.- 

Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mcllhinney Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca R u f h g  Tangretti 
Mann 

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

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

Mr. DALEY offered the following amendment No. A3251: 

Amend Preamble, page 2, line 3, by inserting after "adequate" 
attention to continuing 

Amend Preamble, page 3, line 13, by striking out "and use" and 
inserting 

, use and demand management 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2801-C), page 5, line 3, by inserting after 

"use," 
energv demand manapement, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2801-C), page 5, line 5, by striking out 
"control technolow" and inserting 

avoidance and control technologies 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2801-C), page 5, line 9, by striking out 

"production," and inserting 
conservation, production[,] or 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2801-C), page 5, line 10, by inserting 
brackets before and after "or conservation" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2801-C), page 5, by inserting between 
lines 20 and 2 1 

"Renewable resources" means sources of electricity which can be 
naturallv re~lenished, including solar, wind. geothermal. biomass and 
small hydroelectric resources and alternative generation technologies, 
such as fuel cells. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 5, line 26, by inserting a 
bracket after "Authority" 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 1, by striking out 
"Twelve" and inserting 

Sixteen 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 1, by inserting an 

underscored period after "Governor" 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 1, by inserting a 

bracket before the comma 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 2, by striking out the 

bracket before "At" 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 14, by inserting after 

"reappointment.]" 
The Governor shall desienate one of the ~ublic officials a~~o in ted  by 
him as chairman of the Dartnershi~, and that official shall serve as chief 
advisor to the Governor and the de~arfment for enerev ~olicv and 
research develo~ment. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, lines 18 and 19, by striking 
out "that ooerates at least one coal-fired generating station" 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, lines 20 and 21, by striking 
out "natural gas industry" and inserting 

jnde~endent oil or gas ex~loration and 
production industrv in this Commonwealth 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, lines 22 and 23, by striking 
out "the ~etroleum industrv." and inserting 
a local natural gas distribution comDanv in this Commonwealth. 

civ) One member must be a re~resentative of the crude oil 
refining industrv o~erating in this Commonwealth. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 24, by striking out 
''(IV)13 and inserting 

f!4 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 26, by striking out 

''W and inserting 
(vi) 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 803-C), page 6, line 28, by striking out "w' 
and inserting 

(vli) 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, line 28, by striking out 

"either" - 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 6, lines 29 and 30, by striking 

out all of said lines and inserting 
power ~roducer. 

Jviii) Two members must be reiresentatives of renewable energy 
producers. 

fix) One member must be a re~resentative of either the energy 
efficiencv industrv or the demand side management industrv. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 1, by striking out 
"(vii)" and inserting 

f?d 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 3, by striking out 

''W' and inserting ' 

(xi) 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 4, by inserting after 

"Universitv." 
The member under this subclause shall be a 
nonvoting member. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 5, by striking out "(ix)" 
and inserting 

(xii) 
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Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 7, by inserting after 
"Universitv." 

The member under this subclause shall be a 
nonvoting member. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 8, by striking out ''@' 
and inserting 

Ixiii) 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 7, line 10, by striking out 

"(xiJ1 and inserting 
(xiv) 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 8, line 8, by striking out 
"Eleven" and inserting 

Thirteen 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 8, line 10, by striking out 

"seven" - and inserting 
nine 

Amend Sec. 2 K c .  2803-C), page 8, line 11, by striking out 
"W and inserting 

eleven 
Amend Set. 2 (Set. 2803-C), page 8, by inswing bemeen 

lines 12 and 13 
(el Recusal shall be as follows: 
(1) A director mav not participate in a decision affecting an 

entitv if the director or a member of the director's immediate familv: 
{i) is a partner in the entitv; 
fii) is a director or an officer of the entitv; or 
(iii) holds at least five Der Centurn (5%) voting stock in the 

entitv. 
(2) A decision made in violation of clause (1 ) is void. 
(3) Recusal under clause (1) shall not affect the Quorum under 

subsection (d). 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2803-C), page 8, line 13, by striking out 

"@" and inserting 
fB 

 mend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2814-C), page 23, by inserting between 
lines 14 and 15 

(11) Promoting the develo~ment and marketing of this 
Commonwealth's renewable enerev resources. 

(12) Promoting enerev conservation technologies and 
encoura~ing the conservation of enerev on a continuing basis, even at 
times when there is an abundant suo~lv of enerev. 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2814-C), page 23, line 15, by striking out 
"ul and inserting 

113) 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 8, by inserting after 

"research" 
, develooment and a~olication 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 14, by inserting after 
"research" 

, develo~ment and aovlication ~roiects 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, by inserting between 

lines 17 and 1 8 
(3) To s u ~ ~ o r t  non~rofit erou~s that Drovide enerev assistance, 

utilitv assistance or weatherization or cooling assistance. to ~romote 
enerev conservation. 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 18, by striking out 
''W and inserting 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 25, by inserting after 
‘‘proerams'' 

from the hieher education budget 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 28, by striking out "m' and inserting 

fa 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 29, by striking out 

"ten Dercent (10%)" and inserting 
eightv-five oercent (85%) 
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Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 24, line 30, by striking out 
"w" and inserting 
shall be used to fund and support research ~roiects and technology 
transfer activities identified in clauses (1) through (4). Of this amount, 
based on additional charges. a minimum of ten Dercent (10%) shall 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 25, line 8, by inserting after 
L) 

"research" 
, development and a~~lication 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 25, line 16, by striking out 
''W and inserting 

fa 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 25, line 18, by striking out 

"research" 
Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 2815-C), page 25, line 22, by striking out 

"individual research" 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, Mr. Daley. 

DALEY. Thank you, Mr. 
Representative Phillips, Representative Herman, 

Representative Vitali, and myself have concluded that this is an 
agreed-to amendment. We have worked with the oil and gas 
industry and Senator Mary Jo White's office, Perm Future, as 
well as the Department of Environmental Protection, and we ask 
that this amendment be approved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 

Mr. Th*you,Mr. 'peakere 
After many meetings with many organizations, we have 

agreed that this is a good amendment, that these things that are 
in the amendment are needed to make a good bill better, and kd 
therefore, there is an agreement on this amendment, and I ask 
for your support. 

the question 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I92 

Adolph Evans, D. Mackereth Schuler 
Allen Evans, J. Maher Scrimenti 
kga l l  Fairchild Maitland Semrnel 
Armstrong Feese Major Shaner 
Baker, J. Fichter Manderino Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fleagle Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bard Flick Marsico Solobay 
Barley Forcier Mayemik Staback 

Frankel McCall Stairs 
~~~~i~ Freeman McGeehan Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGill Steil 
Belfanti Gannon McIlhattan Stem 
Beminghoff Geist McNaughton Stetler 
Birmelin George Melio Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe 
Blaum 

Stevenson, T. 
Gordner Michlovic Strittmatter 

Boyes Grucela Micovie Sturla 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. S u m  
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Taylor, E. Z. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Taylor, J. 
Buxton Hama Myers Thomas 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Tigue 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Travaglio 
Casorio Harper O'Brien Trello 
Cawley HWY Oliver Trich 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tulli 
Clark Herman Perzel Vance 
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Clyrner 
Cohen, L. I. 

- Cohen,M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

Bastian Freeman McGeehan 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGill 
Belfanti Gannon Mcllhattan 
Benninghoff Geist McNaughton 
Birmelin George Melio 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe 
Blaum Gordner Michlovic 
Boyes Grucela Micozzie 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy 
Buxton Hanna Myers 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol 
Casorio Harper O'Brien 
Cawley Hasay Oliver 
Civera Hennessey Pallone 
Clark Herman Perzel 
Clymer Hershey Petrone 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett 
Coleman Hutchinson Pippy 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pistella 
Comgan James Preston 
Costa Josephs Raymond 
COY Kaiser Readshaw 
Creighton Keller Rieger 
Cruz Kennev Roberts 
c u n ~  ~irkl&d Robinson 
Dailey Krebs Roebuck 
Daley LaGrotta Rohrer 
Dally Laughlin Rooney 
DeLuca Lawless Ross 
Dermody Lederer Rubley 
DeWeese Leh Sainato 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson I Diven Levdanskv Santoni 

agreed to. 

- The majority having voted in the aff-tive, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 

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

amended? 

g::zi Lewis Sather 
Lucyk Schroder 

E ~ O I ~  Lynch 

The SPEAKER. I have a notation, Mr. Eachus, that you have I 
an amendment to be offered. However, there is no actuarial 
note, and therefore, your amendment is out of order. 

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. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  

The following roll call was recorded: 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 

I 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the a f f i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 

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

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Daley, did I neglect to recognize you in 
time? 

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, I will be glad to submit my 
comments for the record. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you, and we will be glad to accept 
them. 
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Mr. DALEY submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

The Pennsylvania Energy Partnership (PEP) proposes a 
public-private partnership to guide long-term energy strategy for the 
Commonwealth. 

The purpose of the PEP board will be to oversee the development of 
long-range energy policy that utilizes all indigenous energy resources 
including fossil fuels, biomass agricultural products and byproducts, 
and renewable resources such as wind and solar. Coupled with that 
role, the PEP board will oversee the distribution of research moneys to 
fund clean fuels research with an emphasis on applied, real-time 
industry problems. The research funding will be limited to 
Pennsylvania businesses and institutions and the resources studied will 
be limited to Pennsylvania indigenous resources. 

The PEP board is comprised of 27 members: 
Approximately half from energy-related industries 
indigenous to Pennsylvania - including oil, natural 
gas, limestone, coal, electric utilities, independent 
power producers, labor, and renewable resources; 
and 
Half of appropriate State govenunent officials such 
as the Secretaries of Agriculture, DEP (Department 
of Environmental Protection), DCED (Department 
of Community and Economic Development), a 
representative of the PUC (Public Utility 
Commission), and the Consumer Advocate. 

Members of all these industrial groups have participated in the 
development of this bill, as well as members and Senators of both 
parties. 

Recently, the U.S. Department of Energy announced plans to fund 
significant demonstration projects of "emissionless" powerplants under 
the "Vision 21" program for clean fuels research. But these plants will 
be so finely tuned that a plant developed using Illinois coal will not be 
suited to use Pennsylvania coal or oil. Illinois, Kentucky, and several 
other coal States have already appropriated significant funds to 
advance research on their indigenous resources. We must do this just to 
stay in the game. 

Using an existing, very successful industry consortium model 
established at Penn State by the Federal Department of Energy, 
80 percent of the research funding from the PEP board will be 
reallocated via the Energy Institute at Penn State on a competitive basis 
among Pennsylvania-based businesses and institutions. 

Additionally, 20 percent of the State research funding will be 
reserved for other Pennsylvania colleges and universities that may wish 
to receive funding directly for energy-related research. 

This bill asks for an initial appropriation of $6 million from the 
General Fund. Amendment A1269 to SB 1 included that amount. 

The partnership replaces the existing, now-defunct Pennsylvania 
Energy Development Authority (PEDA). 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel, who asks for an immediate meeting of the 
Rules Committee. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 154, PN 2194 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding definitions; further providing for 
penalties for persons who violate pedestrian right-of-way in 
crosswalks; providing for maintenance of certain pedestrian crosswalks 

and for enforcement of summary offenses in State park and forest 
lands; and further providing for snowmobiles and all-terrain vehicles. 

1 HB 550, PN 2339 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act providing for optional occupation tax replacement; and 
making a repeal. 

I RULES. 

I BB 679, PN 2100 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor and the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources, to grant and convey a sanitary sewer right-of-way 
over certain State land to Penn Township, York County, Pennsylvania. 

I *ISy pN 2263 
By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending Title 1 (General Provisions) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for notice for local or special 
legislation; reestablishing the Board of Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws; and making repeals. 

I HB 975, PN 2294 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act providing for the creation, conveyance, acceptance, 
duration and validity of conservation and preservation easements; and 

'cl' 
providing for judicial actions. 

I HB 1492, PN 2366 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedures) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for agricultural vandalism; and 
providing for the criminal offense of agricultural crop destruction and 
for relief for agricultural crop destruction. 

I SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
S e ~ t e  amendments to HB 154, PN 2194, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding definitions; further providing for 
penalties for persons who violate pedestrian right-of-way in 
crosswalks; providing for maintenance of certain pedestrian crosswalks 
and for enforcement of summary offenses in State park and forest 
lands; and further providing for snowmobiles and all-terrain vehicles. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. Phillips, on the question of suspension. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I oppose suspending the rules to offer amendments. 
This bill passed the House 197-0. It passed the Senate 49-0. 

This has been before us for well over a year, and I think this is 
in place. To add to it would delay it, and this is a much-needed 
bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, you yield 
your right to this to the gentleman, Mr. Hanna, who is 
recognized. 

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
.- Mr. Speaker, when the bill passed the House the first time, 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 
- 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Hanna. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to make a motion to 
suspend the rules to consider amendments that I have to 
HB 154. They are amendments numbered- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman give me the amendment 
number. 

Mr. HANNA. Amendment 3222 and amendment 3223. 
The SPEAKER. 3222 and 3. We do not have copies of these 

amendments. Did you submit them? 
Mr. HANNA. Filed yesterday. 

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

we wereunder the impression,if you look back at the record, 
we were under the impression that the Department of 
Conservation and Natural Resources was in cooperation with us 
in trying to develop additional ATV (all-temin vehicle) trails 
throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Since that time 
we have learned from Secretary Oliver that there is a position 
on their part that they want no further development of trails on 
our public lands. 

Because of that I am asking to suspend the rules so that we 
can offer amendments that will require them to continue to look 
at development of ATV trails in an environmentally sensitive 
way on public lands. So I am asking to suspend the rules so that 
we can consider those amendments. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Curry LaGrotta Roberts 
Daley Laughlin Robinson 
DeLuca Lawless Roebuck 
Demody Lederer Rooney 
DeWeese Lescovitz Sainato 

Fz~mcci Levdansky Sarnuelson 
Lucyk Santoni 

Eachus Maitland Scrimenti 

NAYS-95 

Adolph Evans, J. Lewis 
Allen 
Argall 

Fairchild Lynch 
Feese Mackereth 

Armstrong Fichter Maher 
Baker, .I. Fleagle Major 
Baker, M. Flick Marsico 
Bard Forcier McGill 
Barley Gabig McIlhattan 
Barrar Gannon McNaughton 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 

. .- Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cohen, M. 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 

Evans, D. 
Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 

Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 

Shaner 
Solobay 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 

Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 
Egolf 

Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Leh 

Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson. T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wright 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING1 

Schroder 

Belardi Mcllhinney Reinard . Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

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

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. Hanna. 
Mr. HANNA. On final passage? 
The SPEAKER. On concurrence. 
Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, for some time now we have been working with 

the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources to try 
and develop additional motorized trails in both our public 
forests as well as on private ground. This bill takes a big step in 
that direction by making grant moneys available to do so. 
Regrettably, the department has taken the position that they only 
want those trails developed on private ground. We currently 
have approximately 184 miles on public ground, and the 
department is taking the position that there will be no further 
development of trails on public ground. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is my position that we should continue to 
develop these trails. We had early on in 1999 correspondence 
from Secretary Oliver where he specifically said that he was 
looking towards the success of the trail developments in other 
States and that he was specifically looking to his State foresters 
to develop plans for environmentally sensitive trails on our 
public forests. He reiterated that to me in the year 2000 in 
additional correspondence saying that they were still working 
towards a plan to develop these trails, and now we are hearing 
from the department that there will be no further development 
of trails on State forest property. 

I have to encourage our members to reject this bill and vote 
"no" on concurrence because the department has reversed its 
position on the development of trails on public property. So for 
that reason I am asking everyone to send a message to the 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources that their 
position on this issue is not acceptable to us as legislators and to 
our constituents and vote "no" on concurrence. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of concurrence, Mr. Phillips. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I ask for concurrence. 
In this bill there is a lot of grant money that would develop 

ATV trails on private property. This had been put into place a 
long time ago, and it is my understanding that Representative 
Hershey is holding hearings now with his committee to see what 
can be done to develop more trails on State game land or on 
State forest land. 

Like I said, there is more in this bill than just developing 
trails. There is in this bill weight limits that prohibit a lot of our 
dealers from selling ATV equipment because of the weight 
limits. This bill would go in effect immediately upon the 
Governor's signature, and it would allow these dealers to sell 
many ATV units that now are sitting in their place and cannot 
be sold. We certainly can take a look at this later on and have 
the Environmental Committee look at what could be done if 
more trails should be developed, but this will develop new trails 
on private land. 

You have got to remember that this bill passed twice. This 
bill passed last session and was vetoed by the Governor, not 
because of the bill but because of special plates that were put in 
as a Title 75 bill. This bill passed the House 197 to 0. This bill 
just passed the Senate 49-0. If there are problems with this bill, 
you would not have a unanimous vote. 

So I would ask that we would concur and then we would 
look if there is a problem on ATV trails on forest land, and I 
would ask for a "yes" vote on concurrence. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Hershey. 
Mr. HERSHEY. To speak on the bill. 
HB 154 is a good bill. The trail situation is not finalized yet. 

The department is doing a major study on where trails could be 
enlarged, public and private. One of the public areas is the 
coal mining fields that have been devastated by coal mining. 
They are taking a look at making trails in those places. We are 
not there yet, but we need this bill to get there, because our 
four-wheelers are getting bigger and bigger and we only have 
one small license class, and my neighbor sells these by the 
hundreds and they are not able to get a sticker to go on the trails 
we have now. 

So until we get to the next step, I ask you to support HE3 154. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, those in 
favor of- Pardon me. Mr. Hanna. 

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. e 
Mr. Speaker, would the prime sponsor stand for a brief 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Phillips? Yes; he will. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, on page 9 of the bill- 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I think what we are talking about is 

concurrence in the Senate amendments; we are not debating the 
bill. Am I correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. HANNA. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. I am referring 
to your earlier discussion about the development of trails on 
public ground. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I said on private ground. 
Mr. HANNA. My question was, when you said about the 

possibility of further development on public ground, is that not 
precluded by line 15 on page 9 of this bill? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. No. 
Mr. HANNA. Where it says '%ut not the construction"? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. That is only those particular grants, but it 

does not mean you cannot develop on public ground. It only 
means that particular grant money will not be used. 

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For the second time on the bill, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I do not disagree with the 

previous speaker that the language that says "but not the 
 construction^^ only applies to this grant money; that is accurate. hd 
But the reality is, if we cannot use this grant money for 
construction of trails, there will be no construction of trails on 
public ground. This is the only money that DCNR will ever use 
to construct trails on public ground. So when this particular bill 
says on page 9 at line 15 "but not the construction," it means 
that there will be no further ATV, no further motorized trail 
construction in any of our State forests, on any public ground. 
So a vote of concurrence in this bill is a vote to preclude any 
M e r  construction of trails in our State forests. 

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a "no" vote. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, 
Mr. Yudichak. 

Mr. YUDICHAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of HB 154. I do that today because of a 

situation in Luzerne County. Luzerne County has one of the 
highest rates of ATV use and registration in the 
Commonwealth, but we have a situation where we have 
irresponsible riders and responsible riders. This bill helps both. 
We are going to address the issue through clear enforcement 
through HB 154 of irresponsible riders and through the 
registration of those ATV vehicles. We are also going to 
address the issue of responsible riders in developing more trails. 
We have 188 miles of trail in Pennsylvania. That is not enough. 
We need to develop more trails for one of the fastest growing 
sports we have in this Commonwealth, and that is ATV use. 
That is why I rise in support of HI3 154 today. 

Thank you, sir. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 550, PN 2339, entitled: 

An Act providing for optional occupation tax replacement; and 
making a repeal. 

I On the question, 
~ d o l p h    golf ~ u c y k  Scrimenti I Will t h e ~ o u s e  concur in Senate amendments? 
Allen Evans, D. Lynch Semmel 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Derrnody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gamon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kemey 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

~ a c k e r e t h  
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Naiior 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
speaker 

Daley Melio Robinson Surra 
Hanna Roberts Rooney 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhimey Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, those in 
favor- Mr. Gordner, on concurrence. 

This is not directed to you, Mr. Gordner, but remember, 
when we are doing a concurrence vote, the only thing subject to 
the debate is what the Senate has done. It does not open the 
whole bill up again. 

Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the prime sponsor of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Herman, indicates he 

would be glad to stand for interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In the bill it mentions that if this goes on the ballot and is 

approved, you need to round off the amount of the increase. It 
does not say round it up or round it down. But I am just 
wondering, if you determine that the increase is 1.74 percent, do 
you round it to 1.5 because it is closest to that? 

Mr. HERMAN. I am sony, Mr. Speaker. With all the noise, 
I did not hear your question. 

The SPEAKER. You are exactly right. 
Members, please take your seats. Members, please take your 

seats. 
Would the gentleman be good enough to ask the gentleman 

from Centre that question again. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
An amendment that was added to the bill on page 3 says 

that "THE TAX RATE DETERMINED UNDER 
PARAGRAPHS (1) AND (2) SHALL BE ROUNDED OFF TO 
THE NEAREST INCREMENT OF FIVE HUNDREDTHS OF 
ONE PERCENT," and the example I gave is if you determine 
that it is 1.74, do you round it off to 1.5, because that is the 
nearest increment, or do you round it up to 2? 

Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will suspend, 
I would like to consult with someone to answer the question. 

Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think a very literal reading 

of the amendment inserted by the Senate says very specifically 
you round it off to the nearest increment of five-hundredths of 
1 percent. So in the case that you gave, the nearest one is - what 
did you say, 1.74? - it would be rounded down; in the case it 
would be 1.75 or above, you would round it up. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Under the bill- 
Mr. HERMAN. I was not consulted much in terms of this 

amendment, so I am at a loss as to how to address it and what 
the thinking of the Senate was, and that is what caused my 
pause. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Under the bill it can be .5, 1, 1.5, 2. So it has to be rounded 

off to either, in my example, 1.5 or 2. So it is rounded off to the 
closest increment, which could mean rounded down. 
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Mr. HERMAN. My understanding of the language of the 
Senate is, literal reading as I read it, that is exactly right. 

Mr. GORDNER. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The second question I have, and I am not sure that I can see 

the page number, but the bill says that if this goes into place in a 
school district, for the subsequent fiscal year the school board 
cannot offer the occupational tax. It does not say the subsequent 
year and all future years. So if my school district decides to put 
this on a referendum and they eliminate the occupation tax and 
allow for an earned income tax, can they then 2 years down the 
road go back and impose an occupation tax again? 

Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Speaker, that question is directed to the 
bill and not to the amendments inserted by the Senate, but I can 
answer that in terms of what my thinking was, and that is that, 
you know, the taxpayer protections are exactly that, that once 
the occupational assessment tax was eliminated, it could never 
be reinstituted for the subsequent fiscal year and all fiscal years. 

Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker, specifically on page 4, 
section 5, the first line says, "For the first fiscal year 
beginning--" 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman directing his remarks to 
what the Senate did? Thank you. 

Mr. GORDNER. Okay. Thank you. 
Again, Mr. Speaker, on page 4, section 5, it says, "For the 

first fiscal year beginning after approval.. .a political 
subdivision is prohibited fiom levying ...an occupation tax." 
And again, I guess I am asking, because it says "for the first 
fiscal year," does that mean that after the first fiscal year they 
can offer it? 

Mr. HERMAN. I thtnk, Mr. Speaker, you have to go back to 
line 5, and it says that "...after approval of the referendum 
required under section 7 and each fiscal year thereafter.. .." So it 
is specified in that capacity, and I think that fully answers your 
question. 

Mr. GORDNER. Yes; it does. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have no further questions. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of concurrence, do you desire recognition, 

Mr. Herman, on concurrence? The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. HERMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I certainly encourage this chamber to concur with the Senate 

amendments. There were minor changes made, but I think 
probably the most important one is that they have changed the 
effective date from 90 days to effective immediately. The 
purpose of that is that at this late time in this session in June, 
we want to be able to assure that any school district and any 
school board can take advantage of the provisions of this 
legislation and get it on the ballot in the November election, as 
early as the November election. If that would not happen, we 
would have to wait another year. 

This measure is supported by the Pennsylvania School 
Boards Association, and there are many school boards that have 
contacted me and are poised at this time to take advantage of the 
legislation. So I would certainly appreciate a concurrence in the 
Senate amendments. 

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

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

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Banvlr 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
G e a e  
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhalt 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Sarnuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Trello 

NOT VOTING1 

Melio 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affumative, the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
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* * *  

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor and the Department of  Conservation and 
Natural Resources, to grant and convey a sanitary sewer right-of-way 
over certain State land to Penn Township, York County, Pennsylvania. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

- 
The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 

Senate amendments to HB 679, PN 2100, entitled: 

The following roll call was recorded: 

gsfla McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

Mann 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
-ng 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin - 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledera 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Luc yk 
Lynch 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickea 
P ~ W Y  
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 975, PN 2294, entitled: 

An Act providing for the creation, conveyance, acceptance, 
duration and validity of conservation and preservation easements; and 
providing for judicial actions. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
G ~ M o ~  
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
HWY 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchison 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PW 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
.Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
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DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson Zug 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather 
Eachus Lucy k Schroder RY an, 
Egolf Lynch Speaker 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

Belardi Mcllhinney Reinard 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg 
Mann 

say lor 
Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the a f f i i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1492, PN 2366, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedures) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for agricultural vandalism; and 
providing for the criminal offense of agricultural crop destruction and 
for relief for agricultural crop destruction. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following mll call was recorded: 

Adol~h Evans, D. Mackereth Schuler 
AII& 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Ban;u 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY= 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

~ v a n s ;  J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Pctrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 

Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 

' ~ a l e y  
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Woinaroski 
w igh t  
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi McIlhimey Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

REPORT OF 
COMMlTTEE OF CONFERENCE 

Mr. S. SMITH called up for consideration the following 
Report of the Committee of Conference on SB 485, PN 1236, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No. 14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, fiuther providing for 
definitions and for classification of school districts; providing for 
public schools that provide Internet instruction and for national 
assessment tests; further providing for school directors' business 
relations with school district, for management information reports, for 
distressed first class school districts, for instructional equipment, for 
duty to employ qualified professionals, for continuing professional 
development, for proof of residency, for cost of tuition, for 
maintenance of certain exceptional children in approved institutions, 
for agricultural education, for funding for charter schools, for financial 
program and reimbursement on payments and for additions to or 
removals from the education empowerment list; providing for the use 
of certain undistributed funds and for the dissolution of certain 
community colleges; further providing for teachers' and employees' 
retirement plans, for payments on account of pupils enrolled in 
vocational curriculums, for vocational education equipment grants, for 
community college support and for small district assistance; providing 
for basic education funding for the 2001-2002 school year; further 
providing for payments to intermediate units and temporary assistance 
to school districts losing revenue from reassessments; and providing 
for approved reimbursable annual rental for leases of buildings and 
facilities for charter school use. 
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On the question, 

A 

Will the House adopt the report of the committee of 
conference? 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman fkom Montgomery County, Mr. Lawless. 

Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit for the record my 

comments. 
~h~ SPEAKER.  hat is appreciated. Kindly hand them to the 

chief page. 

M ~ .  LAWLESS the following remark for the 
Legislative Journal: 

For the purposes of the changes being proposed in section 1106, it 
is intended that the term "professional employee" include those who 
are certificated as teachers, supervisors, supervising principals, 
principals, assistant principals, vice principals, directors of vocational 
education, dental hygienists, visiting teachers, home and school 
visitors, school counselors, school psychologists, child nutrition 
program specialists, school librarians, school secretaries, the selection 
of whom is on the basis of merit as determined by eligibility lists, and 
school nurses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this education bill has many 

provisions, some of which are very I oppose this 
bill for two reasons. First, the charter school funding provisions 
in this bill are inadequate. Second, the provisions on school 
residency requirements are excessive and overbroad. 

Charter schools are, in my view, the shining educational 
achievement of the Ridge administration. The device of taking 
charter schools out of the sponsoring school budget was a good 
initial idea to get charter but this funding 
mechanism now threatens the growth of charter 
schools as a movement and the existence of some 
individual charter schools. 

Currently, charter schools only get State support for the 
initial startup studies. Governor Ridge,s budget gave million 
for operating costs. This conference committee report now 
raises the total operating charter school support to $4 million. 
While this is a great percentage increase and while it is moving 
in the right direction, it pales in significance compared to the 
slO0 million or so is urgently to end the adversarial 
=lationship between charter schools and their sponsoring 
school districts. 

The whole concept of charter schools is based on the model 
of school choice available in higher education. A student can go 
to college in any one of a number of public institutions in 
Pennsylvania to say nothing of private schools or out-of-State 
options. But the difference with the higher education model and 

- the basic school system from grades K through 12 is that 
community college money is not taken from State colleges or 
vice versa. A student who enrolls in a community college does 
not cause an immediate financial drain on the state college 
system, nor does a State college student who enrolls in a 
community college cause an immediate drain. Penn State 
money does not come from the University of Pennsylvania or 
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vice versa. We have no built-in adversarial relationship in 
higher education, yet we have created a built-in adversarial 
relationship between school districts and charter schools. The 
only winners, if they can be called that, are the lawyers who 
represent charter schools and school districts in very extensive 
litigation in order to litigate all the questions that arise because 

the conflict Over 

The basic theory of our current system is that money should 
follow the student but costs do not follow the student. If you 
have a class of 27 public school students anywhere in 
Pennsylvania, because one of the students goes to a charter 
school, there is no immediate Cost saving to that school district. 
You can take the total money appropriated and divide it by the 
number of students, but cutting out any number of students does 
not guarantee that the money for costs facing any district will be 
reduced. 

What we need for charter schools in Pennsylvania and what 
We ought to provide is some kind of separate system of 
charter schools just like the State educational system. We ought 
to have a chancellor or we ought to have somebody who reports 
to the Secretary of Education, maybe a deputy commissioner of 
education who is in ,-harge of charter schools. There ought to be 
a separate funding item for charter schools. ought to be a clear 
part of State government. It ought to be very, very clear to 
everybody that we pay for charter schools, and we are not 
taking the money away from school districts and punishing 
them because some students prefer to go to charter schools. 

The second reason I am against this bill is because of the 
residency requirement language. Currently, Philadelphia and 
Pittsburgh have residency requirements for teachers. Other 

districts in at One time had residency 
requirements for teachers, but the PSEA (Pennsylvania State 
Education Association) and the AFT (American Federation of 
Teachers) successfblly lobbied in the early 1980s to get these 
residency requirements removed. 

requirements for and Pittsburgh can 
be an important part of attracting middle-class residents to these 
cities. Currently in Philadelphia there is an emerging consensus 
to relax the residency requirements. The salaries for teachers in 
Philadelphia have gone dramatically down over the years 

to the in the surrounding areas. There is a 
need to somewhat relax the residency requirements in 
Philadelphia, and the Philadelphia School District has taken 
Steps and plans further steps '0 somewhat relax the residency 
requirements. 

But this goes far 
requirements. This bill totally abolishes the power of local 
school districts in the State of Pennsylvania to have residency 
requirements. By taking the authority away from the local 

districts, we are taking away a power that have to 
s&ngfhen their local tax bases. We are creating a certain 
adversarial relationship between teachers and communities. A 
decision by the Philadelphia School District or the Pittsburgh 
School District to relax or eliminate the residency requirements 
has a lot more legitimacy in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh than 

a decision by us to do it here in Harrisburg. 
We cannot endlessly afford to continue to strip local 

governmental jurisdictions of their ability to make decisions. 
This is the second bill today that is doing that. Later today, 
I am told, we will have a bill stripping away from the 
Allegheny County Council their power to handle 
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reapportionment. Local government agencies, if they are going 
to be meaningful and have the support of the local people, ought 
to be able to make decisions. Sometimes we will agree with 
those decisions, sometimes we will disagree with those 
decisions; sometimes those decisions will turn out to be right, 
sometimes those decisions will turn out to be wrong. But if we 
are going to arrogate to ourselves the power to make local 
governmental decisions, we ought to seriously consider whether 
or not we want to have local government. If we want to abolish 
local government, let us come right out and say that we want to 
abolish local government, but let us not patronize them and strip 
them of all authority to make meaningful decisions. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge the members 
of the House to vote against this bill. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(BRETT FEESE) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland County, Mr. Nailor. 

Mr. NAILOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am going to support this bill, this education 

package in SB 485. I believe that by far the good outweighs the 
bad items in the bill. However, I think it is important to note 
that I believe we missed an opportunity, and it is going to cost 
our schools very dearly in the upcoming school year. We 
missed the opportunity to enact working standards for cyber 
schools in Pennsylvania. We also missed the opportunity to halt 
the expansion of cyber schools until those regulations are 
enacted. 

When we passed charter school legislation, we never 
discussed or included cyber charter schools in that legislation. It 
was not part of our consideration. Now, I am not opposed 
personally to including cyber schools as part of our public 
education system in Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, but we must 
include standards, controls, reporting requirements, and 
certainly funding responsibilities. We have not done that, and 
there are six new cyber schools prepared to go on line in 
September in Pennsylvania. 

I have a school district in my legislative district that just 
received an invoice for between $20,000 and $30,000 that they 
never budgeted for and had no idea that they were going to 
receive for cyber school costs. I foresee in the not too distant 
future unanticipated and substantial invoices being received by 
our local school districts, and it is going to cause them to 
scream out for our help, and then once again we are going to 
have to react to a crisis or near-crisis situation, and we had the 
opportunity to change that and enact something here. 

I sincerely hope that we make cyber charter schools a 
priority of this legislature and that we do something about it 
when we return this fall. Legislation has been introduced in both 
the Senate and the House. Public hearings, I know there are two 
public hearings being held by the House of Representatives 
Education Committee this summer, and I sincerely hope, 
Mr. Speaker, that we make this a priority this fall. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Northampton 
County, Mr. Grucela. 
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Mr. GRUCELA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise in support of SB 485, and like the 

previous speaker, my colleague on the Education Committee, 
I believe also the good intentions in this bill far outweigh some 
of the negative effects that may be also included in this omnibus 
piece of legislation. 

The charter school issue is a very, very important issue, and 
we should be acting on it in a timely and meaningful manner. In 
that respect, I, too, believe that when the charter school 
legislation was passed, there was a serious flaw in the financing 
which has caused a strong fiscal impact on many of our local 
school districts. For example, the vast majority of students that 
will attend the cyber charter school, as many of you know, are 
not residents of the school district that approves its charter. This 
means millions of local taxpayer dollars are flowing from 
school districts that never approved or even had knowledge, 
which is probably the most important part, the fact that they had 
no knowledge that their students are attending the cyber charter 
school. Next year, some six new cyber charter schools are set to 
open. This year, enrollment was 525 from 106 school districts. 
Projections for next year exceed 1,000 students, which will 
affect even more school districts. 

The cyber charter schools possess vast potential for 
education. However, it is the fiscal burden that seems to be the 
serious flaw. I would hope that the conference report, which 
calls for the study by the department that will be given to this 
General Assembly, will be one that will present us with those 
alternatives that we can take an immediate look at. It is 
imperative that we take the study, have it completed as soon as 
possible, and this General Assembly act to correct the flaw in 
the charter school legislation, and again, that flaw is the fiscal 'trJ9 
impact on local school districts. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Elk County, 

Mr. Surra. 
Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of SB 485 and the conference 

report because it contains many positive things, but what I want 
to speak briefly about today is one thing that it fails to address, 
and it has been touched on by speakers before me, and that 
deals with the cyber charter school issue. 

Mr. Speaker, this is one of the largest unfunded mandates 
that this General Assembly and this administration has placed 
on our public schools in recent memory. The charter school bill, 
which was rushed through this body a couple years ago, which I 
voted against at that time, not only did it usurp the authority of 
the locally elected taxing body, the school board, by allowing 
the Secretary of Education to overrule a charter which they 
rejected, but now, but now they are being forced to pay tuitions 
for students attending a cyber school that they know absolutely 
nothing about, that can be hundreds of miles away. Mr. Speaker, 
the charter school bill never envisioned that, and this 
General Assembly should be serious about correcting that 
problem. We have blindsided our school districts. It is not fair 
to those locally elected school board members struggling to do 
their job. 

I have heard members in this General Assembly say that the 
rising property taxes in this State is not the problem with the 
General Assembly; it is the problem that lies in the laps of the 
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school district. Well, that is blatantly untrue. We have foisted 
this on our school districts. These bills that are coming - amounting to $50,000, $60,000, $70,000, $100,000 that were 
never dreamed of are a result of this General Assembly's action. 
I am glad I voted against that piece of legislation when we did 
the charter schools, because at the time I thought we needed 
to do more work. If you remember, it circumvented the 
Education Committee. 

But we need to address the issue of charter schools. I do not 
think a study is enough. If they are going to do a study, I hope 
they do it quickly so we can get about helping out the problems 
that we have created for our public school systems. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Walko. 

Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to SB 485, the conference report, and the 

basic reason that I am opposed to it is that it forbids the city of 
Pittsburgh from requiring that teachers in the city schools live 
within the city. Pittsburgh has a lot of great housing 
opportunities and many more coming. There are many newly 
constructed family homes, many historic homes, many 
duplexes, all sorts of condominiums and other possible living 
arrangements that would be very, that are very attractive to 
teachers and others. The teachers of the city of Pittsburgh are 
offered a very good compensation and benefit package and very 
good other kinds of packages relating to facilities and the like. 

- The requirement that teachers live within the city of Pittsburgh 
has not caused a problem in recruiting excellent teachers for our 
city schools. I do believe, therefore, that there is no compelling 
reason to take away fiom the people of the city of Pittsburgh the 
right to demand that the teachers that they pay, the teachers who 
teach their children, live in the communities in which they live. 

The Pittsburgh City Council, and I know that these only have 
so much impact, but has enacted a resolution. Nine out of nine 
council members oppose this legislation. Now, the only reason 
I bring it up is, if there is a problem, are they not the ones who 
are in the best position to decide whether or not to grant waivers 
to the residency requirement? Are they not the ones who might 
say, well, we have a shortage of science teachers; therefore, we 
should modify the residency requirement? Are they not in the 
best position to say, we cannot get enough competent teachers; 
therefore, we will eliminate the residency requirement? That is 
something that I believe we should vest within the people of the 
city of Pittsburgh and their representatives, so I respectfully 
request a negative vote on this report. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland 

County, Mr. Stairs. 
Mr. STAIRS. Thank yoy Mr. Speaker. 
I rise this afternoon, I guess this late hour or the late time in 

this session, to support this conference report. Like any - conference report, it does have compromise. Certainly the 
Senate, the House, and the Governor sat down and gave and 
took and it resulted in this pamphlet that I have in my hands, 
that I am sure each one of you have at your disposal. It is quite 
large. There are a lot of things in here, a few things that, you 
know, we would kind of like to see changed and maybe altered 

a little bit. But overall, I would certainly hope that we could 
support this and particularly a couple of areas that I find 
refreshing; one, the charter schools. 

A couple years ago we worked very long and hard to come 
up with charter schools. Little did we envision at that time that 
there would be such a thing as cyber schools. This was certainly 
not on the radar screen and something that none of us who 
supported charter schools ever dreamed would happen. In the 
ensuing years since we have had charter schools, there has been 
quite a large number of schools, a lot of kids in the schools, and 
there have been some problems with funding. Some of our local 
school districts have felt a financial burden, and I am hoping we 
can resolve that. This goes in that direction, allowing $2 million 
for statewide school districts for students who are not in their 
schools, who it would cost them to go to the charter schools, 
and this certainly makes an attempt. 

There is a study to be done. The study will be completed by 
the end of October to be presented to the Education 
Committees, particularly on the cyber schools. This is long 
overdue, and even though there are bills both in the House and 
in the Senate to address this, I am hoping this study will finally 
begin to answer this complex problem of cyber schools and 
bring some sanity to something that is very fast paced and will 
address this problem, and hopefully that will be done. We 
should do it now, but certainly we can wait until October to 
address that. So I am hopeful that this will be solved. 

The residency requirement, among other things, is very 
controversial. Some people are opposing that, but certainly in 
Philadelphia I think we have to go into innovative ways to 
address their concerns, and the residency requirement would be 
one of those. 

So I would hope that my colleagues would support this bill. 
Like I said, it is very, very complex; it has a lot of different 
parts to it, but overall it is an excellent piece of legislation. 

And one other closing remark. Not only does it address basic 
education, but there is also a part in here that helps my county 
and other counties, particularly Cambria County, and our 
community colleges, to make them more viable and to give 
community colleges that offer a very low tuition rate an 
incentive to maintain quality education. 

So I hope that we all can get behind this compromise and 
support it at this time. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom Philadelphia, 
Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the 
majority leader. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader indicates 
that he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that this 
bill contains a requirement for the Department of Education to 
undertake a study for cyber charter schools in Pennsylvania. I 
also understand that the intent is simply to gather information 
on these schools and not intended to establish a different 
h d i n g  formula to be used by the school districts for payments 
to the cyber charter schools. Am I correct in my interpretation? 

Mr. PERZEL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. The Department of 
Education was doing this study anyway, and this was 
particularly for information only about the cyber charter schools 
and not for any type of funding formula. 
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Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the interrogation. 
I would like to speak to the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as the chairman of the Education 

Committee said, there is no question that there are some 
probably good things and there are some bad things in th~s  
conference committee report, but I do believe overall, 
Mr. Speaker, it is a report that should be supported. I will be the 
first one to say to you that, as I have said before, when you 
begin to deal with the question of education, we have to talk 
about children and how we can find ways to ensure that there is 
the best aspect of education that is being provided. 

I do believe in this conference committee report, 
Mr. Speaker, that this bill is moving in the right direction, and I 
would encourage everybody to support SB 485. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Frankel. 

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to this bill, basically because while there 

are some very good things in this legislation, it unfortunately 
seeks to lump the city of Pittsburgh in with the city of 
Philadelphia with its educational problems by forcing upon us 
the abandonment of our residency requirement. 

The city of Pittsburgh has gone through a great deal in the 
last quarter of a century. We have battled back. The city is 
growing; the city is exciting; it is vibrant. Part of the vital part 
of the fabric of what we have determined as local policy is the 
fact that city employees, the people who protect our families - 
our police, our firefighters - and the people who teach our 
children ought to live within the city of Pittsburgh. It sends the 
wrong message to our community to allow those people who 
seek to be employed by our institutions within our community 
to be able to live outside it. Our children and our families need 
to know that our schools are good enough for their teachers, and 
they need to know that the fire and police feel just as safe as 
they should within their own community. This undermines what 
we are trying to accomplish in the city of Pittsburgh by making 
sure that our employees that work for the city and our schools 
and our fire and police are living there and that they are required 
to do it. It is a fair deal. 

Philadelphia should be dealing with their own problem. We 
should not be lumped into this piece of legislation. I think it is 
unfortunate. And while there are good things in this bill, I need 
to rise and oppose it, and I ask you all to do it, because this is 
not a fair deal. It is not what I think is reasonable, and we are 
being lumped together with the city of Philadelphia, and that is 
an unfortunate thing. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the report of the committee of 

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

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

I 

I Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 

1 Barley 
I Barrar 

Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Caltagirone 
Cappeili 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
COY 
Creighton 
Cuny 
Dailey 
Dale y 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DiGirolamo 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchion 
Jadlowiec 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
McCall 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 

Birmelin 
Bishop 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Casorio 
Cohen, M. 
Costa 
Cruz 
De Weese 

Diven 
Donatucci 
Forcier 
Frankel 
James 
Keller 
Lederer 
Manderino 
Markosek 

Mayemik 
McGeehan 
Metcalfe 
Oliver . 
Pallone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
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Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
vance 
Veon 
Wansacz 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

Roberts 
Roebuck 
Solobay 
Thomas 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Youngblood 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
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BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
-- The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 876, 

PN 1096, entitled: 

An Act creating the Ben Franklin Technology Development 
Authoritv: definine its Dowers and duties: establishing the Ben Franklin 
Technolo& ~ e v e k ~ m k n t  Authority ~una;  and making a repeal. 

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

Mr. CALTAGIRONE offered the following amendment 
No. A3065: 

Amend Sec. 8, page 9, line 22, by removing the period after 
"Commonwealth" and inserting 
, and funds received from Commonwealth suooort. such as oavbacks, 
reimbursements. investment returns, fees for services, cash reserves, 
interest. return of de~reciation and any other similar forms of income 
which result at least oartiallv from initial exoenditure of 
Commonwealth funds. The audit shall include all of the 
communications between the auditors and the managers of the partner. 
The audit shall be conducted in accordance with aporooriate 
government auditing standards and shall be a oublic record. The 
partner shall ~rovide copies of all audits to the de~artment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 

h m g  
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

- Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
cruz 
cwy 
Dailey 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Smttmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travagiio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, 1. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 

Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucy k 
Lynch 

Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

1 N A Y W  

1 NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

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

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

amended? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE offered the following amendment 
No. A3066: 

Amend Bill, page 11, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
Section 12. Reports to General Assembly. 

(a) Duty.-The authority shall submit a report specifying the 
activities of the authority and each partner and detailing the following: 

(1) The budget of the authority and of each partner. 
(2) Individual projects and activities of the authority and 

of each partner. 
(3) The progress of the authority and of each partner in 

achieving the goals and implementing the policies as specified in 
sections 3 and 5. 
(b) Transmittal.-The authority shall submit this report to the 

following: 
( I )  The chairman of the Community and Economic 

Development Committee of the Senate. 
(2) The minority chairman of the Community and 

Economic Development Committee of the Senate. 
(3) The chairman of the Commerce and Economic 

Development Committee of the House of Representatives. 
(4) The minority chairman of the Commerce and 

Economic Development Committee of the House of 
Representatives. 
(c) Timely submission of report.-The first report shall be 

submitted on or before March 1, 2002. Thereafter, reports shall be 
submitted by March 1 of each year. 

(d) Cooperation of partners.-A partner shall submit information 
to the authority, at a time and in a manner specified by the authority, 
which enables the authority to comply with the requirements of this 
section. 

Amend Sec. 12, page 11, line 6, by striking out "12" and 
inserting 

13 
Amend Sec. 13, page 11, line 10, by striking out "13" and 

inserting 
14 
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Amend Sec. 14, page 11, line 14, by striking out "14" and 
inserting 

15 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. Caltagirone, desire recognition on the amendment? 
The gentleman waives off. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Pistella. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to invoke the 

Vitali rule. I would like to have the amendment explained to the 
members, please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order, and 
the gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone, will please comply with the 
Vitali rule. 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment basically would allow the authority to 

submit a report specifjmg the activities of each of the partners, 
indicating the budget, the projects, the progress, and there 
would be transmittal of the report which would go to the various 
chairmen, majority and minority in both the House and the 
Senate, and it would be submitted by March 1 of each year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Gordner. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to express to all the members of my caucus that 

this amendment is agreed to. It is accepted by the Ben Franklin 
Centers, and I would urge their support. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 

h - i 3  
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovia 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
-Y 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 

Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Come11 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella P e m a  Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 'yP 
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? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE offered the following amendment 
No. A3067: 

Amend Bill, page 9, by inserting after line 30 
Section 10. Code of ethics. 

(a) Employment limitations.-A partner shall not employ a 
member of the immediate family of an officer or director of the partner, 
or a member of the immediate family of an official or employee of a 
government agency who has responsibilities for oversight or review of 
the partner. 

(b) Purchasing and contracting limitations.-A partner shall not 
purchase or otherwise contract for any goods or services with any 
director, oficer or employee of the partner; a member of the immediate 
family of any director, officer or employee of the partner; or any 
business or other entity in which an officer, director or employee, or an 
immediate family member of an officer, director or employee, is 
associated or has a financial interest. 

(c) Grant limitations.-A partner shall not award any grant or 
other financial assistance derived wholly or in part from 
Commonwealth funds to any director, officer or employee of the 
partner; a member of the immediate family of any director, officer or 
employee of the partner; or any business or other entity in which an 
oficer, director or employee, or an immediate family member of an 
officer, director or employee, is associated or has a financial interest. 

(d) Lobbying limitations.-A partner shall not expend any 
Commonwealth funds for any lobbying or other similar activities. 
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Officers and employees of a partner may perform lobbying activities as 
a part of their regular responsibilities. 

*- (e) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Business with which he is associated." The term shall have the 
same meaning as defined in 65 Pa.C.S. $ 1102 (relating to definitions). 

"Commonwealth funds." The term includes all funds received 
directly from the Commonwealth and funds derived from 
Commonwealth support, such as paybacks, reimbursements, 
investment returns, fees for services, cash reserves, interest, return of 
depreciation and any other similar forms of income which result at 
least partially from initial expenditure of Commonwealth funds. 

"Financial interest." The term shall have the same meaning as 
defined in 65 Pa.C.S. g 1102 (relating to definitions). 

"Immediate family." The term shall have the same meaning as 
defined in 65 Pa.C.S. $ 1102 (relating to definitions). 

"Lobbying." The term shall have the same meaning as defined in 
65 Pa.C.S. $ 1303 (relating to defmiti0.n~). 

Amend Sec. 10, page 10, line 1, by striking out "10" and 
inserting 

11 
Amend Sec. 11, page 10, line 21, by striking out "1 1" and 

inserting 
12 

Amend Sec. 12, page 11, line 6, by Striking out "12" and 
inserting 

13 
Amend Sec. 13, page 11, line 10, by striking out "13" and 

inserting 
14 

Amend Sec. 14, page 11, line 14, by striking out "14" and 
inserting 

15 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone. 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is probably the most critical amendment that you will be 

voting on dealing with this issue today, and I would appreciate 
it if you would listen up a little bit. You are going to hear a lot 
of pros and cons about this amendment, but let me just state for 
the record what I think you really ought to know about what this 
amendment does and the reason for the amendment. 

The members of the Ben Franklin Technology Development 
Authority should all be subject to the provisions of the 
State Ethics Act, as they are members of the State authority. 
However, the members of the board of the Ben Franklin 
Partners are not subject to the State Ethics Act because the 
partners are all nonprofit corporations. This creates a great 
potential for self-dealing and other potential ethical conflicts 
with the Ben Franklin Partners. My amendment addresses this 
problem by establishing a code of ethics for the Ben Franklin 
Partners. The purpose of the code of ethics is to prevent the 
self-dealing by the officers, directors, and employees of the 
Ben Franklin Partners. 

- A Ben Franklin Partner would be prohibited from employing 
family members of the board of directors or governmental 
officials who have oversight responsibility for the partners. A 
Ben Franklin Partner is prohibited from purchasing goods or 
services from directors, officers, or employees of the partners or 
their families or other businesses with which they are 
associated. Most importantly, this amendment prohibits a 

Ben Franklin Partner from awarding grants or other financial 
assistance to directors, officers, or employees of the partners, 
their families, or businesses with which they are associated. 
There is no reason that the people who sit on the boards of these 
organizations should be enriching themselves with government 
funds funneled through their organizations which they control. 

The opponents of this amendment will tell you that we 
cannot have a code of ethics for the Ben Franklin Partners 
because no one will serve on the board of directors. I ask you to 
consider for a minute just how absurd that argument is. There 
are only four Ben Franklin Partners in this State, and the 
opponents of this amendment want you to believe that in the 
entire State of Pennsylvania we cannot find enough honest and 
qualified people to serve on the board of directors of these 
four nonprofit corporations unless we allow them to siphon off 
taxpayer dollars from the partners into their own pockets. If the 
situation is really as cynical and as corrupt as the opponents of 
this amendment suggest, then we would be better off without 
the partners. 

This amendment contains one final provision which I believe 
is also very important and which should provide us with a 
precedent for many other organizations which receive taxpayer 
dollars. The amendment provides that officers and employees of 
a partner may perform lobbying activities as part of their regular 
responsibilities, but the amendment prohibits a Ben Franklin 
Partner from expending any Commonwealth funds for any other 
lobbying or similar activities. I think it is outrageous that we 
spend taxpayer dollars and send these to the organizations to 
promote economic development, that they then spend the 
money to hire professional lobbyists to come here and convince 
us to give them more money. If they were spending the money 
as effectively as they claim, they would not need lobbyists to 
justify the increased fbnding. I ask you to stop these outrages 
and support this amendment. 

I would like to also, for the benefit of many of you 
members that never did receive the confidential report, which I 
in fact will make available to you; if every one of you wants a 
copy of this, I will certainly share it with you. The reason for 
this amendment is as follows: "The Act established the 
Ben Franklin...Partnership as 'a public authority and 
instrumentality of the Commonwealth' for the purpose of 
promoting 'competitiveness of Commonwealth companies 
through interaction of technology development, modernization 
and training programs.' " It sounds good - so far. However, an 
audit that was conducted - and this was started in 1983 - the 
audit that was conducted in 1995 up to and including 1999 
found out that there was over $31.2 million in State funds - 
challenge grants, technical assistance innovation grants - that 
were handled through these various companies. 

Now, if you are still- Mr. Speaker, can I have some order, 
please? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. 
Conferences in the side aisles, please break up. Conferences in 
the rear of the House, please break up. 

The gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone. 
Mr. CALTAGIRONE. This confidential report reveals the 

following, that "approximately $700,000 to $800,000 in 
unjustifiable costs incurred in connection with Focus 98, a 
February 1998 conference in Tucson, Arizona; failure to keep 
operatrng costs 'within legal and contractual requirements;' 
spending unrelated to" the Ben Franklin Technology Center of 



1594 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 21 
1 

Western Pennsylvania, "BFTC-WP's tax-exempt purpose as a 
non-profit organization on 'extravagant' travel, meals, staff 
retreats, parties, social gatherings and conferences; misuse of 
BFTC-WP's tuition reimbursement and education assistance 
program.. .; payment of personal and...non-business related 
expenses; other irregularities.. .ineffective monitoring of royalty 
collections,. . ." et cetera, et cetera. Financial detriment suffered 
by the BFTC-WP - $2.2 million. 

This agency was supposed to be monitored by DCED 
Pepartment of Community and Economic Development). Let 
me quote from a line in this report: "A DCED official whose 
office oversaw the state grant fund programs administered by 
BFTC-WP participated in a lavish and wasteful.. .trip to 
Ireland." 

There were trips to and travel abuse that included the 
following: a trip to New England; a trip to Japan, honorariums 
that also went with that to the president and vice president 
totaling $2,000 at the March 1995 event, $2,000 at the 1996 
event, just for them going there to speak, taking it right out of 
the funds that they were handling; the Orlando, Florida, trip; 
the Alaska trip; the San Francisco trip; a trip to the 
Presidential Inauguration; a trip to Germany; a trip to Ireland, 
another one. This trip to Ireland in July of 1997 cost a total 
of $32,543 for the trip, including airfares, Platinum- and 
Gold-room-accommodations packages, the fund dinner, football 
game tickets, a $12,500 payment to the Ireland Institute, and 
additional dinners for $510; two Irish travel agencies for 
additional hotel accommodations, $10,086; and an American 
Express corporate credit account totaling $22,914 in connection 
with one of these trips. Additional trips to China, back to 
Ireland and Florida again. Several thousand dollars involved in 
every one of these trips, I might add. Vice president's birthday 
party totaling $1,850; gifts to employees; catering charges; 
Christmas parties; University Club, $37,654. 

According to the confidential report, the fiscal year 1995, the 
credit charges, just credit charges, ran $20,000; in 1996, 
$100,000; in 1997, $248,000; and in 1998, $599,000. The total 
for the employees and the expenses that were incurred from 
1995 to 1998 in those various areas for the president and 
vice president were $977,000. 

I would like to just conclude with some recommendations 
that brought about the legislation that you are being asked to 
vote for this afternoon. 

"The Partnership and DCED should institute," quote, they 
said, "policies prohibiting employment by Ben Franklin Centers 
of immediate members of families of Center employees. Board 
members, vendors, grantees and employees of government 
agencies that manage or participate in programs conducted by 
the Centers. 

"The Partnership and DCED should prohibit the Centers 
from contracting for goods, equipment andlor services with 
businesses owned by Board members or in which they have a 
substantial interest. 

"The Partnership and DCED should prohibit grants from 
state funds to be made to businesses owned by members of the 
Boards of Directors of Ben Franklin Centers or their immediate 
families or businesses in which they or their families have a 
substantial interest." 

And finally, "The Partnership and DCED should prohibit the 
Centers from using state funds, directly or indirectly, to pay for 
services of lobbyists." 

With that and a lot, lot more that is in this report, which I 
said I would share with any of you members that are interested 
in- If you are interested in good government, if you are 
interested in a code of ethics- And we just last night approved 
the budget allocation for this year's budget for this new 'rr) 
$en Franklin Technology Development Authority, which this 
legislation will now implement. They will have at their disposal 
a total of $56,397,000. Do you want checks and balances? 
Do you want good government? Then vote for this amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Columbia County, 

Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The Ben Franklin program has been a flagship program for 

our State for over 15 years. Thanks to the efforts of 
Representative Rick Geist and Representative Tom Murphy 
some 15 or more years ago, they set up this program, which has 
become a nationally recognized program. 

About 4 years ago, I had the opportunity to be out in 
California, in Silicon Valley, and I was so pleased when they 
said that they established their State's technology program after 
our statewide Ben Franklin program. We are nationally 
recognized. 

There are four centers across the State, and in the past 
16 years that they have been in place or so, we have had 
one black eye, and that was out in Pittsburgh about 4 years ago. 
Just so people know, there is a statewide board, and then each of 
the individual centers has their own local board, where almost 
all of the decisions are made at that level to benefit businesses 'If 
in that area. About 3 or 4 years ago, we had the problem with 
the Pittsburgh center because of two individuals that were in an 
executive position with that center. When that came to light, 
the statewide board and DCED immediately went into 
an investigatory mode, and Attorney General Corbett did a 
long report, looking at what happened in regard to those 
two individuals. Those two individuals at this point are under 
Federal criminal investigation because of postal violations and a 
variety of other things, but when Mr. Corbett issued his report 
and recommendations, I am glad that our statewide board and 
DCED followed through with them. One of the first things we 
did was eliminate that board. That board in that Ben Franklin 
Center is no longer in existence. 

From the ashes of that entity, Innovation Works was created. 
Innovation Works is a product of Pitt and Duquesne and the 
universities out in that area, with a lot of support from the 
business and economic development community in Pittsburgh. 
They have completely new leadership, a new board. There is no 
one on that board that was on there 4 years ago. And I am 
pleased that that Innovation Works program has been extremely 
well received in the Pittsburgh area and very effective. 

The Casey report that was referred to here came along after 
the statewide board went ahead and eliminated the problem. So 
I am pleased, again, that at this point all four centers are up and 
operational and doing great work here in Pennsylvania. 

There are problems with this amendment, and there are 
specifically two problems that I would like to bring out. 

One is, according to the wording in this amendment, no one 
can sit on that board and be involved with any of the funding or 
grants or any other relationship with that center. Here is where 
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the problem is created: If you support Penn State, if you support 
Pitt, if you support Lehigh University, if you support the 

"- University of Pennsylvania, those four institutions now have a 
problem in that they can no longer be involved or affiliated with 
those Ben Franklin Centers. For instance, State College and 
Lehigh University host those centers. They would not be able to 
do that under this amendment, because they currently have 
people that sit on those boards, and it is very important that they 
have people sit on those boards to help them out. As a result of 
that, Lehigh University and Penn State University and Pitt and 
Duquesne and the University of Penn all are opposed to this 
language. It would take them out of the Ben Franklin Centers 
that they have been involved with for over 15 years. 

Second, it would say that you would now have to go out to 
potential board members and say, we want you as being a leader 
in technology to sit on our board, but you, anyone involved with 
your company, or any affiliate of your company cannot for the 
next 6 years have any relationship with the Ben Franklin Center, 
period; nothing. How are we going to go out and attract 
businesses and people who are a part of that business and say to 
them, for the next 6 years you can have nothing to do with 
one of the greatest nationally recognized tech programs in the 
country? That is not going to result in effective membership on 
the board. 

The maker of this amendment is concerned with self-dealing. 
Well, let me tell you, I looked at numbers for the last 2 years, 
and out of the four centers, there have been over 350 grants 
given out to private companies during that period, and less than 

. 5 went to board members; out of over 350 awards over the past 
2 years, less than 5 went to board members. So there are places 
and procedures in place to protect against any self-dealing. 

As a result of the situation in Pittsburgh, we adopt a 
statewide "Code of Ethics and Disclosure of Financial Interests" 
that was signed off by the Attorney General, Mike Fisher. It 
says, "Ben Franklin Technology Partners personnel, contractors, 
and members of the Boards of Directors of the Centers are 
required to complete the Ben FranklidIRC Code of Ethics 
forms annually. Members of the Boards.. .are also required to 
complete and sign a standardized Financial Interest Disclosure 
Statement annually." 

They are obligated to follow the ethics statement and the 
ethics procedures in place by this adrmnistration. They cannot 
participate in any of the decisionmaking process. They cannot 
be present and make a vote at the time that any sort of grant is 
offered. 

We have put policies and procedures in place so that what 
happened out in Pittsburgh, thanks to two folks, again, that were 
immediately fired and that are under Federal criminal 
investigation, will never happen again, and I am proud to say 
that what resulted out in Pittsburgh with Innovation Works has 
been a tremendous facility. 

So if you are proud of the Ben Franklin program like I am, 
are proud of the efforts that we have done in regard to 
technology, I would urge you to vote "no" on this amendment. 

- 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
tleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, 7 Mr. Geist. 

.J I 
b 1 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
A long time ago, Representative Tom Murphy and myself, 

who at that time were members of the MILRITE (Make 
Industry and Labor Right in Today's Economy) Council, 
together with organized labor, the chamber of commerce, the 
House and the Senate, and Governor Thornburgh's Office, put 
together an idea, and that idea was to take commercible ideas, 
use the power of our universities and all the resources that we 
could muster, and bring those commercible ideas to market 
rapidly. We called it the advanced technology job-creation biI1, 
and Dr. Walter Plosila, then with Governor Thornburgh, came 
up with the idea of calling it the Ben Franklin Partnership. 
It is the most copied economic development program in the 
United States, and it is the envy of many States. 

This amendment, as well meaning as it is, is not needed, and 
let me give you an example. 

In some of the technologies where we have Centers of 
Excellence, the people who review the competitive projects are 
the experts. If we wanted to go out and put together boards of 
review to review brain surgeons, we would certainly want other 
brain surgeons to do that. The Ben Franklin boards have put 
together volunteers of experts who do a fantastic job of creating 
projects that succeed, and if you go by the audit of jobs created, 
all the way down the line, Ben Franklin has been fantastically 
successful. As the father of that program, I take a very personal 
interest in it. 

Representative Gordner did an excellent job of why we 
should vote against this amendment. I stand on this side of the 
aisle, and I ask you to also vote against it. If it is not broken, do 
not fix it, and it is working now, and it is working very, very 
well. I urge a "no" vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Jefferson County, 
Mr. Smith. 

Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to concur with the previous speaker and 

urge the members to vote "no" on this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Michlovic. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman stand for interrogation, the maker of the 

amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates that he 

will. You may proceed. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Is anything in this amendment, 

Mr. Speaker, to take money away from the four programs across 
the State? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. No, it does not. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. The restrictions on partners in the 

decisionmaking process on the board, does that in any way 
restrict members of universities from sitting on that board, 
members of academic institutions across the State? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Only if the university is directly 
taking funds or there are programs in which they are directly 
benefiting, but there are, remember, if I may, 4 boards and less 
than 100 people. What do we have, 12 million people in this 
State, and you are telling me that we cannot find enough people 
to sit on these boards in our major urban areas that do not have 
conflicts of interest? 
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Mr. MICHLOVIC. To your knowledge, are there currently 
any such programs where the universities or colleges are 
benefiting directly from grants from the Ben Franklin? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. I think it was alluded to by one of the 
previous speakers that there may be somewhere in the 
neighborhood of approximately 5 percent of the total of what 
they have in the total funding stream, so it is not a large amount, 
but it is there. 

But I think, if I may, sir, you know as well as I do, from what 
went on out in the western part of the State, that having a policy 
- and there was a policy, and there is a policy, and there is a 
new policy - does not have the same effect as a statute. We 
operate under law, not policy. Each one of us in this chamber 
operates under the State Code of Ethics. We are accountable 
for our actions, and we can in fact be prosecuted. That is the 
bottom line with what we are saying here. 

I am sorry to go on, but I think it had to be added for the 
record. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am finished with my interrogation. I would like to say a 

few words. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I carefully read and reread this amendment and was 

prepared, given some warnings fiom various institutions back 
home that it was going to take money, it was going to restrict 
their flexibility, but fkankly, I do not see much wrong with the 
amendment. In fact, I am going to support the amendment, and 
here is why. 

When we say those people volunteer for the boards, let us 
make sure they are volunteers; let us make sure they are not 
partners or trustees or board members in some companies. And 
we did have that problem in western Pennsylvania, and I am 
sure that has been a problem elsewhere, where there was a tight, 
little cadre of people who knew one another's projects, knew 
one another's technology, and that is what they funded. It was 
not business people in your district and mine. It was a little 
university circle, and it really did not get out to the business 
community as best, I think, it should have. 

I think that this amendment is a statement on behalf of this 
legislature, on behalf of the State, saying, look, if you are going 
to be a volunteer, be a volunteer; do not be a recipient. And that 
is what board members are supposed to be in any nonprofit. 
I am on nonprofit boards where they ask for a statement saying, 
do you have any particular interest in the business that we are 
about to do? And I list whether I have relatives that work for the 
organization, et cetera. That ought to be the same kind of 
standards we keep here, and even more so, because it is State 
dollars funneled down through. So I think that that is good. 

And I really like another part of this amendment. I really like 
the part of the amendment that says, do not use the State money 
to come back and ask me for more money; do not use the State 
money to hire a contract lobbyist to come back down here and 
say, we need more money, and let us, you know, send it on 
down the trough. I think that is a good part of this amendment, 
too. 

So I am going to support the amendment. I cannot read 
anythmg in there that is all that offensive, and I think it is a 
strong statement, one, that volunteers ought to be volunteers, 
and they ought to be doing the work - if they volunteer to do it 
- they ought to do the work in an impartial fashion; and 

secondly, that they ought not use that money to come back here 
and ask for even more money. 

So I am going to support the amendment, and I urge other 
members to do as well. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom Allegheny County, 
Mr. Frankel. 

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also rise in opposition and want to echo the comments of a 

couple of the previous speakers on this amendment. 
While that report that the maker of the amendment quoted 

from is completely accurate and an embarrassment, I do not 
think we should confuse the fact that things have changed, and 
there are some problems, I thmk, with this amendment. People 
who are going to be part of this board need to fill the same 
financial disclosure and ethics statements that we do as 
legislators and other people on public boards, but there is a 
difference here, because I think one of the issues that you deal 
with in the high-tech community, which I am familiar with in 
the city of Pittsburgh, which is growing and burgeoning, is that 
you have a lot of cross-fertilization, where you have a lot of 
people that we are trying to encourage to become venture 
capitalists, to invest in some of these emerging companies, to sit 
on their boards, to mentor them, to be part of their 
organizations, and they have the ability to recuse themselves if 
they sit on this board and there is a conflict of interest that 
should be made public, and I think many of us have been in 
similar situations where we have had to recuse ourselves when 
there might be a conflict of interest on a board we sit on or 
even here in this legislature. But the fact of the matter is that 
the high-tech community, while growing, needs a lot of 
cross-fertilization both in terms of how it raises its money 
through venture capital and how it gets its expertise from 
different people and mentors these small, young companies that 
Innovation Works and the Ben Franklin Partnership are working 
with. 

So I think that this legislation is somewhat of an 
overreaction. I think it has the capacity to handcuff what its 
initial intent is in terms of trying to foster a growing high-tech 
environment in our communities across this State. And while 
there were some serious, very serious problems in the western 
region, they have been addressed, and those responsible are 
going to be punished, and I think everybody has been 
admonished about future behavior in this respect, and I would 
hate to handcuff this organization's future and its ability to 
really be an effective economic development team. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Gordner, desire recognition for the 
second time? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, to respond to a previous speaker, in 

section 10(b), the third clause, it states very clearly that an 
employee of another entity such as a college cannot serve on the 
board and then have that college or university obtain any sort of 
contract or other financial interest. I can tell you that the number 
I gave you about the number of grants given out over the past 
2 years and less than five going to private individuals, private 
individuals, but I can tell you that if you want the numbers that 
involve universities, there are hundreds of thousands of dollars 
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from each of those Ben Franklin Centers that go to Lehigh, 
Penn State, the University of Penn, Pitt, and Duquesne. This 
would stop that money from going to those universities. Let me 
be very clear about that. 

Second, another comment made by a previous speaker about 
Commonwealth moneys being used for lobbying activities, 
I can tell you right now that there is no Commonwealth money 
being used by the Ben Franklin Centers for lobbying purposes. 
The problem with this amendment is that it not only includes 
moneys directly received from the Commonwealth, but it says 
all other moneys, such as fees for services, cash reserves, 
interest, return on depreciation. Any income that the 
Ben Franklin Centers generate on their own cannot be used for 
any lobbying services. So under the current situation, they do 
not use any State dollars to come back and lobby us but they do 
use other outside income. This would stop that. It would say, no 
income whatsoever could be used for any lobbying purposes, 
and that is not right. 

Let me lastly say that when the situation occurred out 
in Pittsburgh, the four members of the statewide board of 
directors were myself, Representative Charles Dent, 
Senator Charles Lemmond, and Senator Costa, and it was great 
at that time to have Senator Costa on the board, because he 
obviously was aware of what was going on out in Pittsburgh 
and the problems. And with Senator Costa's leadershp, we 
made short order of making sure that that situation was taken 
care of, the board was dissolved, the executives were gone, and 
a new entity with Pitt and Duquesne and some other economic 
development groups out in Pittsburgh was put in its place. That 
was a legacy that Senator Costa left while he was on the board 
at that time, and I always will remember his leadership on that 
issue in righting that wrong. 

I again ask you to defeat this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone, desire recognition for 

the second time? The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 

interrogate Representative Gordner, and then I would like to 
make a comment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Gordner, 
indicates that he will stand for interrogation. 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Mr. Speaker, I know that you have 
served on the Ben Franklin Board for a number of years and that 
you served during the scandals in the Pittsburgh Ben Franklin 
Center. Therefore, I would assume that you are familiar with the 
investigation into that situation. Is that correct? 

Mr. GORDNER. I am most familiar with the Corbett 
investigation. That was the fust, and that was the one that 
created the solutions. The Casey one came after the fact. 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Did you read the Casey report, sir? 
Mr. GORDNER. I read parts of it. 
Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Did you read the 14 

recommendations by Auditor General Robert P. Casey, Jr.? 
Mr. GORDNER. I did at the time, yes. 
Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. CALTAGIRONE. The recommendations, sir- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, 

Mr. Caltagirone, suspend. 
The gentleman, Mr. Gordner. 

Mr. GORDNER. Probably at this point I have answered the 
best that I can answer in regard, and I made my comments, so I 
probably will not stand for interrogation anymore. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Interrogation of a witness or of a member is to relate to 
information that one does not have, to obtain that type of 
information. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone, desire to finish 
comments for the second time? 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Yes. I would like to- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. CALTAGIRONE. --expand for the benefit and the 

edification of the Representative that that amendment that 
you have before you came directly from Auditor General 
Robert P. Casey, Jr.; 4 of his 14 recommendations. I did not pull 
it out of the air. It came directly from his book and his audit. 

None of the 14 recommendations of Auditor General 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., has been implemented, as has been 
suggested. He has suggested, and I have taken him up on that 
suggestion. Auditor General Robert P. Casey, Jr.; 4 of his 
14 recommendations have been crafted into that amendment 
that you have before you. 

Auditor General Robert P. Casey, Jr.; I would ask you to 
please consider his recommendation from his report, dated 
March 25,1999. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones Godshall Melio Steil 
Blaum Haluska Michlovic Sturla 
Caltagirone Horsey Pistella Trich 
Casorio Kirkland Robinson Watson 
Cohen, M. Lawless Santoni Wright 
Cruz Levdansky Scrimenti Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovib: 
Buxton 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Hanna 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
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Cappelli 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lynch 

Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Sather 

Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

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

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

amended? 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Kenney, for the purpose of a 
motion. 

Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I make a motion to susvend the rules to offer an amendment, 

amendment A32 12, Mr. speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 

Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 

George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchiion 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Rwney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Eachus Steelman 

NOT VOTING-5 

COY Evans, D. Roebuck Wojnaroski 
curry 

Belardi McIlhimey Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petmca Ruffig Tangretti 
Mann 

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. 

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

amended? 

Mr. KENNEY offered the following amendment No. I MftZ:  

Amend See. 4, page 4, line 17, by striking out "Seven" and 
inserting 

Six 
Amend Sec. 4, page 4, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 

(9) One representative from organized labor to be 
appointed by the Governor. 
Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 28, by striking out "(9)" and inserting 

(10) 
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Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 30, by striking out "(10)" and 
inserting - (11) 

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 27, by striking out "and (9)" and 
inserting 

, (9) and (1 0) 

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

Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kemey 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Mr. Speaker, this is an agreed-to amendment. It adds 
one representative of the Ben Franklin Technology Board which 
would be from organized labor, and that appointment would be 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Kenney. 
Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

made by the Governor. 
I ask the members to support the amendment. 

~ e ~ e e &  Leh ~ainaio Zimmerman 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson Zug 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. WRDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just like we did yesterday with the Industrial Resource 

Center Board, I would support this amendment. Currently on 
the Ben FranklidIRC Board, there is a member of organized 
labor. When this legislation was drafted, that member was 
inadvertently left off. This replaces one of the many business 
people with a person fiom labor. 

I would support this amendment and would ask all of my 
colleagues to support it as well. 

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

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argll 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gamon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 

Donatucci Lewis Sather 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Ryan, 
Egolf Lynch Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

Belardi McIlhinney Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 
Mann 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
-ng 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bamu 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Shittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL--HOUSE JUNE 2 1 

4 

Cappelli Harhart Nickol Travaglio 
Casorio Harper O'Brien Trello 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Trich 
Civera Hemessey Pallone Tulli 
Clark Herman Perzel Vance 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Veon 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Vitali 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Walko 
Coleman Hutchinson Pfppy wansacz 
Comell Jadlowiec Plstella Washington 
Conigan James Preston Waters 
Costa Josephs Raymond Watson 
COY Kaiser Readshaw Williams, C. 
Crelghton Keller Rieger Williams, J. 
Cruz Kenney Roberts Wilt 
CW Kirkland Robinson Wogan 
Dailey Krebs Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Daley LaGrotta Rohrer Wright 
Dally Laughlin Rooney Yewcic 
DeLuca Lawless Ross Youngblood 
Demody Lederer Rubley Yudichak 
DeWeese Leh Sainato Zimmerman 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz. Samuelson Zug 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather 

Lucyk Schroder Eachus RY an, 
Egolf Lynch Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Belardi Mcllhinney Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 
Mann 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the af fmt ive ,  the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  
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. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 268 BY Representatives JAMES, BLAUM, 
WASHINGTON, LAWLESS, L. 1. COHEN, MYERS, 
LESCOVITZ, ROBINSON, M. COHEN, CURRY, 
STEELMAN, ROONEY, PRESTON, BISHOP, J. WILLIAMS, 
JOSEPHS, BEBKO-JONES, ROEBUCK, WATERS, 
HORSEY, O L m R ,  CRUZ, YOUNGBLOOD, TEIOMAS and 
MANDERINO 

A Resolution directing the Judiciary Committee or a subcommittee 
)r task force to  hold public hearings and report on the incidence of 
.acial profiling in this Commonwealth. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 2 1,2001. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 673, 
PN 2368, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED SENATE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives by amending said amendments to SB 816, 
PN 1232. 

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

CONSIDERATION OF HB 59 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to page 7 of 
today's calendar, HB 59. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

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

Mr. VITALI. For interrogation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whom does the gentleman 

desire to interrogate? 
VITALI. Some representative of the bill. Perhaps the 

chairman of the committee where the bill came out or some 
other person who feels capable of speaking on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, the 
bill came out of Rules. If the gentleman is curious about the 
content, I am sure the bill is on the screen. 

Mr. VITALI. The lady from Montgomery County, does she 
feel capable of explaining the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, I 
believe the gentleman, Mr. Kenney, will stand for interrogation. 

Mr. KENNEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. VITALI. This, as I understand it, is the Crown Cork 

issue. Mr. Speaker, is that correct? 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. Speaker, the language "Crown Cork" is 

not in the bill, but it is being referred to as the Crown Cork 
legislation. 

~ r .  VITALI. ~ r .  speaker, I have received some brief 
lobbying from both sides, and I just feel a need of more debate 
before I make a decision. 

I am wondering if you could state exactly what this bill will 
do -how it will change existing law; what the impact might be 
on the Pennsylvania corporation in question; the impact it might 
have on Pennsylvania plaintiffs who have been injured in 
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asbestos-related matters, out-of-State plaintiffs. I am trying to 

- get a sense for what this legislation is going to do. 
Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I appreciate the 

question. 
Mr. Speaker, Crown Cork & Seal, as the gentleman 

referenced, is one of the companies, I guess you could say, that 
falls under the guise of this asbestos liability legislation, and let 
me tell the story. 

Crown Cork is located in my legislative district, about 
400 jobs. They have about 1,000 jobs throughout the State. This 
legislation will not only help protect the 1,000 working families 
that are employed there but also the 2,500 additional retirees 
that live in Pennsylvania. 

But here is the story. Crown being probably one of the few 
Fortune 500 companies left in Philadelphia, I think we all know 
the history. It is a good company and is in the manufacturing of 
bottle caps, boxes, and crowns for cans. In 1963 they purchased 
a bottle company who had a subsidiary to it that had an asbestos 
business. Not being interested in the asbestos business, they 
sold that piece off within 93 days of purchasing this bottle 
company. So they seIl that piece off, not being in the asbestos 
business, honored the contracts that were in place that had to be 
satisfied within 93 days. 

Here we come several years later. Since 1999 they have been 
hit with about $238 million in lawsuits, which they have paid 
out. I mean, they have paid out $238 million in claims against 
the company, out of pocket, because never being in the asbestos 
business, they did not have asbestos liability insurance because 

- they were not in the business. But those that have seen fit, when 
you sue on the asbestos liability issue, you sue everyone that has 
ever created asbestos or had anydung to do with asbestos, and 
Crown has become one of the targets like so many others. 

So what happens is, Crown now has been dhastated. We 
threaten not only the 1,000 employees in Crown; we not only 
threaten the pensions and the health-care funds of the retirees, 
and Crown's issue is, they were never in the asbestos business. 
They had a company for 93 days that they got rid of, and they 
are looking for some relief, saying they should only be held 
liable, you know, to the value of that asset when they held it. So 
it is really an issue of the merger. This is into merger law, so 
when they merged this company with Crown in 1963, you 
know, they think they should be limited to that liability of the 
value of that company. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. Now, the one question I have as I listen 
to this, and it does clearly involve one company for the most 
part, and I find myself listening to one side and hearing one 
argument and the other side, hearing another argument, and the 
impression I got is, I am sort of acting as a judge, trying to 
decide this case, and then it occurs to me, why are we as a 
legislature acting as a judge in this as opposed to simply letting 
the courts deal with this one particular case? Is that setting a bad 
precedent? 

Mr. KENNEY. You know, I mean, to answer the question, 
we legislate corporate law. This is about corporate law, and that 
is what we are doing. The courts go by the law. So I mean, what 

.- Crown is asking for and those companies that fall under the 
same definition is, you know, relief, because they were never in 
the asbestos business. So we are saying, why not limit them to 

t that 93-day period of the value of that company. They never 
manufactured asbestos. They did not think they had to buy 
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insurance because they were not in that business. I mean, they 
did not buy asbestos liability insurance. 

So we see a wrong, and companies like Crown believe there 
is a wrong being done to them. It is devastating the company. It 
is devastating their stock and their bond ratings. They come to 
the legislature to correct wrongs, and I think that is why they, 
like so many other companies, day in and day out, come to the 
legislature to correct wrongs, and they think this is a wrong, and 
I agree with them. 

Mr. VITALI. Well, I mean, my concern, and again, this is 
not really a question that I am expecting a response to, but the-  

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, if 
the gentleman desires to interrogate Mr. Kenney, he should do 
so. If not, would you complete your interrogation and make 
your comments on the bill. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Lobbyists for the Trial Lawyers, they seem to dispute the 

contention of lobbyists for the Crown Cork people with regard 
to the period of ownership of the company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, 
suspend. 

Mr. Vitali, the purpose of interrogation is to obtain 
information from the other member, not to engage in a debate 
about the philosophy of it- 

Mr. VITALI. And I understand that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. --such as the last question. 
Mr. VITALI. I understand that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman limit his 

questions to that. 
Mr. VITALI. That is what I am trying to do. What I am 

trying to do is to bring up the question of the issue of the length 
of the ownership of this company, and I am just doing that 
perhaps in a roundabout way by showing the dispute between 
the two factions who have been providing us with information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I would assume that the 
gentleman could do that very easily by just asking that question 
directly. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. VITALI. Please discuss, Mr. Speaker, if you would, the 
dispute surrounding the length of ownership and the contention 
of both sides, if you could. 

Mr. KENNEY. Let me go back to 1963. Crown Cork & Seal, 
being the world leader in packaging, went out to purchase 
another bottling company. When they purchased that company, 
there was a subsidiary of this company that had manufactured 
asbestos. When they purchased it, they were no longer 
manufacturing asbestos. Crown took the bottling company, 
honored the contracts that were still left by the asbestos 
company, Mlled those contracts, did not manufacture 
anything; they were not manufacturing anything when they 
bought it, and within 93 days, all those contracts were satisfied 
and sold. So now here they come, I think actually in 1966, they 
are sitting there with, I believe, the stock from this now defunct 
corporation that they purchased. So they said, what do you do? 
You have to merge that stock into something. So they take the 
95 percent stock and merge it into Crown Cork & Seal, and that 
is where you get into this ownership question. 

Does that help you? 
Mr. VITALI. A little bit. Thank you. 
Another issue that has been raised - and perhaps you can 

help me understand it a little better - it is my understanding that 
if this legislation is passed, then it would only preclude 
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Pennsylvania claimants from making claims against 
Crown Cork but would not preclude out-of-State claimants, 
because we do not have the authority, Pennsylvania legislation 
does not have the authority to preclude them, so it would in 
effect put Pennsylvania plaintiffs at a disadvantage relative to 
out-of-State claimants? 

Mr. KENNEY. To answer that, we believe that is not true. 
So getting back to your issue of what will the courts look to to 
make that decision on whether plaintiffs or whoever else does 
have a justified claim that would be upheld by the courts, that is 
why we are asking that that merger acquisition law be changed 
and redefined. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. Thank you. That concludes my 
interrogation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I believe this entire matter needs some 

edification. 
I am certainly knowledgeable that anyone that comes 

from a certain district and a problem like this occurs, you would 
want to step up to the plate and try to resolve it in the 
General Assembly, but I believe I would be remiss if I did not 
say this at the start. This matter involves people that have been 
harmed at the workplace. This involves compensation. This 
involves a matter of individuals placed in a disabled medical 
condition through no fault of their own. You and I and our 
loved ones and our neighbors and our relatives, unfortunately, 
from time to time receive a debilitation, and we do not know 
why that has happened. We do not know why there are those of 
us that unfortunately come up with carcinomas and tumors and 
tuberculosis and anythmg that can render a decent human being 
to the degree that they become disabled. 

But I do not really know if a lot of you that have never been 
involved with it understand what lung disease is all about. Now, 
I would not expect many city people to know much about 
pneumoconiosis, but coming fiom a coal mine area like I do, 
I was hoping that maybe tonight when the tobacco bill is put 
before us, if I could, Mr. Speaker, that they would have some 
degree of alleviation, for the fact is that hundreds and hundreds 
of my people have tried to get pneumoconiosis payments, which 
is commonly known as black lung, only to be told by the 
medical practitioners and the A readers and the B readers that 
your condition had come about by smoking. So I thought if a 
tobacco bill came before us, I was going to stand up and try to 
put an amendment in and say, well, you know, if we were 
denied pneumoconiosis benefits, black lung benefits, simply 
because some medical practitioner insists that our disability 
came about because of smoking, then we ought to use the 
tobacco money to bail out these people that have been turned 
down, who legitimately were harmed at their place of 
employment and the fact that coal dust had impregnated their 
lung fields and rendered them disabled, simply because the 
opacities that are inside their lungs prevented them fiom even 
walking on the level, much less walking uphill. 

Now, I know we are not talking about black lung; we are 
talking about a division of either silicosis or "cottonosis," which 
we have a program in the State of Pennsylvania that supposedly 
takes care of that. Now, for those of you that think, whether the 

company is held responsible or the company is alleviated from 
their degree of responsibility, that an individual simply walks up 
to a department and says, look, I have been harmed and I have a 
lung disease and I want paid for it, I have got news for you: If 
you had your choice of being paid for those that have received 
entitlements to the degree of those who have been turned down 
in entitlements, you better take the side of those, because there 
are nine times more turned down than there are that receive an 
entitlement of benefits as far as the silicosis program. 

I do not know how many of you understand what it is that as 
you breathe, you think it is your last breath, that the fact 
remains, you have been harmed at the workplace because of 
either coal dust or rock dust or cotton dust or whatever the fact 
remains, and in this case, from a company where the individual 
says they are not responsible. So, Mr. Speaker, if the company 
is not responsible, maybe we should not buy insurance. We 
should simply come to the General Assembly and say, hey, 
look, we have only been in this situation for 90 days or 
100 days, so why should we be responsible? Let us come to the 
General Assembly, and let us alleviate our responsibility of 
payment. 

Now, the attorneys in this hall know better than I that it is not 
easy to get a compensation award and a lot tougher to get one 
where there is a lung disease, because it simply does not just fall 
off the shelf. It is a situation that is very difficult to prove. 

Now, the gentleman says, look, we need an alleviation, and I 
agree that they should come down and try to do something, but I 
want to remind this General Assembly - and if you are 
interested, I would hope you would listen - because the State of 
Ohio said, you cannot, whether it is a day or 90 days, relieve the 
responsibility that is sewn upon you when you own that 
company and you employ people in that type of work; Ohio, the 
courts of Ohio, said, you are responsible. And so for those that 
say, we do not live in Ohio, let me tell you, the State of 
New York, the higher court said the same thing; you are indeed 
responsible for that liability. 

So now we are not going to go to the courts in Pennsylvania; 
we are going to go to the legislature in Pennsylvania to usurp 
the authority of the higher court that is going to get this 
eventually anyway. And so I say to you, ask your attorneys; ask 
your medical practitioners. This is just not like falling off the 
couch and getting an award. There are more people turned down 
in regard to lung disease than get an entitlement, but the truth of 
the matter is, if a company is liable, then no matter how difficult 
it is, then the company ought to be made responsible for their 
obligation to meet that compensation award that should benefit 
the employee. After all, it was the General Assembly that put 
the compensation law into our being in the statutes of 
Pennsylvania and our Commonwealth. 

So if in fact that one day years ago, before many of us came 
in here, somebody said that whenever you are at the workplace 
and a result of that employment brings about a deterioration of 
your health or your well-being, then the company has to be 
responsible. Now, that is why, Mr. Speaker, for those that feel 
that the insurance costs are too great, is why we also in the 
Genera1 Assembly created the SWIF, the State Workmen's 
Insurance Fund, so we can make sure that the employers that 
you work for duly and legitimately have a coverage, so just in 
case you are harmed at the workplace, you can get a benefit that 
you are entitled to, because we in the General Assembly said 
that. We in the General Assembly said, no working men and 
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women shall be harmed in any manner at the workplace where 
they are not compensated for that damage. - And so here we are at this late hour, probably on the last day 
of the summer session, saying we are going to relieve the 
responsibility of a company because we do not want to put them 
out of business. We do not want to put anybody out of business, 
but why do we want to put these people out of business that 
have been harmed and for years will be coming forth after this 
damage occurs? 

And I want to remind all of you that I am not a practitioner. 
I have got family members that are doctors. I know nothing 
about the medical field. But I do know this, that a lung disease 
is progressive; what you have today worsens as the days go on. 
If you do not believe that, talk to someone that has it. 

I believe we ought to vote "no" on this amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
returns to leaves of absence and recognizes the majority whip, 
Mr. Smith, who requests a leave of absence for the gentleman 
from Cumberland County, Mr. GABIG. Without objection, 
leave will be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 59 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs, will the 
House concur in the Senate amendments as amended by the 
House? 

On that question, the Chair recognizes the lady from 
Montgomery County, Ms. Williams. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the sponsor of this 

amendment or this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Kenney, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. KENNEY. I am ready. Thank you. 
Ms. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have some concerns about this bill, Mr. Speaker. How 

many people will be impacted if we go ahead and exempt 
Crown Cork & Seal? How will they be impacted? How many 
people who are suffering with asbestosis will not be able to get 
medical help? 

Mr. KENNEY. Let me best answer that. I do not know the 
answer. But this legislation does not prevent an injured worker 
from going to the courts and seeking a judgment. 

And if you do not mind, to the gentleman, Mr. George, I 
agree with everydung he said; the responsible party should pay. 
No one has stood and voted in this legislature more often than I 
have for injured workers and for working men and women 
throughout Pennsylvania. I am saying, but when you have a - company, like a Crown, that is only being subjected to lawsuits 
because of a merger law - it has nothing to do with 
manufacturing asbestos; it has to do with merger law - then I 
think that should be corrected, because they are not the 
responsible party here. 

And to the gentlelady from Montgomery County, I would 

sued. I mean, Crown is not sitting out there all by itself. I mean, 
there are other companies being sued on asbestos claims. So, 
I mean, you know, it is still going on and still will happen. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. So you do not know though. What you are 
saying, Mr. Speaker, is that the people fiom the small company 
who may have been infected by asbestosis or related illnesses 
have to go back to this company that is no longer in existence, 
that is no longer a company, to try to recover costs to help them 
with their illness. 

I Mr. KENNEY. The majority of these lawsuits have multiple 
defendants. So, you know, there is more than one defendant in 
most of these cases. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. So you cannot tell me exactly what the 
effect, if we pass this bill, will be on how many people. You do ' not know that. 

Mr. KENNEY. Yes. From information, I am going to tell 
you that there are about 1,000 claims in Pennsylvania, and about 
5 1 of those claims are viable suits. Now, that is- 

Ms. WILLIAMS. And those claims, should they be filed and 
agreed upon, would bankrupt this company - only those claims. 
What about the claims from the other people who were affected 
in the other States? Can they come to Pennsylvania now and 
will they not be able to have their claims? 

Mr. KENNEY. Yes. And let me just answer one of your 
previous questions. You asked about, I think you asked, those 
that worked for this small company. Those that sue used this 
product somewhere wherever the product was sold. I mean, so, 
number one, it is not the employees of this small company that 
is now bankrupt looking for relief. 

And the next question-- And let m e  There are 
approximately 110,000 claims throughout the country where 
Crown Cork & Seal is one of many companies named as the 
defendant. So there are still 110,000 claims out there against 
Crown Cork & Seal that this legislation does not impact. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. And so what this legislation would do 
would be to protect those 100,000 claims, protect Crown Cork 
& Seal from these 100,000 claims. 

Mr. KENNEY. Yes. This will change the merger law to say 
that Crown Cork & Seal is liable for the value of that small 
company they owned for that short period of time, for 93 days, 
which is valued at $6 million to $7 million. That is what they 
would be liable for, $6 million or $7 million in claims. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. Do we know if Crown Cork & Seal has 
offered to settle any of these claims? 

Mr. KENNEY. Crown Cork & Seal has probably, I think, 
settled almost every claim against them, and I will repeat, since 
1999 they have paid almost $238 million out of pocket - out of 
pocket, not insurance that would have protected them; out of 
pocket - on these claims. So they have been honoring and been 
responsible in honoring those claims. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that. I know we 
have been reading about the problems that Crown Cork & Seal 
has been having. Do we know that other lawsuits brought to 
other jurisdictions in this matter that Crown Cork & Seal may 
be involved in in other States will not bankrupt them anyway? 

Mr. KENNEY. Let us use since 1999, using that same 
example, about $138 million of those claims have been filed by 
Texas plaintiffs. So we believe the courts will look, so if they 
file claims in Texas against, say, Crown and whomever else, 
that they will then look to the Pennsylvania merger law to 

say this: You know, there are still 51 other comp&ies being 
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define what that liability is, and that is what we are trying to do 
here. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. And is there a reason to believe that the 
courts then in Texas or in other jurisdictions will follow the 
Pennsylvania law? 

Mr. KENNEY. You would hope sometimes it is going to 
work and sometimes it is not. I mean, that is hard to tell. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. It is a very difficult decision, Mr. Speaker. 
Crown Cork & Seal has been a very good employer in 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the lady desire 
recognition on the question? 

Ms. WILLIAMS. Yes; I would like to speak on the question 
now. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is in order and may 
proceed. 

Ms. WILLIAMS. It is a very difficult decision. 
Crown Cork & Seal has been a very good employer. It is a 
concern to me that we are doing a special exception for one 
company, and I will be listening very carefully to the rest of the 
debate. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York County, 

Mr. Nickol. 
Mr. NICKOL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am not an attorney. I do not pretend to know the legal 

intricacies of litigation. There are many people here on the floor 
with a much better background of that than I have. 

I do know the Representative fiom Clearfield County talked 
about the victims of asbestosis. I do know the tragedy of cancer. 
My father-in-law, we suspect, had asbestosis. He had worked 
around asbestos as an electrician for a power company for many 
years. He was also a 40-year smoker and was right near 
TMI (Three Mile Island) when the incident occurred back in the 
late seventies. So it is difficult to tell what finally killed him. 

To me it would seem that there is some common sense, 
though, that would seem to dictate that any company involved 
with asbestos should bear a fair share of the burden for 
asbestos-related illnesses and deaths based on their level 
of involvement. And to think the gentleman from 
Philadelphia spoke very well with regard to the level of 
Crown Cork & Seal's involvement with asbestos. It occurred 
back in 1963. Crown Cork & Seal is a container manufacturer. 
They sought to purchase a company that I understand was a 
bottle cap plant, and as part of that acquisition of the bottle cap 
plant, they acquired an interest in a f m  that dealt with asbestos. 
They put the firm on the market, and within 93 days they sold it. 
With that sale, now here 38 years later we are here dealing with 
this legislation. 

This proposal, I feel, does set forth an appropriate limit of 
liability for Crown Cork & Seal. I think the fair market value of 
that company that they acquired back in 1963 to me is fair. It 
makes a lot of sense rather than going fiom company to 
company draining all their assets, killing jobs and putting the 
companies into bankruptcy, and then moving on to the next 
victim. 

This legislation, as I said, makes sense to me. It also makes 
sense to the 75 employees at Crown Cork & Seal who live in 
my district. They have good jobs. The company itself is a good 
supporter of the community. They pay taxes, and I think we 

should limit their liability at what is fair and appropriate. I feel 
this legislation does that, and I urge the members' support for it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the & 

gentleman. 
For the information of the members, we have listed to speak 

in this order the lady, Ms. Mundy; the gentleman, Mr. Blaum; 
the lady, Mrs. Lederer; the gentleman, Mr. Cohen; and then the 
gentleman, Mr. Belfanti. 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Luzerne County, 
Ms. Mundy. 

Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to the Senate amendments, and I do so 

with some hesitation because I come from the manufacturing 
community. For the 10 years before I was elected, I helped run a 
manufacturing facility, and I understand how devastating 
product liability lawsuits can be to a good company who meant 
no harm and who only wants to provide good jobs with good 
wages and be a good member of the community. 

I also have a lot of feeling for the people who have been 
injured by the asbestos, but I would urge us all to look at the 
bigger picture here. The issue is, I believe, product liability and 
successor liability specifically, and we should not be making 
statewide public policy on those issues one company at a time. 
It is simply not appropriate to be standing here and discussing 
each and every company in Pennsylvania, or more specifically, 
this one company, Crown Cork & Seal, and how we can change 
the law to benefit one Pennsylvania company. If there are 
changes needed in the product liability laws, let us deal with 
them. If there are changes needed in the successor liability 
issue, let us deal with it. hid+* 

But I would suggest to you that because of the lawsuits that 
have been filed against this company in other States, all we 
would be doing by this piece of legislation is hurting 
Pennsylvania's workers. We are not going to be able to save this 
company through this legislation if those other lawsuits in other 
States are successful. All we are going to be doing is hurting 
Pennsylvania people who worked in good faith for a company 
and did not know that they were putting themselves at risk. That 
is not right. 

Somebody said, and I believe it was one of the previous 
speakers from Philadelphia, that we are hoping that the judges 
in other States will look at our merger law that we are now 
going to change and say, oh, well, maybe we should not apply 
product liability to this company. Well, I have never heard of a 
law like this being retroactive. Have you? That makes no sense 
to me at all; no sense at all that this would be retroactive and 
that any judge in any State would look at a law made today in 
relationship to this case. What utter nonsense. 

So the truth is that this bill cannot save this company, can 
only hurt people in Pennsylvania who have legitimate claims 
and legitimate injuries, and we should not be making public 
policy on product liability one company at a time. 

So, please, let us keep in mind the big picture here. We can 
feel badly for Crown Cork & Seal, but we should not be doing 
this piece of legislation this way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne County, 

-? 
Mr. Blaum. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose concwrence. 



200 1 LEGISLATIVE J O U R N M O U S E  1605 
1 

In the time that I have been here in the House of 
Representatives, I have never seen a piece of legislation come to 
us such as this. It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, that this company 
purchased another company which manufactured and installed 
asbestos. It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, that this company sold the 
installation part of that company. It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, that 
Crown Cork kept and folded into their company the 
manufacturing of the asbestos part of that purchase, and to this 
day, from what I understand, still holds on to it, no longer 
manufactures asbestos but they folded that company into theirs. 
They sold off the installation arm of the asbestos company, 
retained the manufacturing arm of the asbestos company, folded 
it into their own, and now that was and still is part of the 
company. 

Mr. Speaker, there are lawsuits now for injured 
people against the asbestos companies - estimated almost 
1,000 Pennsylvanians who are seeking to be made whole in 
some way, shape, or form. Courts in other States have said 
Crown Cork cannot escape responsibility because they retained 
that manufacturing part of that asbestos company they bought 
and in 93 days only sold off the installation part. So the people 
in Ohio will be okay who were injured by asbestos; the people 
in Texas will be okay who were injured by asbestos; the people 
in every other State will be okay who were injured by asbestos. 

If this law passes - and I hope you all talk to your Senators, 
because the votes are not there over in the other chamber fiom 
what I understand - but if this passes, it is only Pennsylvania 
workers; it is only the almost 1,000 Pennsylvania workers who 

- would not be able to recover or would not have this company 
available to be held responsible. 

Mr. Speaker, everyone makes good and bad decisions. If this 
company made a decision to purchase an asbestos company, it 
made it. Now it is time to be responsible for that decision. If an 
individual, as we have seen in previous legislation come before 
this House, if an individual makes a bad decision, there are bills 
introduced to garnish that person's wages. If this company made 
a bad decision, so be it, but this bill is only going to hurt injured 
Pennsylvanians, and if we do it today for Crown Cork, who will 
be knocking on our door tomorrow? What company is going to 
be knocking with a serious problem who made a bad business 
decision? Who is going to knock on our door tomorrow to ask 
for some kind of protection? 

If there is a company, and I am sure there are in your 
individual districts - think to yourself - if there is a company in 
your district who made a bad business decision and now came 
running to the House and the Senate and the Governor for 
protection, do you think we would be talking about your 
company today? I do not think so. I do not think your bill would 
even get to the floor of the House, nor should this one, 
Mr. Speaker. This should not be here. 

This is about nearly 1,000 Pennsylvanians who are seeking 
some kind of redress for their injury that asbestos causes. 
Everybody else outside of Pennsylvania, courts are now ruling 
that this company cannot escape responsibility for them. 
It is only trying to escape responsibility for the people in 

- Pennsylvania who have been injured. That is not fair, 
Mr. Speaker; that is not fair. 

I think it is very important. I think there are serious 
constitutional questions with this bill. I doubt that it passes any 
kind of constitutional muster, because it is special legislation, 
but, Mr. Speaker, for that, because of the fact that we set a 

I dangerous precedent in inviting each and every business in 
Pennsylvania who makes a bad business decision to come here 
and ask us to undo it, that is not what we are here for; that is not 
what we are here for, Mr. Speaker, and I ask for a negative vote. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, 
Mrs. Lederer. 

Mrs. LEDERER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to tell my colleagues a little bit about the background 

of Crown Cork & Seal. Crown began back in the 1930s as 
Connelly Containers company and grew into one of the largest 
can companies in the world. They operate in some 30 nations, 
and a few years ago they needed to build an international 
headquarters and a larger plant. They decided to keep their plant 
in Philadelphia and to build their international headquarters 
there. They chose to be loyal to their employees and to 
Pennsylvania, and talking about employees, Representative 
Nick01 has 150 jobs in his district. Representative Shaner- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the lady suspend. 
Will the lady refrain from mentioning members' names. 

The Chair thanks the lady. 
Mrs. LEDERER. All right. 
Five of our members together have 1,000 jobs in their 

districts. 
I think we need to support Crown Cork & Seal. I think we 

need to pay attention and hold on to Pennsylvania companies. 
We cannot afford to let our companies leave this State. We are 
losing too many manufacturing jobs. 

I urge, I strongly urge, a "yes" vote on this bill. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 

Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in Mr. Vitali's interrogation of Mr. Kenney, 

I think the key statement of Mr. Kenney was that nothing 
in this bill mentions Crown Cork & Seal. That is correct; 
nothing in this bill mentions Crown Cork & Seal. What this bill 
does is create a brand-new legal principle aimed at helping 
Crown Cork & Seal. That principle, which applies across the 
board to every company in Pennsylvania, is that no company if 
sold to another can be held responsible for asbestos liabilities in 
excess of its assets. 

Now, we do not know at thls point how many companies 
in Pennsylvania would benefit from this legislation, but 
in all likelihood there will be other companies besides 
Crown Cork & Seal, that now that we have created this 
brand-new legal principle, will be carefully studying to see 
whether or not this new legal principle applies to them. 

In addition, there will be other companies who will get other 
ideas. Why should nonasbestos liabilities be allowed to be 
greater than a company's assets? Why should a company have 
to be sold to another company in order to have the benefit of the 
principle that liabilities shall not exceed assets? When you or I 
get in a car and drive down the street, we can be sued for more 
than our assets if we get into an accident. If we many a person 
who incurs tremendous debts for any reason, we can be sued in 
excess of our assets. There is no legal principle in effect now 
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that anybody, a person or a corporation, cannot be sued in 
excess of their assets. 

This is a very, very radical change in Pennsylvania law. It is 
a change that certainly would limit the amount of credit that 
would be extended to corporations if this becomes law and if 
other similar laws are passed. Loans are made to corporations 
because corporations are ongoing affairs, and what their assets 
may be at any given date may be much lower than they will be 
at some future date, and credit worthiness depends not only on 
what the assets are today but what the assets may be in the 
future . 

This is a very bad piece of legislation. It is very, very broad 
in effect. It is far broader in effect than Crown Cork & Seal. 
Crown Cork & Seal has created a new legal principle to benefit 
itself in ongoing litigation, but Crown Cork & Seal is not the 
only company in this State that would benefit from this 
legislation. There are 1,000 people suing Crown Cork & Seal 
who, if this legislation got through and was held to be 
constitutional, would lose their benefits. There are countless 
thousands of other people who would lose their benefits from 
other corporations in this State who would also seek protection 
under this provision. This is a very bad attempt to tailor a 
general principle for a specific corporation. 

I would urge a "no" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Northumberland 

County, Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, 

Pennsylvania was beset by worker injury cases, especially in the 
mining and the railroad industries, and many of these plaintiffs 
had great difficulty in obtaining any compensation whatsoever 
for their injuries due to an imbalance of power between 
employer and employee. 

But Pennsylvania was the home of Francis Bolen, reporter of 
the frrst Restatement of Torts, and he was the leading advocate 
of what we now know as the Workers' Compensation Act. He 
drafted Pennsylvania's original Workers' Compensation Act 
and served as counsel on the first Workers' Compensation 
Board. According to Bolen, the worker, like the machinery or 
the raw materials in a plant, is only one element of the input that 
leads to the mutually beneficial exchange between employer 
and customer, and because of Francis Bolen, victims who are 
injured on the workplace are provided compensation for losses 
and defendants are then supplied with incentives to improve the 
workplace and for future care of their employees. 

The problem we are discussing today in the context of HB 59 
is really not based on tort law at all; it is not based on workers' 
compensation. It is, rather, based on the complexities of modem 
corporate organizations. Through mergers and acquisitions, it 
sometimes happens that the party who posed the original risk 
resulting in a tort claim has left the scene and years later the 
present holder of the title of the corporation and its shareholders 
must, under Pennsylvania law, pay the damages for the tort. 

Now, this may be unfortunate, and I feel for Crown Cork and 
its 1,000 Pennsylvania employees, and I am willing to sit down 
with Mr. Taylor, with any other member of the Senate who is 
concerned about this corporation, and do what the 
Representative from Luzeme, the gentlelady, Ms. Mundy, 
suggested and look at laws, changes in laws that would deal 

with successor employer, et cetera, but because of the brunt and 
the complexities of modem corporate structures, should or 
should not the corporation bear the consequences of these 
sophisticated business ventures in which they enter with the 
advice of an army of attorneys and financial advisers, as did 
Crown Cork when they acquired the company that 
manufactured asbestos? 

To stand here today and limit an injured worker's action 
because of a misguided, short-lived acquisition by an employer 
is shifting or placing the burden in the absolute wrong place - 
on the back of the injured worker, on the back of that employee 
with asbestosis or with cancer - and it is morally wrong and 
certainly should not be a principle embraced by this House. 

The amendment that was added to HE3 59 fails to include the 
limitation of the insurance coverage that might be available in 
the calculation of their assets. It is a very special favor to one 
company that does nothing to shield them from liability from 
injured workers from the other 49 States. 

It is important to remember that the courts in other States 
recently, including Ohio and Washington, have rejected this 
same attempt by Crown Cork. They made arguments in court 
attempting to relieve themselves of due process in the courts in 
Ohio and Washington, and in both of those instances, the State 
courts rejected their claim that they should be somehow exempt 
because of this paper transfer that lasted some 60 days. They 
decided that the injured claimants were to be afforded the 
opportunity to be fairly compensated, and under the provisions 
of this act, the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Blaum, made 
mention that it will only be the 1.000 Pennsylvania workers I 

who will be left out in the cold if this bill is adopted. 
Also, I would like people to remember that asbestos-related e g  

diseases are slow killers. They take 10, 20, 30 years to manifest 
themselves in forms of cancer, asbestosis, or other killing 
diseases. Workers who were exposed 20 years ago are often 
unaware that they presently have the disease. They will find out 
sooner or later if they do. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the main reason I rise is because a few of 
the previous speakers talked about the merits of this bill based 
upon its constitutionality, and, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
suggest that Article I, section 26, of the Pennsylvania % 
Constitution provides that the Commonwealth cannot deny to 
any person a civil suit nor discriminate against any person in the 
exercise of a civil suit. In the context of this bill, Crown will 
have accomplished that by, one, denying Pennsylvania residents 
the right of redress or to sue for redress for their injuries. Two, 
it discriminates in favor of one or perhaps several other 
companies against others. Three, it results in Ohio and 
Washington plaintiffs being able to sue Crown but Pennsylvania 
residents will not be allowed to. Four, obligation to treat 
everyone equally or to have another rational basis for favoring 
one person, i.e., Crown, over another. Fifth, Pennsylvania 
plaintiffs will be able to sue other nonresidents of Pennsylvania 
but not a resident of this State. Article I, section 26, of the 
Pennsylvania Constitution will be violated. But that is not all. 

The constitutional guarantee of the right to redress in the 
court system and the right to fair compensation for one's 
injuries are contained in Article 1, section 2, of the a 
Pennsylvania Constitution. And there is even more, a third 
article of the Pennsylvania Constitution. 

The retroactive nature of this bill is unconstitutional under 
Article 1, section 17, of the Pennsylvania Constitution. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. BELFANTI. Mr. Speaker, before I make my motion, 
I have a point of parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
point. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In addition to the three articles of the Pennsylvania 

Constitution that I mentioned would be violated with the 
adoption of HB 59, there are two due process articles of the 
United States Constitution that I believe are also being violated 
or would be violated with the adoption of this bill with the 
amendment contained therein. 

Would it be proper for me to make one motion mixing both 
the Pennsylvania and U.S. constitutional questions or should I 
frame my motion to challenge the constitutionality of the 
Pennsylvania Constitution separately and apart from a motion to 
challenge the constitutionality of the U.S. Constitution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed 
with one motion. 

Mr. BELFANTI. To cover both the Pennsylvania and the 
U.S. Constitutions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER I 
Mr. BELFANTI. Well, then there are two other 

constitutional questions before us. The due process implications 
that are replete in this legislation are also violations of the 
5th through the 14th Amendments of the U.S. Constitution as 
are the equal protection implications that are contained in the 
amendment. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, on the grounds of at least three 
Pennsylvania articles and two U.S. articles of the Constitution, I 
challenge HE3 59 on the grounds of constitutionality. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, 
raises the point of order that HB 59 is unconstitutional. 

The Speaker, under rule 4, is required to submit questions 
affecting the constitutionality of a bill to the House for decision, 
which the Chair now does. 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Can I just be at ease for one moment, 
.Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman repeat the sections of the 
C~nstitution that he is citing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, 
will .you repeat the sections that you have cited? 

0.n the question of constitutionality, the Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, Mr. Perzel. 

MI'. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, fmt off, it is constitutional. 
Everyone is available to due process. We have not violated 
anyolle's rights. Everyone in the bill is treated exactly the same. 

under the section of redress and fair compensation, we do 
not limit the ability to sue. People can still sue. We have limited 

the amount that they can actually collect under the lawsuits, 
Mr. Speaker, and it is not retroactive. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I support Bob Belfanti's reading of the obvious 

words of the State and Federal Constitutions. The right to sue 
does not mean anything if you cannot win. A lawsuit is just a 
piece of paper if it does not produce any results. 

Crown Cork & Seal has already paid out either the amount of 
money that this law says is the cap or they are very shortly 
going to hit that. So if somebody files a lawsuit, the first thing 
that will happen is there will be a discussion of whether 
Crown Cork & Seal has paid out the assets, a sum of money 
equal to the assets of this corporation that they took over. So a 
person simply is not going to be able to win any money, and the 
fact that you can file a piece of paper and sue, yeah, you can 
file; you, I, anybody can. You can go to any court in this nation 
and file a piece of paper suing anybody for any amount of 
money, but the reason people generally hire lawyers is they not 
only want to file lawsuits, they want to get some redress that is 
meaningful, and this takes away the ability of anybody to get 
meaningful redress. 

We are breaking people into categories. People who have 
already filed suit and won have already reached fair settlements 
with Crown Cork & Seal, and people who have not gotten in 
under this already are now going to be shut out because the 
amount of money will be determined to have been exceeded, 
that whatever the value of the company that Crown Cork & Seal 
bought, whatever the value is or the court will determine that 
company is, that amount has already been paid out, and in 
discussions, the advocates for this legislation say that 
Crown Cork & Seal has already paid out the amount of money 
equal to what the value is. Now, the courts have to, under this 
legislation, the courts have to finally determine that that is true, 
but once the courts determine that Crown Cork & Seal has paid 
out the amount of money equal to the value of the company, 
then anybody, of course, can sue for any reason they want but it 
is not going to mean anythmg; there is not going to be any 
redress. In just allowing these people to file a meaningless piece 
of paper is not to do them any good. 

Now, this is a clear violation of the equal protection, due 
process provisions of the Federal Constitution, and in addition, 
it is a violation of the State constitutional provisions that are 
very, very specific banning the cutting off of access to the 
courts of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Belfanti is to be commended for this very, very good 
motion. He is absolutely right on the law. I urge a "no" vote for 
the unconstitutionality of this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, you still have the right to sue. We did not take 

that away from anybody. But in law you can sue a company that 
is bankrupt, but once it is bankrupt, you do not get anything else 
from the company, Mr. Speaker. We did not limit anybody's 
right to sue. We limited the amount of money that would be 
paid out in future lawsuits. That is what we did, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, on the question of 
constitutionality. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I made very specific references to the 

provisions of the Constitution. I do not think that anyone in here 
is being fooled, that one short, brief answer that we believe the 
matter to be constitutional is going to fool anyone, but let me at 
least review just one of the articles, Article 1, section 26, of the 
Pennsylvania Constitution. It provides that the Commonwealth 
cannot deny to any person any civil right nor discriminate 
against any person in the exercise of a civil right. That is just 
one of the provisions. In this particular bill we are denying 
Pennsylvania citizens, only Pennsylvania residents, the benefit 
of the right to obtain redress through a lawsuit for their injuries. 
We do not deny that right to residents of 49 other States, only to 
Pennsylvania residents. That is a violation of a civil right. 

We discriminate in favor of one company against all other 
companies in this Commonwealth, all other companies, unless 
we let two or three more in through the back door a year or two 
h m  now, but as of now, this legislation discriminates against 
every company in everyone's districts for the benefit of one 
single company. Again, that is a civil right violation against all 
of the other Pennsylvania companies out there. 

The Ohio and Washington court cases are on point on two 
violations of the Federal Constitution if they would have 
allowed relief for Crown Cork, and those cases are on the 
docket. 

The obligation to treat everyone equally and to have a 
rational basis for favoring one person over another is very 
obvious. Now, Pennsylvania residents will be able to sue other 
nonresidents of Pennsylvania but not a resident of Pennsylvania. 
The Annenberg case is on point, and I have only gone through 
the process of one of five probable and very likely violations. I 
believe all five will stand up in court as striking down this 
legislation on the grounds of constitutionality. Due process is 
another. Equal protection, as I mentioned, is in both the Federal 
and the State Constitutions. 

Article I, section 2, gives a right to a remedy, not just a right 
to sue. So for the gentleman from Philadelphia to say we are not 
taking away the right to sue, I do not care. As Mr. Cohen 
indicated, if we remove the right to a remedy, the right to sue is 
just a joke; it is just a fraud. 

Mr. Speaker, once again I ask the members to find the 
provisions of HB 59 to be unconstitutional, both on the Federal 
and the State levels. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Those voting "aye" will vote to declare the bill to be 
constitutional; those voting "no" will vote to declare the bill to 
be unconstitutional. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Evans, J. Maitland Sather 
Allen Feese Major Schuler 

Argall 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Cappelli 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Egolf 

Baker, J. 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Costa 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Fairchild 

Belardi 
Colafella 
Gabig 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Fichter 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hennessey 
Horsey 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Lynch 

Diven 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickea 
P~PPY Raymond 

Rieger 
Roberts 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Manderino 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rwney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Schroder 
Smith, B. 
Solobay 

NOT VOTING2 

Mann Reinard 
McIlhinney Ruffmg 
Petrarca 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, S. H. 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Striamatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
S u m  
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the questio~y 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality 6f 
the bill was sustained. , 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Barley. 
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Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

.- Mr. Speaker, I am certainly not an expert in this area as it 
relates to the law, but if we apply a little bit of common sense 
and we look at just some basic business principles and some of 
the things that we have been attempting to accomplish and I 
think we have accomplished in Pennsylvania, we have been 
attempting to make Pennsylvania a bit more attractive for 
business; we have been attempting to do things that have been 
fair to the business community, and as we look at what we are 
doing here ths  evening for a company that for only 63 days 
owned a division or acquired a division that at the time did not 
even manufacture asbestos while they owned it, that actually 
took place prior to their ownership and it is 37 or 38 years ago 
when it happened, at a time when asbestos was an accepted 
material, an approved material for insulation. 

Now, there is a world-renowned company located in the 
district that I represent, a name that is familiar with probably 
every member in this House, Armstrong World Industries, 
Incorporated, a company that I believe it was 12 or 13 years ago 
we passed legislation to stave off a hostile takeover, and 
I guess that was at least somewhat successful, but that was just 
a tiny, tiny problem compared to what finally frnished 
Armstrong World Industries, and that is what we are attempting 
to prevent from this company, Crown Cork & Seal. We are 
attempting to prevent the death knell, the final demise, to take 
place in that company. 

Now, Armstrong World Industries - and I am using this just 
by example because I think it compares to what is happening 

- with Crown Cork & Seal - they finally had to declare 
bankruptcy. Now, there are at least 2,000 employees just in the 
Lancaster area alone. Their jobs are very much in jeopardy. 
There are thousands and thousands of retirees throughout the 
Commonwealth. Some of their retirement programs are in 
jeopardy. Many of the retirees have stock options and hold 
stock in the company. The company was always a good solid 
company. Well, guess what? At one time the stock was $90, like 
about a year and a half ago. Today it is a little more than $1 S O .  
It is all because of asbestos suits that finally ruined this 
world-renowned company, and that is what we are attempting to 
prevent with Crown Cork & Seal. 

Now, what has it done to the community? It is not only about 
the 2,000 or so direct jobs; it is about the support industry. We 
have heard today from the Representative from York County 
and other areas of the State. One of the Representatives from 
Philadelphia mentioned the 1,000 employees that are employed 
directly in the Commonwealth and throughout the 
Commonwealth. No one has spoken about all of the spin-off 
jobs that are involved. There is a service industry that surrounds 
this company, as a service industry that surrounds Arxnstrong 
World Industries. I am seeing some of those companies. I am 
seeing them fmthand. 

A local printing company. Now, they print - this is by way 
of example - they do the advertising for Armstrong World 
Industries. Their company is almost thrown into bankruptcy. 
They are attempting to stave it off, but that is just one little 
example. That is what is happening and will continue to happen 
if we allow this company to go down the drain. Do you know 
what? It may be the corner restaurant; it could be the deli where 
the workers go to lunch. Think of the hundreds and hundreds of 
additionaI support industry jobs. 

I think the legislation that we are dealing with here this 
evening is very fair; it is very reasonable, and it is certainly well 
balanced. I think it is a glaring example of why we need real tort 
reform. We have heard some members in the discussion of this 
throughout the process indicating, no, we should not do this 
because we should do, quote, "real tort reform." Well, in our 
caucus I referred to this as tort light, and maybe that is what it 
is, and if we do not have the courage to do tort light, we are 
certainly not going to have the courage to do the so-called real 
tort reform. 

I think it is time that we, you know, get on with the program, 
save this company. I have given you some examples of how a 
company such as Armstrong World Industries has been 
devastated, a world-renowned company devastated because of 
asbestos lawsuits. Do not allow it to happen to another company 
that is a good corporate citizen, a company that has really done 
a good job of dealing with their employees, paylng their 
employees well, and I am sure taking care of their retirees also. 

Let us save this company and do the right thing and support 
this legislation this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Union County, 
Mr. Fairchild. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
First, I would like to follow up a little bit on the gentleman 

from Lancaster County. You know, I do not disagree with the 
gentleman from Lancaster County. He is right. What about that 
ink manufacturer, that printing company? They are not in this 
legislation; they are not in this legislation. It is for one 
company. 

I believe we need tort reform in ths  Commonwealth. I have 
always believed that way, but by doing what we are doing 
tonight, if we continue on this track, what we are going to do is 
have- You know, there are no strangers here. We all know we 
have two of the best and most powerful lobbying firms right 
outside those doors for this company that is asking for this 
legislation. Now, that happens a lot, but a lot of times you do 
not see two of the most powefil, but why are they there? They 
are there for one reason and one company. I would love if there 
were more lobbyists out there for all the companies in 
Pennsylvania, the ink company that the gentleman from 
Lancaster County talked about. 

When I go around my district and talk to indrviduals and 
companies and I say, what are your concerns, they tell me, most 
of the time they tell me, the top three, it is liability and tort 
reform. When I go home from here today or tonight or 
tomorrow, they are going to ask me, what did you do for me on 
tort and liability reform? Guess what I am going to tell them? 
Not a darn thing. Because this does nothing for them, unless it 
might be one of those companies that would fall into this 
provision which nobody knows about. 

We are being asked to pass a bill tonight that could have 
some very, very dangerous provisions in it. Let me ask you, 
how many companies are provided for in this bill? No one 
knows. No one has been able to tell that. I do not want to go 
back to my district, look my workers in the eye, and say, I do 
not know whether you are affected here or not; I do not know 
whether they are going to cut off your benefits; I do not know 
whether they are going to take away your right to sue. 
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The point I am making is, this is not the way to achieve 
meaninghl tort reform. If we keep piecemealing it one 
company at a time, only those that can afford those most 
powerful lobbyists, we are never going to get it done. 

The lady from Luzerne County, she hit the nail on the head. 
We need liability reform, but we need reform that is fair for the 
worker, fair for the employer, and fair for everyone in 
Pennsylvania. I am sorry this does not meet these tests, and I am 
going to vote against it. 

I want to say that there is nothing against this company 
personally. I am sure they are a very good company. I am sure 
they have and hire very good employees. It is just simply not 
the right way to go. We are going backwards. If anybody wants 
to bet a half a year's salary or a year's salary that we do not 
have meaningful tort reform in the next 12 months or 
24 months, come over and see me. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette County, 
Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of HB 59, and I rise because I listened to a 

lot of the different speakers, and I think when it comes to the 
facts on this particular matter, there are an awful lot of 
contradictions, and I am sure that everyone here has heard from 
both sides when it comes to the lobbyists who have come to our 
offices. So I think we all know or we all have our own feeling 
about what the real facts are, but there certainly were a lot of 
contradictions that were mentioned this evening, and that is why 
I wanted to rise. 

Someone previously said that there were 1,000 claims in 
Pennsylvania, and I do not know that that is accurate. I have 
asked for names and numbers of claims because I am concerned 
about the people that are affected. So I think that was a 
misnomer. 

I know there are several thousand employees in Pennsylvania 
that are employed by this company, and in fact, 300 of those 
employees are in my district. Crown Cork & Seal has a plant in 
Come11sville, Pennsylvania, and I am very concerned about 
those 300 employees, and I am very concerned about what 
happens if this company goes under. 

Now, no more than a week ago Crown Cork & Seal at the 
Connellsville plant signed a contract with the union there, and I 
think it is a decent contract. I think they hope to employ those 
people for a long time, and I am hoping that this legislation will 
help them stay employed for a long time. Their jobs are what is 
most important to me, and I am hopeful that their jobs will be 
important to you, but we do not have just one plant in 
Connellsville or in Pennsylvania. We have several plants and 
we have several thousand employees whose jobs are at stake. 

I will tell you that I will stand, I will stand tall for the right of 
a person to sue someone who has a liability or who is liable for 
damages. I will continue to do that, but this bill, this bill does 
not only apply to Crown Cork & Seal; this bill applies to other 
companies, as was mentioned by previous speakers, and so 
therefore, we keep talking about Crown Cork & Seal, but it goes 
beyond just one company. 

Now, another thing that I want to mention is that this bill 
does not totally eliminate a person's right to sue. From what I 
understand, it only limits that liability to the value of the 
company. 

So I am asking for a "yes" vote on HI3 59. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Warren County, 4 
Mr. Lynch. 

Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Kenney, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, you are the maker of this 

amendment, and I apologize because I was a little late getting to 
the floor when this debate started and I was conhsed, because I 
looked at the board and I thought that we were doing 
concurrence on a Senate vote. Now, you are the maker of the 
amendment. How did this occur? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, 
Mr. Kenney, suspend. 

The gentleman, Mr. Lynch, for your information, it is 
concurrence in Senate amendments as amended by the House. 

Mr. LYNCH. Okay. Amended in Rules. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I heard the comment made that this was good business, 

this is good business to do. Well, I know a little bit 
about that. Before I came here, I was an officer of a 
quarter-of-a-billion-dollar corporation. I know what it is to be 
part of a team to lun a large corporation. This is not good 
business. 

Somebody on the other side of the aisle said that this was a 
bad decision this company made. It was a bad decision. I will d 
tell you something else about that bad decision. That bad 
decision was not made last week; it was not made last month. It 
was made two or three decades ago, and just now they are 
coming to us, and they are going to be back. If this legislation 
becomes law, whoever is involved is going to be back. Let me 
remind you of two words that will be forever emblazoned on 
our minds, for those people who were here a few years ago - 
Kvaerner shipbuilding. This is no different than the fiasco that 
was created there. 

And I heard the majority leader say that there were no 
limitations, that this is not retroactive. This is retroactive. It 
specifically says that all corporations prior to 5/1/01 shall have 
this limitation. This is retroactive; there is no question about 
that. 

And I am going to say something that I know none of us 
really want to say, and we have been beating around the bush on 
this. We all know that this is what I will call purchase 
legislation. We know who is driving this legislation. We are not 
driving it. Nobody in this House chamber is driving this 
legislation. We know where it is coming from, and I am just 
going to close right now and tell you that this is just something 
that we should not be doing. This is one of the worst pieces of 
legislation I have seen in the 9 years that I have been here. This 
is inherently wrong with what we should be doing here in the 
General Assembly. This is bad governance at its finest. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

4 
gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. McNaughton. 
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Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

- Mr. Speaker, I rise and ask the members not to concur in 
HB 59. 

When this company was purchased back in 1963 by 
Crown Cork & Seal, a major Fortune 500 company, I cannot 
believe in my wildest dreams, I cannot fathom that a 
Fortune 500 company did absolutely zero research into asbestos 
and asbestos products and whether or not the company they 
purchased manufactured and installed asbestos-related products. 
That is beyond my wildest dreams. Obviously, if you are a 
Fortune 500 company, you did that research. Obviously, if you 
are a Fortune 500 company, you made a decision, a conscious 
corporate decision, to roll these two and merge these 
corporations together, knowing that back in the 1940s asbestos 
was related to asbestosis, causing massive health problems - in 
the 1940s. Now, you come here as Crown Cork & Seal and try 
to convince me that, oh, by the way, in 1963 when we rendered 
this decision, we held this company for 90 days and spun it off. 
That is not completely correct. You spun off the installation 
aspect of the company; you merged the other manufacturing 
aspect of the company into Crown Cork & Seal. You own it 
today; you have always owned it. So the only thing you spun off 
in 90 days was the installation aspect. 

I think we need to be fair to all the members here and give all 
the facts about the purchase and the rollover of Mundet into 
Crown Cork & Seal. I cannot understand why, if you are 
coming to me in 2001 and asking me to do something 
retroactive to 1963, that the value is only $6 million. Let us do it 
in 2001 dollars. I mean, if you truly want to do something and 
you want to benefit Pennsylvanians, the workers and the 
plaintiffs, let us do this in 2001 dollars, and if you do it in 2001 
dollars, you are talking $1 12 million, not $6 million. Let us do 
$1 12 million. Let us do something meaningful for the 
employees of Crown Cork & Seal. With this legislation, what 
you in essence do is you limit the potential relief in 
compensation of any Pennsylvanian who has a claim against 
Crown Cork & Seal to $6 million. That is what you do. If you 
are a Texan or you are an Ohioan, you can have an unlimited 
relief, because your judgment is good in Pennsylvania. Not only 
is it good against the $6 million, it is good against the corporate 
assets. Not only is it good against the corporate assets in 
Pennsylvania, it is good against the corporate assets in Oho; it 
is good against the corporate assets in Texas; it is good against 
the corporate assets anywhere else. So what you are doing is 
you are pitting the employees against the corporation. You are 
pitting Pennsylvanians against Pennsylvanians, and you are 
benefiting everyone else in 49 other States. 

I cannot fathom that we would do this to the citizens of 
Pennsylvania. I cannot believe that this bill and this amendment 
has been rolled out on the floor in this way. I think that this bill 
stinks from the first word to the last, and I urge nonconcurrence. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTmW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

# , The SPEAKER. The gentleman fiom Philadelphia county, 
Mr. Cohen, for the second time. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is very, very difficult for us to use legislative 

power to help corporations. Representative Barley gave us the 
example of the help we tried to give -trong in the 

4 

late 1980s. We passed the bill; Wall Street went nuts. We were 
attacked in the Wall Street Journal; we were attacked in the 
New York Times; we were attacked all over the business press 
and the business pages of our nation's newspapers. But we 
passed the bill and we kept Annstrong in business. And then 
something else happened, and Armstrong, which was teetering 
on the verge of going out of business in the late 1980s, went out 
of business as a major force in the late 1990s. So we gave them 
a few years, but the underlying problems of the business still 
were here. 

Now we have another company that is in financial difficulty, 
and we are told, well, just pass a law and help them. And who 
knows whether this legislation is going to do them any real 
good or not, but one thing that we know is it will adversely 
affect the workers who are going to get stuck with very limited 
payments, if any, as a result of their exposure to asbestos. We 
also know there will be an indefinte number of other workers 
who will be adversely affected working for other companies and 
other situations. The benefits are very, very vague and 
ephemeral. 

Every day in this Commonwealth and every day across the 
nation there are companies that are in bankruptcy, and the 
bankruptcy judges work out a reasonable distribution of the 
assets of the company, keeping in mind all the interested parties. 
The creditors are interested parties, the stockholders are 
interested parties, the workers are interested parties, 
management is an interested party, and many, many companies 
faced with a lot of debt come out of bankruptcy because they 
work out fair accommodation of the interests of all parties in the 
Federal bankruptcy courts, and many stock analysts believe that 
it is a good investment. So if you see a company that is publicly 
traded and it is in bankruptcy, many stock analysts recommend 
that you buy the company then, because there is a reasonable 
chance that the company will come out in very, very good 
shape. The fact that a company is threatened with bankruptcy 
does not mean it is going to go out of business; it merely means 
that the distribution of the assets and the claims will be under a 
Federal bankruptcy judge who will make rational decisions fair 
to all parties. 

This is a bad piece of legislation. I think Mr. McNaughton's 
statements, Mr. Fairchild's statements are excellent in terms of 
what the differential effects are. Mr. Belfanti is absolutely right 
in terms of the constitutionality of this legislation. 

I would strongly urge a "no" vote on concurrence. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Kenney. 
Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I certainly 

appreciate everyone's comments. 
I am a nonlawyer also, but I came to the floor today to try to 

help 1,000 Pennsylvania families save their jobs, 2,500 
pensioners save their jobs, and how do we do that? And we 
heard a lot of discussion on this floor that one previous speaker 
said this Crown Cork made asbestos, made insulation. 
Crown Cork & Seal never made asbestos at all -never made it; 
never made it. What we say is Crown or any other company, 
any other this bill applies to all corporate mergers 
prior to May 1, 2001. When the courts look at the merger law, 
they are to go and look at what was the inherited asbestos 
liability at that time, and I am saying to this chamber that the 
inherited asbestos liability at that time should have been the 
value of that company they held for 93 days. They should not be 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL--HOUSE JUNE 2 1 

Lloe' 

allowed to go and attack the assets unless it can be proven that 
they manufactured asbestos sometime later. You can still sue, if 
you can prove that Crown Cork or any other company 
manufactured asbestos; workers have the right and due process 
to go to court. 

So I have heard a lot of talk today. I think some of it, 
Mr. Roberts mentioned some doubletalk. This is about helping 
all companies that face this dilemma. I believe we are doing 
something meaningful for the workers of Crown Cork & Seal. 
We are helping save their jobs. Crown has paid out almost 
$300 million in liability suits, and I just ask that this legislation 
be passed and protect the workers of Crown Cork & Seal and 
any other company throughout Pennsylvania. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Any further remarks before recognizing the leader? The 

gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think that what Representative Kenney said is 

very important. Crown Cork bought Mundet in November of 
1963. They had stopped manufacturing asbestos in the summer 
of 1963 prior to being bought out by Crown Cork & Seal. 
It was said here that they should be making reasonable 
business decisions, not bad business decisions, Mr. Speaker. 
Crown, when it bought Mundet, never made asbestos, 
Mr. Speaker, never made asbestos. It was said that they should 
have been held to a liability standard of about, in today's 
dollars, $1 12 million. If you heard what Representative Kenney 
said, they are up to $300 million, Mr. Speaker, and they have 
put in reserve an additional $420 million for this problem, 
Mr. Speaker, for a product they never, ever, ever manufactured 
or made or installed. When they bought the company, which 
was not making asbestos, they immediately sold off the assets 
of that company and the book, the business book of that 
company, and kept the bottle cap manufacturing portion of the 
company, and in 1966 - and that is where the 3 years comes 
from - they merged the two companies together, the bottle cap 
manufacturing company along with Crown Cork & Seal that 
made soda cans and beer cans. They never made asbestos, yet 
they are up to putting into about $700 million in claims already 
and potential claims of $400 million. 

Now, I say that, Mr. Speaker, because there are a couple 
more points here that are very important. When you read 
through the letter that was passed out by another very powerful 
lobbying operation, it says in here, "In November of 1963, 
Crown Cork acquired Mundet, which installed and 
manufactured asbestos." No; which had, because they already 
stopped making it prior to the sale to Crown Cork & Seal. The 
next portion of the letter, which was given to a lot of you here, it 
says in February of 1964, Crown soid to Baldwin Hill. NO; 
Mundet sold its equipment and its customer list. It was not 
making asbestos. It had not been making asbestos the whole 
time Crown Cork & Seal owned them - never made it while 
they owned it, Mr. Speaker. So the letter that you got was not 
very fair and it was not very accurate, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, I say that because you know whom we have 
missed here? We have missed the people that work at 
Crown Cork & Seal. Representative Evans and Bill Avery, 
the owner, the former CEO (chief executive officer) of 
Crown Cork & Seal, worked together in concert to set up a little 

job-training company called PhAAME (Philadelphia Area 
Accelerated Manufacturing Education, Inc.). PMAME supplies 
the workers to Crown Cork & Seal. Seventy-seven percent of 
the 400 people who have made it through PhAAME are 
African Americans who went to work at Crown Cork, 150 of 
which went to work at Crown Cork & Seal, with an average 
salary of $47,000, Mr. Speaker. They make between $17 an 
hour and $25 an hour, what we all said we believed in, welfare 
to work; let us get people meaningful jobs with a long-term 
chance for advancement, and now we are standing here saying 
we do not want to help the company that never manufactured 
asbestos, but we are saying they have a liability. I feel bad for 
all the people out there, Mr. Speaker, that are suing, but they 
never made the asbestos, not one panel of asbestos, and we are 
saymg, let us help people that have no real recourse, truly, 
against the company that merged them in with themselves, and 
they never made that product. 

We are asking for a little equity, Mr. Speaker. When you 
think about it logically, no, this is not tort reform, Mr. Speaker, 
but it is a very good example of why we do need tort reform in 
Pennsylvania. 

I would urge a "yes" vote for this bill, Mr. Speaker. 

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

the Rules Committee? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS48 

Adolph 
Allen 

Eachus Maher Ross 
Egolf Maitland Rubley 

Argall Feese Major Sather 
Armstrong Fleagle Marsico Schroder 
Baker, M. 
Bard 

Flick McCall Schuler 
Gannon McGeehan Semmel 

Barley Geist Metcalfe Shaner 
B m  Godshall Micozzie Smith, S. H. 

Habay iEzghoff Miller, R. Stem 
Miller, S. Strittmatter 

Birmelin Hennan Nailor Taylor, E. Z. 
Bishop Hershey Nickol Taylor, J. ,!?:z:F Hess O'Brien Trello 

Hutchinson Oliver Tulli 
civera Jadlowiec Perzel Vance 
Clark Kaiser Phillips Watson 

hem  an Keller Pickett Wilt 
Kenney P~PPY Wright 

come11 Lederer Preston Zimmerman 
Comgan Leh Raymond 

:Pighton Lescovitz Rieger 
Lewis Rohrer Ryan, 

DiGimlamo Lucyk Speaker 

NAYS-1 02 

Bakes J. Fichter Markosek Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Forcier Mayemik Steil 
Belfanti Frankel McGill Stetler 
Blaum Freeman McIlhattan Stevenson, R. 
Boyes George McNaughton Stevenson, T. 
Browne Gordner Melio Sturla 

Grucela Michlovic Surra 
Gruitza Mundy Thomas 

Caltagirone Haluska Myers Tigue 
Casorio Hama Pallone Travaglio 
Cawley Harhai Petrone Trich 
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Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

- Costa 
cnu 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 

Harhart 
Harper 
Hennessey 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Manderino 

Pistella 
Readshaw 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Smith, B. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 

Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

NOT VOTING1 

Evans, D. 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhimey Ruffing Tangretti 
Gabig Petrarca 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the amendments as amended by the Rules 
Committee were not concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMl'vlITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Appropriations Committee will meet on 
the declaration of the recess in the Appropriations conference 
room. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barley. Mr. Barley, 
do you have a committee meeting to call? 

Mr. BARLEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I do. 
The SPEAKER. At what- 
Mr. BARLEY. Immediately upon recess, I would like to 

have a meeting of the Appropriations Committee in the 
Appropriations Committee room, 245. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you. 

LABOR RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Flick, do you have a committee 
meeting? 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Since it appears we will not be in session next week, I just 

want the members of the Labor Relations Committee to know 
that we will be meeting on Wednesday, June 27, from 12 to 2, 
to tour some projects that were constructed by the Pennsylvania 
Conservation Corps in York County, and we will also be 

. meeting Thursday, June 28, at 10 a.m. in hearing room 1 to have 
a briefing from the Governor's Office of LaborIManagement 
Cooperation. 

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

Food will be served again tonight in the same places as last 
night. The same arrangements were made for the two caucuses 
and the staff of the caucuses. 

1 DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

1 The SPEAKER. We are going to break now. 1 spoke to the 
Democrat leaders. They want to begin a caucus on tobacco and ' such other matters as are unattended to as of ths  time at 
8 o'clock. 

You should go to the caucus rooms now to get something to 
eat. Be in the caucus room- Democrats, be in your caucus 

I room by 8 o'clock to caucus on materials that we are going to 
vote on later today. 

From the Republican standpoint, we can go down to dinner 
now, and I do not believe - Mr. Argall? - I do not believe there 
is any need for a Republican caucus. Should something happen 
in the meantime, we will call a caucus if need be over the 
intercom system. 

There will be no further votes now until after the recess. 
I expect to come back into session at 9 o'clock. That is allowing 
a 1 -hour caucus period. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Any announcements? Corrections to the 
record? 

Hearing none, this House stands in recess until 9 p.m., unless 
sooner recalled by the Chair or extended by the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILLS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 61, 
PN 434; HB 168, PN 435; and HB 1697, PN 2094, with 
information that the Senate has passed the same without 
amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 597, PN 1099; and SB 877, PN 1237. 
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SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 43, 
PN 2374; HB 186, PN 2164; HB 413, PN 2023; and HB 1431, 
PN 2290, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE I 
AMENDED SENATE BILLS RETURNED 

FOR CONCURRENCE AND 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives by amending said amendments to SB 215, 
PN 1243; SB 379, PN 1244; and SB 793, PN 1245. 

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

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), known as The Borough Code, further providing for specific 
powers of boroughs relating to care and erection of memorials and 
municipal music. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding definitions; further providing for 
penalties for persons who violate pedestrian right-of-way in 
crosswalks; providing for maintenance of certain pedestrian crosswalks 
and for enforcement of summary offenses in State park and forest 
lands; and further providing for snowmobiles and all-terrain vehicles. 

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394), 
known as the Local Tax Collection Law, providing for a basic 
education program for tax collectors. 

An Act providing for optional occupation tax replacement; and 
making a repeal. 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor and the Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources, to grant and convey a sanitary sewer right-of-way 
over certain State land to Penn Township, York County, Pennsylvania. 

An Act providing for the creation, conveyance, acceptance, 
duration and validity of conservation and preservation easements; and 
providing for judicial actions. d 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedures) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for agricultural vandalism; and 
providing for the criminal offense of agricultural crop destruction and 
for relief for agricultural crop destruction. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the 
number of judges of the courts of common pleas in certain judicial 
districts. 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
definitions and for classification of school districts; providing for 
public schools that provide Internet instruction and for national 
assessment tests; further providing for school directors' business 
relations with school district, for management information reports, for 
distressed first class school districts, for instructional equipment, for 
duty to employ qualified professionals, for continuing professional 
development, for proof of residency, for cost of tuition, for 
maintenance of certain exceptional children in approved institutions, Q 
for agricultural education, for funding for charter schools, for financial 
program and reimbursement on payments and for additions to or 
removals from the education empowerment list; providing for the use 
of certain undistributed h d s  and for the dissolution of certain 

J 8 

community colleges; further providing for teachers' and employees' 
retirement plans, for payments on account of pupils enrolled in 

j t 
vocational curriculums, for vocational education equipment grants, for 
community college support and for small district assistance; providing 
for basic education funding for the 2001-2002 school year; further 
providing for payments to intermediate units and temporary assistance 
to school districts losing revenue from reassessments; and providing 
for approved reimbursable annual rental for leases of buildings and 
facilities for charter school use. 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, fUrther providing for assistant county 
solicitors, for the time for the election of controllers in counties of the 
sixth, seventh and eighth classes and for authority to sell or lease 
real properly. 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Secretary of 
Conservation and Natural Resources, to convey to John L. Johnson a 
certain tract of land situate in Grove Township, Cameron County, in 
exchange for a certain tract of land. 

An Act establishing industrial resource centers within the L()' 1 
D e p m e n t  of Community and Economic Development. 
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- An Act amending the act of June 14, 1961 (P.L.324, No.188), 
known as The Library Code, further providing for State library, for 
library trainees and for library resource centers. 

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

BmLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1605, PN 1962 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.3 1, No.21), known 
as the Public Welfare Code, further providing for medical assistance 
payments for institutional care. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 4, PN 1230 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1995 (P.L.170, No.25), 
known as the Pennsylvania Voter Registration Act, further providing 
for definitions and for administrative powers and duties of the 
Department of State; further providing for existing electors and for 
commissions; providing for the Statewide Unifom Registry of 
Electors; and further providing for qualifications to register, for voter 
registration applications, for challenges and for update of registration 
records; and providing for disability. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 483, PN 1225 By Rep. BARLEY 

An Act amending the act of May 20, 1937 (P.L.728, No.193), 
referred to as the Board of Claims Act, further providing for 
compensation for members of the Board of Claims and its hearing 
panels and for the jurisdiction of the hearing panels; and making a 
repeal. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the following 
supplemental report of the Committee on Committees. 

The following report was read: I 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 

COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES 

In the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives 

June 21,2001 

RESOLVED That, 
- Representative Joseph Preston, Allegheny County, is elected a 

member of the Consumer Affairs Committee vice Representative 
David Mayernik resigned. 

Representative Babette Josephs, Philadelphia County, is elected a 
member of the State Government Committee vice Representative 
Joseph Preston resigned. 

Representative Joseph Markosek, Allegheny County, is elected 
a member of the Professional Licensure Committee vice 
Representative David Mayernik resigned. 

Representative Joseph Markosek, Allegheny County, is elected a 
member of the Commerce and Economic Development Committee vice 
Representative David Levdansky resigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Rep. Babette Josephs 
Democratic Chair 
Committee on Committees 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 
Resolution was adopted. 

COMMUMCATIONS FROM 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in receipt of communications 
from the Democratic floor leader, Mr. DeWeese, which the 
clerk will read. 

The following communications were read: 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 

June 21,2001 

Honorable Joseph Preston, Jr. 
PA House of Representatives 
332A South Office Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17 120 

Dear Representative Preston: 

This letter is to inform you of your appointment to serve as 
Democratic Chairman of the House Consumer Affairs Committee, 
replacing Representative Keith McCall, for the remainder of the 
2001-2002 Legislative Sessions of the General Assembly. 

I wish you success in your new endeavors. 

Sincerely, 
H. William DeWeese 
The Minority Leader 

cc: Honorable Matthew J. Ryan 
Honorable Chris Wogan 
Robert Mustin, Executive Director. House Consumer Affairs 

Cmte. 
Susan Brown, Joint State Government Commission 
Kathy Carl, Office of the Chief Clerk 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 

June 21,2001 
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Honorable Babette Josephs 
PA House of Representatives 
109B East Wing 
Harrisburg, PA 17 120 

Dear Representative Josephs: 

This is to inform you of your appointment to serve as the 
Democratic Committee Chairman of the House State Government 
Committee, replacing Representative Joseph Preston, for the remainder 
of the 2001-2002 Legislative Sessions of the General Assembly. 

I wish you success in your new endeavors. 

Sincerely, 
H. William DeWeese 
The Minority Leader 

cc: Honorable Matthew J. Ryan 
Honorable Joseph Preston 
Honorable Paul I. Clymer 
Kathy Carl, Office of the Chief Clerk 
Susan Brown, Joint State Government Cmsn. 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 

June 21,2001 

Honorable Joseph F. Markosek 
PA House of Representatives 
32 East Wing 
Hamsburg, PA 17 120 

Dear Representative Markosek: 

This is to inform you of your appointment to serve as the 
Democratic Chairman of the House Committee on Committees, 
replacing Representative Babette Josephs, for the remainder of the 
2001 -2002 Legislative Sessions of the General Assembly. 

I wish you success in your new endeavors. 

Sincerely, 
H. William DeWeese 
The Minority Leader 

cc: Honorable Matthew J. Ryan 
Honorable Babette Josephs 
Susan Brown, Joint State Government Commission 
Kathy Carl, Office of the Chief Clerk 

VOTE CORRECTION 

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

Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to correct the record, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. ROBERTS. For HB 59 that passed a short while ago, 

I voted in the negative and I would like to be shown as voting in 
the positive. 

JUNE 21 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR F 
LP 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. NICKOL called up HR 266, PN 2371, entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Public Employee Retirement 
Commission to undertake a study relating to the nature of 
Pennsylvania's current defined benefit pension plans versus defined 
contribution plans. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
h s t r o n g  
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Bel fanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdanw 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
RohTer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Sc hroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Sernmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vwn 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wol3an 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING2 

. - Roebuck Williams, J. 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Ruffmg Tangretti 
Gabig Petrarca 

The majority having voted in the affmnative, the question 
was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. SCRIMENTI called up HR 267, PN 2372, entitled: 

A Resolution declaring the month of September 2001 as 
"Pennsylvania Grape Month." 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 9 1 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
CNZ 

C u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
PipPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S m a  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J .  
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Diven Lewis Santoni 
Donatucci Lucyk Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lynch Schroder Speaker 
Egolf 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McI lhinney Ruffing Tangretti 
Gabig Petrarca 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the a f h t i v e  and the resolution was 
adopted. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 869, 
PN 2377, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

I RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

BKLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 43, PN 2374 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act designating a bridge in the City of Johnstown, 
Cambria County, the Frank J. Pasquerilla Bridge; designating a bridge 
on State Route 1017, over the north branch of Tunkhannock Creek, as 
the Nicholson Borough Veterans Memorial Bridge; designating a 
bridge on State Route 33 over the Lehigh River in Northampton 
County as the Gene Hartzell Memorial Bridge; and designating a 
certain bridge in Lancaster County as the Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

RULES. 

HB 186, PN 2164 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, authorizing school districts 
to establish programs for awarding high school diplomas to certain 
military veterans. 

RULES. 
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HB 413, PN 2023 By Rep. PERZEL i HB 59 RECONSIDERED 

An Act amending the act of June 29, 1953 (P.L.304, No.66), 
known as the Vital Statistics Law of 1953, further providing for 
functions of the Department of Health involving birth registration. 

RULES. I 
HB 673, PN 2368 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act authorizing and directing the Department of 

Transportation, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to 
Scranton School District two parcels of land situated in the City of 
Scranton, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing 
the Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, 
to grant and convey to Smithfield Township or its assigns certain lands 
situate in Smithfield Township, Huntingdon County; and making a 
repeal. 

RULES. 

HB 1431, PN 2290 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 

approval of the Governor, to grant and convey the David L. Lawrence 
Convention Center and other interests situate in the City of Pittsburgh, 
Allegheny County, to the Sports and Exhibition Authority. 

RULES. I 
SB 215, PN 1243 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 

Associations) and 54 (Names) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, relating to associations; making revisions, corrections and 
additions; providing for a function of the Department of State; and 
making repeals. 

RULES. I 
SB 379, PN 1244 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 

No.581), known as The Borough Code, changing gender-specific 
references to members of the governing body; further providing 
residency requirements for elective office, for vacancy appointments 
and for compensation of auditors; and making editorial changes. 

RULES. I 
SB 793, PN 1245 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act amending the act of December 13, 1999 (P.L.905, No.57), 

known as the Drought, Orchard and Nursery Indemnity and 
Flood Relief Act, further providing for appropriations. 

RULES. I 
SB 816, PN 1232 By Rep. PERZEL I 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 

42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for assaults with biological agents on animals. 

RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Bard, 
who moves that the vote by which HE3 59, PN 2334, was 
defeated on the 21st day of June be reconsidered. LLP 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair interrupts the vote to return to 
leaves of absence and recognizes the majority whip, who 
requests that the gentleman, Mr. ROHRER, be placed on leave 
for the balance of today's session. Without objection, leave will 
be granted. The Chair hears none. 

RECONSIDERATION MOTION CONTINUED 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 

Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsicn 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nick01 
0' Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Roberts 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

Samuelson 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strinmatter 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belfanti George Melio Thomas 
Blaum Gordner Mundy Travaglio 
Buxton Grucela  MY^ Trich 
Caltagimne Gruitza Pallone Vitali 
Cohen, M. Hanna Readshaw Walko 



Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Tangretti 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg 
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The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

Costa Harhai Rieger Wansacz 
Cruz James Robinson Washington 

. .  Curry Josephs Roebuck Waters 
DeLuca Keller Santoni Williams, C. 
Dermody Kirkland Scrimenti Williams, J. 
Diven Laughlin Solobay Wojnaroski 
Frankel Lederer Steelman Youngblood 
Freeman McGeehan Stur la Yudichak 

NOT VOTING2 

Donatucci Horsey 

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

the Rules Committee? 

Belfanti Freeman McGeehan 
Benninghoff Gannon McGill 
Birmelin Geist McIlhattan 
Bishop Cieorge McNaughton 
Blaum Godshall Melio 
Boyes Gordner Metcalfe 
Browne Grucela Michlovic 
Bunt Gruitza Micouie 
Butkovitz Habay Miller, R. 
Buxton Haluska Miller, S. 
Caltagirone Hanna Mundy 
Cappelli Harhai Nailor 
Casorio Harhart Nickol 
Cawley Harper O'Brien 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Bard. 

-- Ms. BARD. Mr. Speaker, I request that the rules of the 
House be suspended to permit me to make a motion to revert to 
a prior printer's number. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair interrupts the taking of the roll to 
take a request to put the gentleman, Mr. SHANER, on leave for 
the balance of today's session. Without objection, leave is 
granted. 

RULES SUSPENDED CONTINUED 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 83 

~ i v e r a ~  H & ~  Oliver I Clark Hennessey Pallone 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 

Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rublev 

Dermody Leh Sainaio 
DeWeese Lescovitz Samuelson 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Santoni 
Diven Lewis Sather 
Donatucci 

James Myers Steelman 
Kirkland Roberts 

NOT VOTING4 

Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Washington 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

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. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

BILL REVERTED TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

Adolph 
Allen 

.- Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 

Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Bard. 
Ms. BARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that HI? 59 revert to its 

prior printer's number, being 1877. 

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

1 The following roll call was recorded: 
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YEAS1 89 1 Mr. COHEN. The effect of the motion that we iust passed to 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boves 
~ r i w n e  
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DermOdy 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leder er 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIthattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 

' Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
pimy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella Mcllhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

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

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the lady from Montgomery consent to 

interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will. You may 

proceed. 

" - 
revert to a prior printer's number, what is the effect of the 
legislation that was adopted, the Crown Cork & Seal 
legislation? Is that all out of the bill? 

Ms. BARD. Mr. Speaker, the Crown Cork & Seal legislation 
LC) 

was added in the Rules Committee. Reverting to the prior 
printer's number takes this back to the version passed by the 
Senate coming over here for concurrence. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PW 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAY- 

NOT VOTING4 
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- Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. I would like to interrupt the deliberations for 
a moment to recognize Cass Shemck, who is the lady sitting 
directly in front of me from the Legislative Reference Bureau. 
This is her last day of duty, if you will, before retirement. We 
gave her a full day, and the day is not over yet. Cass, would you 
please stand so that we can acknowledge you and thank you. 

Let us not be overappreciative. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kemey , 

Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
0' Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION I NAYS-O 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 916, 
PN 1075, entitled: 

.-. 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the Capital Region 
Economic Development Corporation, on terms acceptable to the 
Department of General Services to be established in an agreement 
of sale, certain lands and improvements thereon situate in the 
seventh ward of the City of Hamsburg, Dauphin County. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 

.- Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchiid 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gamon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 

Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

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 return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

The House proceeded to thud consideration of SB 927, 
PN 1076, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey 
to Mercer County certain lands situate in Findley Township, 
Mercer County. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barlev 
G r  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cw 
Cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Meiio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PW 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING0 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Mcllhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffig Tangretti 

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 return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

1URNALHOUSE JUNE 2 1 

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 971, 
PN 1140, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1997 (P.L.623, No.66), 
entitled "An act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the 
City o f  McKeesport a tract of land situate in the Seventh Ward, City of 
McKeesport, Allegheny County, and to sell and convey to Smithfield 
Townshiv certain land situate in the Township of Smithfield, 
~ u n t i n ~ d o n  County; and authorizing and directing h e  Department of 
General Services, with the approval of the Governor, to convey tracts 
of land and buildings, consisting of a portion of the former Laurelton 
Center, located in Hartley Township, Union County, Pennsylvania," 
further providing authorization for the Smithfield Township, 
Huntingdon County conveyance. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrang 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 

1 Bishop 
1 Blaum 
I Boyes 

Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
HWY 
Hennesse y 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerrnan 
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De Weese 
DiGirolamo 

.- Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Belardi 
Colafella 
Gabig 

Leh Sainato Zug 
Lescovitz Samuelson 
Levdansky Santoni 
Lewis Sather RY an, 
Lucy k Schroder Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Mann Reinard Say lor 
Mcllhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the af fmt ive ,  the question was determined in the afflnnative 
and the bill passed finally. 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR G 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 4, 
- PN 1230, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1995 (P.L.170, No.25), 
known as the Pennsylvania Voter Registration Act, further providing 
for definitions and for administrative powers and duties of the 
Department of State; further providing for existing electors and for 
commissions; providing for the Statewide Uniform Registry of 
Electors; and further providing for qualifications to register, for voter 
registration applications, for challenges and for update of registration 
records; and providing for disability. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, I have amendments to that bill. 
The SPEAKER. I apologize. I am not familiar with the 

amendments. Do you have a copy of those amendments, please? 
Mr. VITALI. Could I just have a minute to discuss this? 
The SPEAKER. Indeed. 

(Conference held.) 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Sturla, for what reason do you rise? 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to explain the reasons 

for my withdrawing my amendment from this. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I had originally prepared an amendment to this 

bill that would have added a member of the League of 

Women Voters to the voter registration commission in each 
county. I will be withdrawing this amendment because it was 
brought to my attention that not all counties have a League of 
Women Voters chapter. However, because there will be an 
independent commission looking into the structuring of some of 
these things, I would like to bring to the attention of the 
members and that potential commission a situation that occurred 
in my county where a Republican county chair was accused of 
Election Code violations. That charge went to the county 
elections board; one of the commissioners recused himself. That 
left a deadlock of a 1-1 vote on the issue. Finally, the minority 
commissioner had to file charges in court, and ultimately, that 
led to the State Attorney General charging the chairman of the 
Republican Party in Lancaster County with violations of the 
Election Code. Had there been an independent person on that 
commission, I do not believe that would have happened and I 
believe it would have saved a lot of time and effort of State 
dollars through the Attorney General, and I believe it would be 
a positive step whether it is the League of Women Voters or 
another independent group that has an appointment to those 
county commission election boards in the future. 

So I would simply make that recommendation. I will 
withdraw my amendment at this time. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, has withdriwn his amendments. 
The question recurs, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. Levdansky, do you desire recognition on final passage of 
thls bill? 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to call attention to the fact that 

6 years ago in this chamber, we passed a piece of legislation 
that became known as motor-voter, and that legislation was 
designed to make it easier for people to register to vote, to 
remove bamers to registering to vote, and it has been successful 
because it has resulted in a record number of Pennsylvanians 
being registered to vote. And when that bill left this chamber 
with bipartisan support 6 years ago, we had included in that bill 
language that would give the Department of State the authority 
to implement a statewide registry, and we did that, Mr. Speaker, 
because we knew the experience in other States that had 
implemented motor-voter before, before the Federal 
government passed a Federal law requiring States to do it. We 
h e w  the experience of States that had done it voluntarily 
showed that you can best implement and maintain a voter 
registration system and an accurate one if you have a statewide 
computer data base system implemented at the same time. So 
we worked in a bipartisan fashion to include that option in the 
bill when we sent it to the Senate. Unfortunately, what 
happened is the Senate stripped that language from the bill 
when we passed it, and when they stripped that language, that 
created a lot of problems, it created a lot of costs, and one thing 
I have learned in my life is when you make mistakes, they cost 
something, and here is what it has cost us over 6 years: The cost 
of maintaining an accurate voter registration system, rather than 
being borne by the State, we shifted that cost onto county 
governments. It was the county governments' responsibility to 
pay for c o n f i t i o n  mailings, to pay for canvassing, to 
purchase the national change-of-address directory. We shifted 
those costs onto county government by not having a statewide 
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central registry, and in so doing we later on found - and this 
was documented by a Budget and Finance Committee report - 
the Budget and Finance Committee last year did a report that 
documented that many counties were not, were not undertaking 
the maintenance provisions to keep our voter registration lists 
clean and up to date. And is it any wonder that they did not do 
that? Because in the grand scheme of county governments, 
spending money to maintain voter registration lists just never 
ranks as a top priority given the other issues and concerns of 
county governments. But we should have known that, because 
in essence our voter registration lists, in many cases, in many 
counties, they are outdated. There are people that are deceased 
or that have moved that are still on the voter registration lists. 
Those problems were entirely avoidable had we implemented 
what we proposed 6 years ago. 

I am glad to see that the Senate in its infinite wisdom has 
recognized their mistake of 6 years ago by proposing SB 4. This 
will now correct the problem that they created 6 years ago. But I 
want to make it clear that that 6 years cost county governments 
money, and it cost in terms of the lack of public confidence in 
our voter registration process. And what is a shame about it: it 
was entirely predictable and entirely avoidable. And this is not 
something that is a partisan matter, because the reality is that 
motor-voter has worked well for everybody, for all parties. It 
has resulted in a record number of Pennsylvanians being 
registered to Vote. 

Now, the fact that they do not always turn out to vote is a 
whole nother problem that some of us want to deal with on 
another day with campaign finance reform. But let us not forget 
the fact that motor-voter has been an overwhelming success in 
Pennsylvania, and the only problems with it were problems that 
were entirely avoidable, and we could have and should have 
avoided those problems, but I am glad to see that the Senate has 
recognized their error of 6 years ago and is going to correct it 
with this legislation. 

This bill will put in place an advisory committee that over 
the summer will come up with a suggested way how to 
implement a statewide voter registry, and I am pleased to see 
that the Governor has made this a priority by including 
$8 112 million in this year's budget so that we could pay for this 
system. 

So again, Mr. Speaker, the problems with motor-voter were 
entirely avoidable, and shame on the Senate for making the 
counties and the people of Pennsylvania experience the 
hardships that we have over the 6 years. But I urge final passage 
for SB 4. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, have a few short remarks 

on this bill? 
Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, Representative Levdansky has quite articulated 

the reason why this bill is necessary, and my remarks are simply 
"yes," to support the bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Preston. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I likewise would encourage all the members to support this 

piece of legislation. We have been working very hard, working 
in conjunction with the task force, and if the members will 
notice that every member, Democrat and Republican, who was 
on the task force in the Senate is also a cosponsor of the bill, 
and we would encourage an affirmative vote. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 89 

Adolph 
Allen 

Egolf Lynch Schuler 
Evans, D. Mackereth Scrimenti 

Argall ~vans ,  J. Maher SemmeI 
Armstrong Fairchild Maitland Smith, B. 
Baker J 
Bake; M. 

Feese Major Smith, S. H. 
Fichter Manderino Solobay 

Bard Fleagle Markosek Staback 
Barley Flick Marsico Stairs 

iz Forcier Mayemik Steelman 
Frankel McCall Steil 

~ebko- ones Free- McGeehan Stem 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stetler 

i : ~ d r  McIlhattan Stevenson, R. 
George McNaughton Stevenson, T. 

Bishop Godshall Melio Strittmatter 
h u m  Gordner Metcalfe Sturla 

E ~ G ~  Grucela Michlovic S u m  
Gtuitza Micovie Taylor, E. Z. 

B,~ Habay Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Thomas 

Egirone Hanna Mundy Tigue 
Harhai Myers Travaglio 

Cappelli Harhart Nailor Trello 
Casorio Harper Nick01 Trich 

Hasay O'Brien Tulli 
Hennessey Oliver Vance 

cl,k Herman Pallone Veon 
Cl~mer Hershey Penel Vitali :. Hess Petrone Walko 

Horsey Phillips Wansacz 
c0lemm Hutchinson Pickett Washington 
Comell Jadlowiec P~PPY Waters ~~~~ James Pistella Watson 

Josephs Preston Williams, C. 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, J. 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Wilt 
Cruz Kenney Rieger Wogan 
c u m  Kirkland Roberts Wojnaroski 
~~i~~~ Krebs Robinson Wright 
Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Yewcic 

Laughlin Rooney Youngblood 
Lawless Ross Yudichak 

Dermod~ Lederer Rubley Zimmerman 
DeWeese Leh Sainato Zug Ef! ~escovitz Samuelson 

Levdansky Santoni 
Donat.cci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 2 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhimey Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

The required by the Cannimtion having voted in 
the affmtive, the question was determined in the affmtive 
and the 
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Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 

?- 

the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 976, 
PN 1143, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July I ,  1985 (P.L.120, No.32), entitled 
"An act creating a special h d  in the Treasury Department for use in 
attracting major industry into this Commonwealth; establishing a 
procedure for the appropriation and use of moneys in the fund; 
establishing the Tax Stabilization Reserve Fund; and providing for 
expenditures from such account," providing for transfer of portion of 
revenue surplus; further providing for funding; and making a repeal. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

- The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

-- Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Lynch 
M~kereth  
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 

Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucy k 

Roebuck Yewcic 
Rooney Youngblood 
Ross Yudichak 
Rubley Zirnrnerman 
Sainato zug 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather Ryan, 
Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmtive,  the question was determined in the a f f m t i v e  
and the bill passed finally. 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR H 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 43, PN 2374, entitled: 

An Act designating a bridge in the City of Johnstown, 
Cambria County, the Frank J. Pasquerilla Bridge; designating a bridge 
on State Route 1017, over the north branch of Tunkhannock Creek, as 
the Nicholson Borough Veterans Memorial Bridge; designating a 
bridge on State Route 33 over the Lehigh River in Northampton 
County as the Gene Hartzell Memorial Bridge; and designating a 
certain bridge in Lancaster County as the Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

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

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Grucela, desire 
recognition on concurrence? 

Mr. GRUCELA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to submit remarks for the record, please. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to take them. 

Mr. GRUCELA submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of HB 43 which incorporates naming 
the bridge over the Lehigh River on the Route 33 extension in 
Northampton County in honor of former Northampton County 
Executive Eugene Hartzell. 

I had the good fortune to serve as Northampton County Council 
President during Executive Hartzell's tenure. He was truly a man of 
vision and proactive in county government. He foresaw the need for 
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economic development with the beginning decline of the steel and 
garment industries in Northampton County. To that end, he was a 
leading proponent of the Route 33 extension project and lobbied then 
Governor Robert Casey extensively for its completion. Additionally, 
Executive Hartzell looked beyond politics and formed a bipartisan 
coalition to aid in the effort. 

The naming of  this bridge in County Executive Hartzell's honor is 
both timely and warranted. I proudly support this bill in memorializing 
Gene Hartzell for his public service and commitment to Northampton 
County's economic growth. 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the af fmt ive ,  the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

I Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
On the question recurring, 
Will t he~~ouse  concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bi ie l in  
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagie 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
G a g e  
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Giuitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
K m e y  
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pic kett 
P~WY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

NOT VOTING1 

Williams, J. 

Sc hroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Stwla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

The House proceeded to concurrence in Senate amendments 
to HB 186, PN 2164, entitled: 

An Act amending the act o f  March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of  1949, authorizing school districts 
to establish programs for awarding high school diplomas to certain 
military veterans. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmeiin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Miwzzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robiion 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Stwla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veun 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 



LEGISLATIVE J( 

DeWeese 
DiGirolamo - Diven 
Donatpcci 
Eachus 

Belardi 
Colafella 
Gabig 

Leh Sainato zug 
Lescovitz Samuelson 
Levdansky Santoni 
Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Mann Reinard Say lor 
McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, 3. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zirnmerrnan 
zug 

Ryan, 
speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 413, PN 2023, entitled: 

.-- 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 

An Act amending the act of June 29, 1953 (P.L.304, No.66), 
known as the Vital Statistics Law of 1953, further providing for 
functions of the Department of Health involving birth registration. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

- - 
the a f h i i v e ,  the question was determined in the i&rmative 
and the amendments were in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

Adolph 
Allen 
ArBall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 

.- Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Come11 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surm 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 673, PN 2368, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of 
Transportation, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to 
Scranton School District two parcels of land situated in the City of 
Scranton, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing 
the Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, 

I to grant and convey to Smithfield Township or its assigns certain lands 
situate in Smithfield Township, Huntingdon County; and making a 
repeal. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strimnaner 
Sturla 
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Boyes Grucela Michlovic S u m  
Browne Gruitza Micozzie Taylor, E. Z. 
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Thomas 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Tigue 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Travaglio 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Trello 
Casorio Harper Nickol Trich 
Cawley Hasay O'Brien Tulli 
Civera Hennessey Oliver Vance 
Clark Herman Pallone Veon 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Vitali 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Walko 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Wansacz 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Washington 
Cornell Jadlowiec P~PPY Waters 
Comgan James Pistella Watson 
Costa Josephs Preston Williams, C. 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, J. 
Cre~ghton Keller Readshaw Wilt 
Cruz Kenney Rieger Wogan 
CW Kirkland Roberts Wojnaroski 
Dailey Krebs Robinson Wright 
Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Yewcic 
Dally Laughlin Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Lawless Ross Yudichak 
Dermod~ Lederer Rubley Zimmeman 
De Weese Leh Sainato zug 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather RY an, 
Eachus Luc yk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 2 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmtive,  the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1431, PN 2290, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey the David L. Lawrence 
Convention Center and other interests situate in the City of Pittsburgh, 
Allegheny County, to the Sports and Exhibition Authority. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 89 

Adolph Egolf Lynch Schuler 
Allen Evans, D. Mackereth Scrimenti 
Argall Evans, J. Maher Semmel 
a L Z  Fairchild Maitland Smith, B. 

Baker, J. Feese Major Smith, S. H. 
Baker, M. Fichter Manderino Solobay 
Bard Fleagle Markosek Staback 
Barley Flick Marsico Stairs 
Barrar Forcier Mayemik Steelman 
Bastian Frankel McCall Steil 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McGeehan Stem 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stetler 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhattan Stevenson, R. 
Birmelin George McNaughton Stevenson, T. 
Bishop Godshall Melio Strittmatter 
Blaum Gurdner Metcalfe Sturla 
Boyes Grucela Michlovic Sumr 
Browne Gruitza Micozzie Taylor, E. Z. 
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Thomas 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Tigue 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Travaglio 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Trello 
Casorio Harper Nickol Trich 
Cawley H ~ Y  0' Brien Tulli 
Civera Hennessey Oliver Vance 
Clark Herman Pallone Veon 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Vitali 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Walko 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Wansacz 
Coleman Hutchinson Picken Washington 
Comell Jadlowiec P~PPY Waters 
Comgan James Pistella Watson 
Costa Josephs Preston Williams, C. 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, J. 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Wilt 
Cruz Kenney Rieger Wogan 
c u n ~  Kirkland Roberts Wojnaroski 
Dailey Krebs Robinson Wright 
Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Yewcic 
Dally Laughlin Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Lawless Ross Yudichak 
Dermody Lederer Rubley Zimmerman 
DeWeese Leh Sainato zug 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson 
Even Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-O 

EXCUSED-1 2 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f m t i v e  
and the amendments were concurred in, 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 215, PN 1243, 
entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) and 54 (Names) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, relating to as~0~iation.s; making revisions, corrections and 
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additions; providing for a function of the Department of State; and 
making repeals. 

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

amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman, 
Mr. Samuelson. 

Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to know if we can get a brief description. It 

is a 196-page bill, and the summaries on the computer are to a 
prior printer's number. Could I ask somebody perhaps on the 
Judiciary Committee if they have taken a look at the 
Senate amendments and could give us a summary of the 
Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon, is taking the 
microphone for that purpose. Mr. Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Without getting too complex, the way the bill was drafted 

and sent over to the Senate and then some work that was done 
by the Senate created a gap with respect to the fees that could be 
charged, and in order to bridge that gap, it was needed to put 
this amendment into place so that the fees would be consistent 
across the board, the fees that would be charged by the 
Department of State. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, 
Mr. Samuelson. 

.- Mr. SAMUELSON. Last week the House voted 197-nothing 
to approve the bill without that amendment. Is that the only 
change, the fees that are in the last two pages of the bill? 

Mr. GANNON. The reason for the amendment was there 
was a gap created, without getting too technical, and the 
purpose of the amendment that was put in by the House was to 
bridge that gap so it did not occur, so the fees would remain the 
same. It was really a technical change; it was not a substantive 
change. 

Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 89 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 

- Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
b y e s  

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Shittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  

Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Crelghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING4 

Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhimey Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 379, PN 1244, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), known as The Borough Code, changing gender-specific 
references to members of the governing body; firther providing 
residency requirements for elective office, for vacancy appointments 
and for compensation of auditors; and making editorial changes. 

On the question, 1 Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
H e m  
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
0' Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Sernmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s m  
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Z i m m e m  
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 793, PN 1245, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 13, 1999 (P.L.905, No.57), 
known as the Drought, Orchard and Nursery Indemnity and Flood 
Relief Act, further providing for appropriations. 

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

LrrP 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, 
Mr. Michlovic. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Senate amended this bill, not surprisingly, 

and struck out the PENNCrisis legislation that this House 
approved by a vote of 194 to 1 yesterday. This is about the third 
or fourth time this has happened. Almost a majority vote of the 
House, and we cannot get it through the Senate, we cannotaget it 
past this administration, and, Mr. Speaker, it is raining outside, 
and it is going to be raining in your district at some point, I am 
telling you, and you are not going to be able to help your 
constituents. 

This week we had a situation in Philadelphia where there 
were enough people, fortunately for them, that they were able to 
qualify as a Federal disaster area. But I want to tell you, 
tomadoes often strike and hit one side of the street and leave the 
other side of the street alone, and when you go out there and 
look at that devastation, you are going to miss what was taken 
out in the Senate in this bill. Even if it was only language, even 
if it did not have the money, at least if it was in there, you could , 
go to the Governor's Office, particularly you on the other side 
of the aisle, and demand that you get a supplemental 
appropriation to help your people. I do not know how many 
times we are going to go through this, but someday, sometime, 4 
we have got to pass this legislation. 

The farmers are going to get their money, their extra million, 
their extra half a million, or how much it is, and I am going to 
vote for it. I am not going to stand in the way of it at this late 
hour, but I just want to bring it to your attention that this is an 
issue that is a pressing issue and we have got to address it 
sometime. Apparently that is not tonight. 

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

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

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McI lhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
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Bishop 
Blaum 

.- Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

.- 
Levdansky 

Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk ' 

Lynch 

Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone . 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmative, the question was determined in the af fmt ive  
and the amendments to House amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 816, PN 1232, 
entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for assaults with biological agents on animals. 

On the question, 

- Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence in the 
Senate amendments, Mr. Michlovic. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, could somebody describe 
what was amended in the Senate in this legislation? 

The SPEAKER. Do we have any takers? 
Mr. Bunt, would you be good enough, if you are in a position 

to do so, to explain what the Senate did by amendment to 
SB 8 16, PN 1232. 

Mr. BUNT. Mr. Speaker, could you repeat your question? 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like you to inform us as to what amendments were 

made in the Senate to this language after it passed the House. 
Mr. BUNT. There was an amendment added to delete an 

ambiguous term as it relates to insects, and it increased the civil 
penalties, and only to those two issues can I address the full 
complement of that amendment. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. And that insect language change was? 
Mr. BUNT. Well, there was a more descriptive term of 

"insects" and the Senate made it a "honey bee," and it included 
"fowl" as well. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. Thank you. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. Honey bee. 

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

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argan 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
CNZ 
CT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
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Dermody Lederer Rubley Zimmerman 
De Weese Leh Sainato zug 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 2, 
PN 2378; and HB 334, PN 2375, with information that the 
Senate has passed the same with amendment in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives is requested. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 269 By Representatives JAMES, BLAUM, 
WASHINGTON, LAWLESS, L. I. COHEN, MYERS, 
LESCOVITZ, ROBINSON, M. COHEN, CURRY, 
STEELMAN, ROONEY, PRESTON, BISHOP, J. WILLIAMS, 
JOSEPHS, BEBKO-JONES, ROEBUCK, WATERS, 
HORSEY, OLIVER, CRUZ, YOUNGBLOOD, THOMAS and 
MANDERINO 

A Resolution directing the Judiciary Committee or a subconimittee 
or task force to hold public hearings and report on the incidence of 
racial profiling in this Commonwealth. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 2 1,200 1. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR G CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 483, 
* 

PN 1225, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 20, 1937 (P.L.728, No.193), 
referred to as the Board of Claims Act, further providing for 
compensation for members of the Board of Claims and its hearing 
panels and for the jurisdiction of the hearing panels; and making a 
repeal. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bwcton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershe y 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 

Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcilhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams. C. 
~ i l l i ams ;  J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 
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Donatucci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhimey Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affmative,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  
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. 

corporations; finther providing for cigarette tax enforcement and 
sanctions; further providing for settlement and resettlement of the 
mutual thrift institutions tax; providing for a tax credit for new jobs; 
eliminating obsolete tax credit provisions; and making repeals. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

By Rep. PERZEL 

By  Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 
known as the Second Class County Code, further providing for 
monthly retirement allowance increase, for optional limitations on 
assessed value and for sharing of information; providing for a 
reapportionment commission in counties of the second class; further 
providing for building for juvenile offenders, for management of 
juvenile detention houses by board, for appointment and compensation 
of board employees, for annual report and expenses of board and for 
furnishing rooms for meetings of certain veterans and of sons of 
veterans; and providing for county council authority to make certain 
appropriation. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR L 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

A Resolution directing the Judiciary Committee or a subcommittee 
or task force to hold public hearings and report on the incidence of 
racial profiling in this Commonwealth. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 334, PN 2375, entitled: 

RULES. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 2, PN 2378 By Rep. PERZEL 

establishing a special fund and account for money received 
by the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l t h  from the ~~~t~~ settlement ~~~~~~t with 
tobacco manufacturers; providing for home and community-based care, 
for tobacco use prevention and cessation efforts, for Commonwealth 
universal research enhancement, for hospital uncompensated care, for 
health investment insurance, for medical assistance for workers with 
disabilities, for regional biotechnology centers, for the 
~ ~ ~ l t h ~ i ~ k  program, for community-based health care assistance 
programs, for PACE reinstatement and PACENET expansion, for 
medical education loan assistance and for percentage allocation and 
appropriation of moneys. 

RULES. 

HB 334, PN 2375 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for sales and use 
tax definitions, exclusions and refunds; providing for local sales tax 
situs for construction materials; revising and adding personal income 
tax provisions on definitions, special provisions for poverty, 
partnerships, associations and business entities; making an editorial 
change relating to the name of the Organ Donation Awareness Trust 
Fund; further providing for corporate net income tax definitions and 
resettlements; further providing for capital stock franchise definitions; 
furfher providing for administration and enforcement of the bank and 
trust company shares tax; eliminating the alternative bank and trust 
company shares tax; eliminating the alternative title insurance 
companies shares tax; further providing for insurance premiums tax 
credits for assessments; eliminating the excise tax on foreign 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for sales and use 
tax definitions, exclusions and refunds; providing for local sales tax 
situs for construction materials; revising and adding personal income 
tax provisions on definitions, special provisions for poverty, 
partnerships, associations and business entities; making an editorial 
change relating to the name of the Organ Donation Awareness Trust 
Fund; further providing for corporate net income tax definitions and 
resettlements; further providing for capital stock franchise definitions; 
further providing for administration and enforcement of the bank and 
trust company shares tax; eliminating the alternative bank and trust 
company shares tax; eliminating the alternative title insurance 
companies shares tax; fusther providing for insurance premiums tax 
credits for assessments; eliminating the excise tax on foreign 
co~orations; further providing for cigarette tax enforcement and 
sanctions; further providing for settlement and resettlement of the 
mutual thrift institutions tax; providing for a tax credit for new jobs; 
eliminating obsolete tax credit provisions; and making repeals. 

O n  the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon, do you desire recognition on 
concurrence? 

Mr. VEON. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would it be  in order Just to ask for a brief 

explanation of the language on  concurrence here? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Boyes, are you in a position to advise as 

to the actions of the Senate? 
The gentleman, Mr. Barley? 
Mr. BOYES. Mr. Speaker, yes, or Mr. Barley, if he is 

available; either one. 
me SPEAKER. Mr. Barley, would you kindly advise as to 

the actions of the Senate. 
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Mr. BARLEY. Mr. Speaker, if you could just be at ease for 
30 seconds, I have a printout that I can take you through. 
I apologize for not having it here at the desk. Let me get that, 
and I will take you through the various aspects of it, unless you 
have some specific questions. 

Mr. WON. Mr. Speaker, thank you for the effort. I do not 
think that would be necessary. If you do not mind, if you could 
just in a general sense describe very quickly; even the outlines 
would be more than sufficient. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you. I have it. 
The personal income tax, we have the increase for the 

exemption for the individual from $7,500 to $8,500, which 
means a family of four will now have an exemption of up to 
$30,000 of income from personal income tax, so it means, under 
this provision, 1.2 million families in Pennsylvania will pay no 
State income tax at all. 

Under the personal income tax, there is simply a name 
change. We are changing the "Organ Donor Awareness Trust 
Fund" to the "Governor Robert P. Casey Memorial Organ and 
Tissue Donation Awareness Trust Fund"; obviously no fiscal 
impact. 

Sales and use tax. There is a computer sales tax holiday. That 
will now be expanded to include more than just computers. It 
will include the other paraphernalia that would be affiliated, 
such as printers. The other holiday that we had this past year, 
you had to buy a computer in order to be eligible for any of the 
other accessories, such as a printer and so on. Under this 
proposal, you will now be able to buy a printer and some of the 
other paraphernalia without buying the computer. 

On sales and use tax, we eliminate the sales and use tax on 
airline catering of food. 

We increase the portion of the bad debt that retailers may 
recover to now 100 percent. So there was a bad-debt provision 
that we had implemented over the last 2 years. This year they 
will now have the ability to recover all of the bad debt, the tax 
on bad debt. 

Yes? 
Mr. VEON. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. I appreciate the gentleman's responses, and the 

staff just handed me the outline, and it would be sufficient for 
my purposes, and I would not need the gentleman to continue, 
and I appreciate him making the offer. 

Mr. BARLEY. Fine. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. VEON. Mr. Speaker, on the bill itself? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon, you are in order. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. WON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose HI3 334 on concurrence, and 

again, I appreciate the chairman of the committee taking the 
time to outline what is in this tax bill that is facing us here 
tonight. 

I rise to oppose this tax bill because, frankly, Mr. Speaker, if 
you continue to do the same thing, you are going to continue to 
get the same results. My vote on this tax bill tonight is going to 
be a demonstration of at least my belief that it is time to stand 
up and admit that we have a failed tax policy in this State; it has 
led to a failed economic policy. We now have cut taxes for 
businesses by $4 billion during the Ridge administration, and 
we provided a one-time $100 property tax cut to average, 
middle-class, middle-income Pennsylvanians, and, Mr. Speaker, 

I know because I have heard my colleagues from the other side, 
the Republican leaders, over the last couple of days say how 
great these tax cuts are, how great this budget has been, and yet, 
Mr. Speaker, we today rank 43d in the country - 43d in the 
country - in economic growth. Despite $4 billion in tax cuts, d 
despite HI3 334 in front of us here tonight, we rank 43d in the 
country in economic growth. 

This is a failed tax policy; it is a failed Ridge economic 
policy. And in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, it is time to say, 
enough is enough. Four billion dollars for businesses; nothing 
for average, middle-class, middle-income Pennsylvanians. 
Property taxes increased $1.2 billion in Pennsylvania since 
Ridge has been in off~ce, but we find the money to cut $4 billion 

, in business tax cuts, including the tax cuts that are in this bill, 
HB 334, that is facing us here this evening. 

In Pennsylvania - and these are not my figures; these are 
figures that are provided by various State and Federal agencies; 
they have been reported in the media all over the State of 
Pennsylvania, over the last few months, quite frankly, 
Mr. Speaker - and during a time when we had the greatest 
economic boom in the history of the United States, the State of 
Pennsylvania has continued to lag behind the rest of the nation 
on economic growth, on job creation, despite this, what, in my 
judgment, is a very flawed and failed tax policy. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is time to change this policy; it is time to 
give tax cuts to average, middle-income, middle-class 
Pennsylvanians; it is time to cut property taxes, not business 
taxes. Four billion dollars in business taxes; $100 one time 
during the entire Ridge administration to property tax owners in 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the reason that I am going to vote against b# 
this tax bill here this evening, and I hope some others would 
join me as we hopefully start to change this flawed tax policy, 
flawed economic development policy in the State of 
Pennsylvania. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaii thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sainato. ' 

Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just have a few comments to make on this tax-cutting bill. 

I just would like to talk about the computer tax cut that is in this 
bill for the twice-a-year holiday. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Sainato, would you pull the microphone 
closer to your mouth. 

Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This has been giving us a little problem lately. 
I would like to talk a little bit about the computer tax that is 

part of our tax-cut bill here this evening. 
Yesterday I introduced a bill, HI3 1815, and I think we as 

House members - and I am pleased that many of my 
Republican colleagues have cosponsored this bill as well as my 
Democratic colleagues; I have over 40 cosponsors - I think this 
is something we have to look at toward next year's budget. 
Basically, I would expand our tax cut like we are doing with the 
computers. I think it is important what we did with the 
computers in this budget, but my tax holiday would extend it to 
everythg less than $2,500, and I think we need to do that. 
I think we need to look at that and do something for average 
people- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Sainato? 
Mr. SAINATO. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The hour is late. The question before the 
House is concurrence, as opposed to your programs. 

Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will address concurrence, but I just wanted to incorporate 

that into my comments here, because I do support these tax cuts, 
but I just think that we need to expand these tax cuts next year 
to include more working men and women into the program, and 
that is basically what I wanted to address the House about 
tonight. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Barley. 
Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just in a very brief response to the gentleman from 

Beaver County, he began his remarks with a statement that goes 
something like, "If you keep on doing what you're doing, 
you're going to keep on getting what you got." Well, I think that 
is great, because in Pennsylvania we have the lowest 
unemployment that we have had in over 30 years, so I think that 
is something we want to continue to perpetuate here. 

We now have an unemployment rate that for several months 
has been lower than the national average. Imagine that; 
Penns ylvani* 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Barley, concurrence. 
Mr. BARLEY. Basically, the amendments that the Senate 

inserted into this bill will provide for a continuation of the good 
things that are happening here in the Commonwealth: more 
people working than ever before. It is going to continue to add, 
these tax reductions will continue to add to the $15 billion in tax 
cuts, cumulative tax cuts that we have already had. 

Finally, one of the other very important aspects of the Senate 
amendments includes the provision that takes the personal 
income tax exemption to now $30,000 for a family of four. 
Seven years ago, when the other party was in charge, that 
exemption was $15,000 for a family of four. This bill now 
doubles that exemption for a family of four with these 
amendments, and it means that 1.2 million - I think that is 
significant - 1.2 million families will pay zero income tax in 
Pennsylvania. That will mean the difference of those working 
moms and dads being able to provide more adequately for their 
families. 

I think that is the kind of progress that we can be proud of; 
that is the kind of tax policy that is included in this bill, and I 
will just close by saying, I think if we keep on doing what we 
are doing, we will get a heck of a lot more than we have gotten 
in the past. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there is no question that I certainly applaud 

Governor Ridge and the Republicans for the personal exemption 
that is in this tax bill. and has been in the other tax bills. 
Unfortunately, many of those same people have seen their 
property taxes go up, because we have had a $1 .2-billion 
increase in property taxes during the Ridge administration. So 
while they need to be applauded for increasing that personal 
exemption for that family of four - there is no question about 
that - that same family has not received a property tax cut. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to belabor the point when 
we ought to move on to other issues, but the fact is that this 
gentleman, the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, and 
this Governor have been telling me for 7 years, continue to cut 
business taxes in Pennsylvania and we are going to have a great 

economy in Pennsylvania; we are going to create jobs all over 
the State of Pennsylvania. That has been the pledge and the 
promise from day one. Mr. Speaker, it just has not worked. It 
has not happened that way. Yes, unemployment has been lower 
at times in Pennsylvania over the last 7 years than it was 7 years 
before, but, Mr. Speaker, this bill, HI3 334, offers more of the 
same: failed economic policy, failed tax policy. Just in the last 
month, we lost 19,000 jobs in Pennsylvania. Come to 
southwestern Pennsylvania, and try to say that this Ridge 
economic tax policy, as evidenced in HI3 334, is a success. The 
unemployment rate today in Pennsylvania is 4.7, higher than 
any other State in the Northeast. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish the Ridge tax policy, economic policy, 
as encompassed in HB 334 would have been successful, but, 
Mr. Speaker, after 7 years I have had enough of it. It has not 
worked. Unemployment is high. Jobs are in fact being lost. 
Companies are in fact leaving the State of Pennsylvania. It is a 
failed economic policy, a failed tax policy. We need a change. 
I am voting "no." 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Strittmatter. 
Mr. STRITTMATTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in favor of HB 334 and remind all of the people and the 

gentleman from Beaver, when he was in control, they raised a 
billion-dollar deficit that caused a $3 ID-billion tax increase. 
That is probably some of the reason why we are trying to dig 
ourselves out of the hole- 

The SPEAKER. The question- 
Mr. STRITTMATTER. -that they created. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. -is on concurrence. 
Mr. Stetler, on concurrence. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was wondering if the majority Appropriations chairman 

would stand for one question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. You 

may begin. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On page 14 of HB 334, I am looking over the new 

definitions for "BUSINESS INCOME" and "NONBUSINESS 
INCOME," and my only question is whether or not that 
language is prospective or whether there is an implementation 
date other than this current business year. 

Mr. BARLEY. Mr. Speaker, that actually is in force from 
January 1, 1999, so it would be retrospective to January 1, 1999, 
and from there forward. 

Mr. STETLER. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That is all, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 80 

Allen Feese Maher Schuler 
Fichter Maitland Scrimenti 

Armstrong Fleagle Major Semmel 
Baker, J. Flick Manderino Smith, B. 
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Baker, M. Forcier Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bard Frankel Marsico Solobay 
Barley Freeman Mayernik Staback 
Barrar Gannon McCall Stairs 
Bastian Geist McGeehan Steelman 
Bebko-Jones George McGill Steil 
Belfanti Godshall McIlhattan Stem 
Benninghoff Gordner McNaughton Stetler 
Birmelin Grucela Melio Stevenson, R. 
Blaum Gmitza Metcalfe Stevenson, T. 
Boyes Habay Michlovic Strittmaner 
Browne Haluska Micozzie Sturla 
Bunt Hanna Miller, R. Surra 
Butkovitz Harhai Miller, S. Taylor, E. Z. 

Harhart Mundy Taylor, J. Buxton 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Thomas 
Cappelli Hasay Nailor Tigue 
Casorio Hennessey Nickol Travaglio 
Cawley Herman O'Brien Trello 
Civera Hershey Oliver Trich 
Clark Hess Pallone Tulli 
Clymer Horsey Perzel Vance 
Cohen, L. I. Hutchinson Petrone Walko 
Coleman Jadlowiec Phillips Wansacz 
Comell James Pickett Washington 
Comgan Josephs P~PPY Waters 
Costa Kaiser Pistella Watson 
COY Keller Preston Williams, C. 
Cre~ghton Kenney Raymond Williams, J. 
Cruz Kirkland Readshaw Wilt 
Dailey Krebs Rieger Wogan 
Daley LaGrotta Roberts Wojnaroski 
Dally Laughlin Roebuck Wright 
DeLuca Lawless Rooney Yewcic 
D - ~ Y  Lederer Ross Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Leh Rubley Yudichak 
Diven Lescovitz Sainato Zimmerman 
Donatucci Levdansky Samuelson Zug 
Eachus Lewis Santoni 
Egolf Lucyk Sather 
Evans, J. Lynch Schroder RY an, 
Fairchild Mackereth Speaker 

NAYS-9 

Adolph CW Evans, D. Veon 
Bishop DeWeese Robinson Vitali 
Cohen, M. 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-12 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella M c I l h i e y  Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the a h t i v e  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR G CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1605, 
PN 1962, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known 
as the Public Welfare Code, fitrther providing for medical assistance 
payments for institutional care. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS1 89 

Adolph Egolf Lynch Schuler 
Allen Evans, D. Mackereth Scrimenti 
Argall Evans, J. Maher Semmel 
Armstrong Fairchild Maitland Smith, B. 
Baker, J. Feese Major Smith, S. H. 
Baker, M. Fichter Manderino Solobay 
Bard Fleagle Markosek Staback 
Barley Flick Marsico Stairs 
B m  Forcier Mayemik Steelman 
Bastian Frankel McCall Steil 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McGeehan Stem 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stetler 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhattan Stevenson, R. 
Birmelin George McNaughton Stevenson, T. 
Bishop Godshall Melio Strittmatter 
Blaum Gordner Metcalfe Sturla 
Boyes Grucela Michlovic Surra 
Browne Gruitza Micozzie Taylor, E. Z. 
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Thomas 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Tigue 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Travaglio 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Trello 
Casorio Harper Nickol Trich 
Cawley Hasay O'Brien Tulli 
Civera Hennessey Oliver Vance 
Clark Herman Pallone Veon 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Vitali 
Cohen, L. 1. Hess Petrone Walko 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Wansacz 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Washington 
Cornell Jadlowiec P~PPY Waters 
Conigan James Pistella Watson 
Costa Josephs Preston Williams, C. 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, J. 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Wilt 
Cruz Kenney Rieger Wogan 
cunY Kirkland Roberts Wojnaroski 
Dailey Krebs Robinson Wright 
Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Yewcic 
Dally Laughlin Rooney Youngblood 
DeLuca Lawless Ross Yudichak 
den nod^ Lederer Rubley Zimmerman 
FWeese Leh Sainato Zug 
DlGmlamo 
Diven 

Lescovitz Saxnuelson 
Levdans)cy Santoni 

Donatucci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS0 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 2 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella Mcllhinney Rohrer Shaner 
~ ~ b i ~  Petrarca Ruffmg Tangretti 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

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

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the House 
be suspended to permit the immediate consideration of HR 269, 
PN 2381. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
D w o d y  
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petr one 
Phillips 
Pickett 
RPPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

Steelman 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

~ NOT VOTING4 

Belardi Mann Reinard Saylor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffing Tangretti 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR J 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. JAMES called up HR 269, PN 2381, entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Judiciary Committee or a subcommittee 
or task force to hold public hearings and report on the incidence of 
racial profiling in this Commonwealth. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cre~ghton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keiler 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith,' B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strimnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trel lo 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmeman 
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L4 

DeWeese Leh Sainato zug 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Samuelson 
Diven Levdansky Santoni 
Donatucci Lewis Sather Ryan, 
Eachus Lucyk Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 2 

Belardi Mann Reinard Say lor 
Colafella McIlhinney Rohrer Shaner 
Gabig Petrarca Ruffiig Tangetti 

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

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would just like to thank the majority 

chairman, the Republican and the Democratic 
leadership on this bipartisan effort, and 1 would like to submit 
my remarks for the record. 

The SPEAKER. That will be greatly appreciated. That will 
be thank-you enough. 

The gentleman will submit his remarks. 

Mr. JAMES submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to urge my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to support 

HR 269. This resolution would direct the Judiciary Committee to hold 
hearings and study the prevalence of racial profiling in this State. 

Mr. Speaker, 75 percent of African Americans polled said that 
racial profiling occurs frequently. Sixteen States have responded by 
adopting laws to address racial profiling, and 16, including our 
Commonwealth, have introduced legislation on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I am excited about this resolution because it is the 
result of a bipartisan effort, and because of this bipartisanship, we 
finally may begin to take action against this alarming trend and 
Pennsylvania can be added to the list of States that have acted against 
racial profiling. 

As many of you know, racial profiling is an issue I have been 
working on with the Pennsylvania Legislative Black Caucus and our 
chair, LeAnna Washington, for a number of years. It is my hope that 
this resolution will be the start of continuing action at the State level to 
eliminate the practice of racial profiling and to bring relief to those who 
have been victims of it. 

And I thank the Republican leadership - the 
leader - my Democratic leadership, and both Judiciary Committee 
chairmen, Representative Gannon and Representative Blaum, for 
supporting and joining me on this resolution. 

I urge a positive vote on HR 269. Thank you. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR K 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 2, PN 2378, entitled: 

An Act establishing a special hnd  and account for money received 
by the Commonwealth from the Master Settlement Agreement with 
tobacco manufacturers; providing for home and community-based care, 
for tobacco use prevention and cessation efforts, for Commonwealth 
universal research enhancement, for hospital uncompensated care, for 
health investment insurance, for medical assistance for workers with 
disabilities, for regional biotechnology research centers, for the 
HealthLink Program, for community-based health care assistance 
programs, for PACE reinstatement and PACENET expansion, for 
medical education loan assistance and for percentage allocation and 
appropriation of moneys. 

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

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Gannon, for the purpose of 
suspending the rules. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. GANNON. That is correct. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to request the House to suspend its 

so that I may offer an amendment to which does 
two things. The first thing it does is, it specifically 
allows the Lung Association, the Cancer Society, and the 
Heart Association to request grants from the Department of 
Health to undertake smoking cessation programs. The second 
thing it does is it corrects a drafting error and what I consider to 
be a major drafting error in the Senate version, in the Senate 
amendments, and that is that the Senate amendments require the 
Tobacco Advisory Committee to obtain reports from doctors 
with respect to their smoking cessation programs, but the bill 
does not permit doctors to obtain grants from the Department of 
Health to run smoking cessation programs, and th~s  amendment 
would permit doctors to apply for those grants. 

1 would ask for a suspension of the rules so that this 
amendment can be considered by the House. 

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

The SPI%KER. On the question of suspension of the rules, 
the gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would vehemently oppose the Gwen motion 

to suspend the rules. 
Th document I have before me is 244 pages. If Mr. Gwen 

were successhl ful the rules, we would have to 
reprint this document - that is approximately 3 hours - send it 
to the Senate, assuming that they would be there in the 3 hours 
when we got it over to them, and wait for them to deal with it 
and send it back. And I do not think the Senate will be there. 
I am hoping the House will not be here 3 hours from now. 
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So I am respectfully asking the members to vote against my I - 
roommate's suspension motion, and please, do not make us 
reprint this 244-page document. 

i 

I 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

1 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence on the floor of 
I, the House of the gentleman, Mr. Rohrer. He will be removed 

from the leave-of-absence list. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bwiton 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Corrigan 
Dermody 
Diven 
Eachus 
Frankel 
Freeman 

Adolph 
Allen 
k g 1 1  
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 

Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Hennessey 
Kemey 
LaGrotta 
Lescovitz 

Donatucci 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Leder er 
Leh 
Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Levdansb 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Melio 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rooney 
Sainato 

Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsic0 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McI lhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
0 ' Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schuler 
Semmel 

Samuelson 
Schroder 
Scrimenti 
Steelman 
Strittrnatter 
Sturla 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Walko 
Williams, C. 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Soloby 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING1 

Belardi Mann Reinard Shaner 
Colafella Mcilhinney Ruffmg Tangretti 
Gabig Petrarca Saylor 

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

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I know that it is a complicated bill, and as the 

gentleman, the majority leader, pointed out, 200-odd pages, and, 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to make a few brief comments about 
this tobacco settlement bill. 

Mr. Speaker, number one, I really want to say how 
particularly proud I am of the efforts made by the Democratic 
Caucus over the last 2 years in developing, in my judgment, a 
lot of what is in this final tobacco settlement bill that we are 
going to be voting on here in a few moments. The fact of the 
matter is that the Democrats in the House put out on the table 
the first serious, comprehensive proposal on how we ought to 
spend this tobacco settlement money. Mr. Speaker, we had 
many good provisions in that package, and many of those 
provisions are in here in this final package, HE3 2, this evening. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one glaring exception to that point. 
Mr. Speaker, the amount of money that is in HE 2 to help senior 
citizens with prescription drugs in Pennsylvania is outrageous. 
Mr. Speaker, we are about to spend a hundred and- Pardon 
me? 

The SPEAKER. Sergeants at Arms, break up the various 
conferences in the back of the hall. 

Really, the hour is late. Everybody has been very patient and 
very cooperative today. We probably only have another 5 or 
6 hours, so please continue in this spirit of cooperation. 

Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, HE3 2 is a good bill, and again, 

it reflects many of the priorities that the House Democrats have 
articulated over the last 2 years all across the State of 
Pennsylvania, and in fact, we joined with the Republicans in a 
bipartisan fashion to make sure that many of those provisions 
are in fact in HI3 2, with one significant, glaring exception. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is unconscionable that we are 
going to leave this chamber here today with the Republican 
members of this legislature having broken their promise to the 
senior citizens in Pennsylvania that you were going to join with 
the House Democrats to in fact pass a comprehensive and 
serious prescription drug assistance plan using tobacco 
settlement money, and, Mr. Speaker, HE3 2 does no such thing. 

This was a promise made to the seniors all throughout last 
year when Republicans and Democqts were campaigning all 
over Pennsylvania, saying that tobacco settlement money, help 
is coming; we are going to pass a prescription drug assistance 
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plan in the State legislature next year. Mr. Speaker, we stand 
here today and we spend $163 million, and we are going to 
walk out of here today and only help 5,000 to 10,000 more 
people in Pennsylvania pay for their prescription drugs. 

Republicans have said over the last year that this was a top 
priority as we spend money out of the Tobacco Settlement 
Fund, and it has gone from a top priority to a very, very low 
priority for the Republican Party, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to take the opportunity to give the 
Republicans a chance to make good on their word. You ought to 
have a chance to make good on the word you made to the 
seniors in Pennsylvania that you would help them pay for their 
prescription drugs. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. VEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of offering an amendment that 
would put 1 10,000 additional seniors on the PACE 
(Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly) plan, an 
amendment that would e l a t e  the deductible that is in the 
PACENET (Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly 
Needs Enhancement Tier) program. It would eliminate the 
PACENET program completely, and it would add 1 10,000 more 
senior citizens, using tobacco settlement money, in my 
amendment, versus 10,000 that are in HI3 2. And finally, 
~ r .  Speaker, I would like to make the motion to suspend to 
offer this amendment because the other important part of this 
amendment would for the first time in Pennsylvania, first time 
in Pennsylvania, have a serious price control mechanism in 
place for prescription drugs. 

so, Speaker, I would like to make the motion to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of offering this very comprehensive 
amendment to help senior citizens pay for their prescription 
drugs in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Veon, could you give us the number of 
your amendment, please, and a copy of it, if you have one. 

Mr. VEON. Mr. Speaker, that would be A33 19. 
The SPEAKER. M~~ we have a copy ~ f t h a t  amendment? 
The question before the House is the motion of the 

M ~ .  Veon, that the rules of the House be suspended 
to permit the offering of amendment A33 19. 

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

The SPEAKER. on that question, we will give the 
majority leader an opportunity to look at the amendment. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, on the 
question of suspension of the rules. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, there is nobody in this chamber 
that would not like to help the seniors of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. We cannot figure exactly where he is taking the 
money, but it would be irresponsible and bankrupt the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania with what he is trying to do. 
And not figuring out where the money would come from, it 
would come from either prevention and cessation, research, 
uncompensated care, the regional biotechs; it would come from 
something inside the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

We have tried to make sure that we kept the Governor's 
piece intact. We have tried to make sure; we went and we 

fought and fought. The Governor started at zero for the 
PACE program. We took that to $32 million in the- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel? 
Mr. PERZEL. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is 

suspension. Now, I allow tolerance for the two floor leaders, but 
I am not trying to encourage a debate between the two of you. 
Mr. Veon explained his amendments a little bit. You can take 
the other side of it, but do not go into a full-blown debate, 
please. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, it is irresponsible at this late 
hour to take up an amendment like this that would bankrupt the 
system. 

I would urge a "no" vote on the suspension of the rules. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, Mr. Veon debated this. Now, 

it is one each. I assumed that you had yielded to the gentleman, 
Mr. VeOn. 

Mr. DeWEESE. As soon as the gentleman, Mr. 
made the motion to suspend, he relinquished the microphone. 

The SPEAKER. I disagree with Yo& but go ahead. I will 
recognize YOU, because there maybe is a question about it. But 
the question really was mine. I should not have allowed 
debate by the gentleman, Mr. Veon, but, rather, should have 
gone to you right away. 

GO ahead, please, but stay fight on the point, please. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank yous 
The reason 1 want to suspend the rules is because when the 

gentlema% Mr. Perzel, the honorable majority leader, sent his 
original proposal for senior citizen prescription tax relief to the 
Commonwealth Senate several months ago, it cost more than 
the Veon amendment, so I want to suspend the rules for the 
Mr. Veon zmendment because it is circumspect and financially 
prudent and it costs less than the gentleman, Mr. I'erzel's 
original proposal. It is a mment of arresting dubiety to me that 
Mr. Perzel says it will bankrupt the State, and yet his proposal 

more- 
I want to suspend the rules of the House because for 

880 days Democrats have asserted what we believe to be a very 
definitive package of proposals for the tobacco settlement, and 
0% as the gentleman, Mr. Veon, said, one of the most glaring 
and IIUnifest derelictions in this proposal tonight, without a 
rules suspension, is the senior citizen prescription issue. 

So we have a good chance tonight to do this. The gentleman 
momentarily lamented that it might take a few hours of 
parliamentary negotiating and some legerdemain with the 
Senate - bills going back and forth, maybe an amendment or 
two. It might take a couple hours, but what is 2 or 3 hours if we 
can put on a couple hundred thousand senior citizens in this 
State of modest incomes? That is why I want to suspend the 
rules. 

I want to give the accolades that my colleague gave relative 
to biotech and charity care and -wed, but this proposal 
could be much better, and that is why we are here. 

Last week my worthy colleague fought for the PWdelphia 
Authority- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. IMVeese-- 
Mr. DeWEESE. Tonight he should be fighting for 

senior citizens. Thank You. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, thanks for being so 

coo~emtive. I will remember it. 
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On the question recurring, 1 On the question recurring, 

- Will the House agree to the motion? Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
cruz 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
D e d y  
De Weese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans. D. 

Adolph 
.- Allen 

Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, 3. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 

Freeman 
Geist 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

DiGirolamo 
Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagie 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 

Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pailone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Solobay 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wright 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING2 

Frankel Tigue 

Belardi Mann Reinard Shaner 
Colafella McIlhinney Ruffmg Tangretti 

.- Gabig Petrarca Saylor 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman fiom Northumberland, Mr. Phillips. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On concurrence. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. As we put the finishing touches on the 

distribution of funds from the tobacco settlement, I want to 
remind all of my colleagues and the people of Pennsylvania that 
there are a number of health-care providers who must be 
included in the allocation of funds. 

I am pleased to note that fully 19 percent of the entire 
$460 million will be allocated to medical research and 
prevention programs. These funds must be distributed fairly and 
wisely, and I know that there have been numerous meetings and 
conversations among the health-care provider community 
toward that end. It is my further understanding that some of the 
leaders of the health-care group have already met with the 
Secretary of Administration and other key officials who make 
the case for their support. 

Today I speak for the thousands of chiropractors in 
Pennsylvania. For the past 30 years, this group of professionals 
has worked to enhance the educational requirements and 
professional capabilities of their individual practitioners. I have 
worked closely with the Pennsylvania Chiropractic Association 
over the years, and I know for a fact that they have achieved 
new levels of respectability and professionalism in every aspect 
of their endeavors. 

It is also clear to me that the practice of chiropractic 
medicine has provided relief for millions of Pennsylvanians and 
Americans and that they bring a special expertise and 
knowledge to the mission of providing relief for those in pain. 

With all this in mind, I believe strongly that a reasonable 
portion of the research and prevention moneys should be 
allocated to the chiropractic profession for their continued 
progress in the relief of patient pain. I would not presume to 
suggest a percentage or a dollar figure, but I will insist that the 
chiropractic profession not be overlooked in the distribution of 
tobacco funds. 

It is the intent of this legislator to do everythmg possible to 
make sure that chiropractic philosophies and services are 
applied where appropriate and that they be funded fully to 
assure their effectiveness. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for this opportunity. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady, Mrs. Vance. 
Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I ask for your concurrence tonight in HB 2 and 

want to clearly reiterate that the legislation that we passed with 
HI3 1 contained the provisions for increases in PACENET for 
our citizens. We were able to do that because there were 
two provisions - one was for best price, and one was for a 
turnback. We never envisioned utilizing the money from the 
tobacco settlement in order to provide this. So the fact that we 
are providing $32 million fiom the tobacco settlement for 
PACENET is an added bonus. 

We will work this summer. We will in fact be able to do a 
great deal more when we implement best-price and turnback in 
the fall, and I ask your concurrence tonight on HB 2. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman fiom Lycoming, 
Mr. Cappelli. 

Mr. CAPPELLI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to preface my remarks by acknowledging what 

I think has been a real yeoman's effort on the part of the 
leadership of our House and Majority Leader Perzel in securing 
what added prescription drug benefit enhancement, PACENET 
in particular, that is contained in this legislation. It is not 
because we have not strived for much more. I know in my 
district prescription drugs are a very, very serious issue, 
certainly not acute to Williamsport or Lycoming County, and I 
stand here this evening supportive of this legislation but very 
reluctantly so. 

I do not believe at this point in time, with the chief executive 
we presently have running our Commonwealth, that we could 
secure any more. We have a commitment, we have a 
commitment to move forward with a further review of 
additional legislation put forth by Representative Vance, and 
hopefully that will result in expanded coverage in the future. 

Let there be no mistake where I stand on the issue of 
prescription drugs or I think our caucus. We have done the best 
we could do. It is unfortunate we could not go further, but we 
must not give up the fight. 

So I reluctantly stand here this evening asking my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle for a vote of concurrence. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 

Mr. Walko. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I share many of the feelings just expressed by the gentleman 

from Lycoming. I believe we have much farther to go. This is 
only the first step in a 50-mile hike. It is a very, very small step, 
indeed. 

We have not done anythmg about these programs that we 
have using bulk purchasing and Medicaid prices. The legislation 
before us contains nothing about a prescription benefit manager 
for the Commonwealth to negotiate lower drug prices and larger 
rebates. The HB 2 PACE provisions increases only make up, 
I believe, for the cost-of-living increases that have knocked off 
seniors fiom prescription drug benefits over the last 2 years. 

The Democratic amendment clearly would not have used any 
money from any other program in the tobacco settlement, 
simply using some bulk-negotiated discounts to finance some 
acquisition of prescription medication and also the use of what 
would have gone into an escrow account. The Democratic 
amendment that was presented here on a motion to suspend 
would have increased income limits to $20,000 for an 
individual- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Walko, we have before 
us the bill on concurrence. Really, you should not be debating 
something that has nothing to do with concurrence. That 
amendment was tried, and it failed. Now, please, concurrence. 

Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY I 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. A point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Go ahead; state it. 

Mr. DeWEESE. If the gentleman's reluctance to embrace 
concurrence is based upon the failure of the last amendment, 
I would opine that it is relevant, and- 

The SPEAKER. I agree; I agree. I apologize. 
If you are against this bill because of that amendment, you Lg 

are in order. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That is correct. 
Another reason that I am against concurrence is that it does 

not increase the income limits to the extent that the Democratic 
amendment could. We could raise the limits to $20,000 annual 
income for an individual and $27,000 for a couple, under the 
Democratic amendment that is not contained in HI3 2. 

Also, HB 2 on concurrence has no mention, no scintilla of a 
hint, about using Federal supply pricing for purchases of 
prescription medication by our various State programs, and that 
would save us a ton of money, and that would not require us to 
spend any money. It would continue the kind of negotiations we 
do for the PACE program now, only it would make them 
tougher and make our requirements tougher. 

And also, we would, under the Democratic amendment as 
opposed to HB 2 on concurrence, Mr. Speaker, we would 
eliminate PACENET. All we would be saying is, give PACE a 
chance. 

And so many other challenges lie ahead, and they are not 
addressed in HI? 2. 

Everywhere you go in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
in every State House race, in every State Senate race, I heard, 
affordable and accessible prescription medications. At the same 
time we are voting on HB 2, we do nothing to address prices, 
and yet the 50 most heavily prescribed prescription medications 
in this Commonwealth, the prices for those rose at twice the rate hd 
of inflation; 18 of those 50 prescription medications that are the 
most heavily prescribed rose at 3 times the rate of inflation. For 
Federal government programs like PACE, our program, that is a 
major problem, but HB 2 does not address it at all, not a hint. 

The problem comes forth to me - my constituent Bob. My 
constituent Bob has stomach problems. He requires Pepcid. His 
3-month supply, in eastern Pennsylvania or western 
Pennsylvania, costs $345. Under negotiated prices in Canada 
and under the Federal supply price, he would save 80 percent on 
that. The problem for people like Bob: He goes into a drugstore, 
puts down $1; meanwhile, people buying under the Federal 
supply price only have to put down 40 cents. That is unfair. 

To the House Republican leadership and the crafters of HI3 2 
and the Governor, I ask, what about Bob? Bob needs 
meaningful prescription drug reform. We need to expand PACE 
in a meaningful way. HB 2 does not do it. We need to 
bulk-purchase for State programs and we need to require 
Federal supply pricing. HB 2 does not do that. And finally, we 
need to move toward the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
serving as a prescription benefit manager for every 
Pennsylvanian including Bob. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Eachus. 
Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to say that I am deeply disappointed by HI3 2 and the 4 lack of passage on suspension of the Democratic proposal to 

increase PACE. I can tell you, my colleagues on the 
pharmaceutical task force and I traveled the Commonwealth 
studying these issues, and the proposal tonight, sir, is puny, to 



LEGISLATIVE JOURN&HOUSE 

say the least; it is small. It is not going to meet the needs of our 
senior citizens. 

In the proposal tonight under HI3 2, we have a mere 
$1,000 increase in PACENET limits for individuals. The 
Democratic proposal would have increased that up to 
$20,500 for an individual. For a couple under the Democratic 
proposal it would have gone to $27,500. Under HB 2 we once 
again have another $1,000 increase. This increase will not even 
cover the expansion of people who get their Social Security 
COLAS (cost-of-living adjustments) this year; it will not even 
cover those people. This proposal also does not get the best 
price on pharmaceutical drugs. The pharmaceutical companies 
continue to see the PACE program in this Commonwealth as a 
plum to be picked for profits, and who is paying? Who is 
paying? The very people who need the pharmaceutical drugs the 
most, our elderly, the people who are using the most 
pharmaceutical drugs. 

Sir, I stand tonight appalled, appalled after 2 years of rhetoric 
under the Republican plan which said that they were going to 
expand it to $30,000 for a married couple. That is unbelievable 
that we end up in a situation where we only raise these limits 
$1,000. I cannot see it; I cannot see it. 

Sir, I support many things within HB 2. I support expansion 
of programs for the uninsured, charity care for our hospital 
systems, and the Democratic proposal tonight, it was not said, 
did not take money out of existing programs that are under this 
plan. It took it out of escrowed money that we had set aside, so 
these expansions would not have crippled other programs that 
are very beneficial to other Pennsylvanians. Let us not make 
class warfare out of this, but I can tell you that it has been a 
7-year fight without expansion of the PACE benefits, and this 
program is measly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady fiom Philadelphia County, 

Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am happy in this bill, about this bill, that we have a 

commitment to research. We are a great State for research and 
development, and I think that we ought to encourage those 
industries, but the Department of Education has just proposed 
standards that would allow the teaching of religion in school, 
the teaching of religion as creationism in school. 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs, we are on concurrence in 
Senate amendments. I do not remember anything in the bill 
dealing with the Department of Education in the Senate 
amendments. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. That is true. I will try and point my remarks 
more finely. 

The SPEAKER. Really. It is 10 after 11. Please stay on the 
question of concurrence, please. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. I hope that our allocation in this 
settlement will bring biotech, bioinfomatic, bio this and bio that, 
not-for-profit and businesses into this State, but if we teach 
religion/creationism, if we allow for that, it will not happen. 

I will vote for this bill, but our effort in that direction will not 
succeed if the Governor does not put a stop to this; we will not 
>e a credible State. I will vote for this biII. I thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Lawrence County, Mr. Sainato. 

Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, would like to make some comments on HI3 2. 
I support HB 2. This is something that we have been working 

on formany years. 
As some of my previous colleagues have said, there are a lot 

of good things in this bill and there are some things that I think 
we could have done better, but I think we should not lose track 
of the fact of the research that is done here in biotech. I think 
that is very important for cancer research. I think that is very 
important for lung research and things like that. Let us not 
forget why we got this $1 1 million over the last - $20 billion for 
the next 20 years. I think it is because of what happened with 
smoking. 

I would like to commend both sides, actually. We have done 
the right thing in Pennsylvania. We are using this money for 
health-related issues where many States squandered their money 
for things that were not there. So 1 think all of us, all of us 
should be proud of that. We kept our word. We have done what 
we said we were going to do as far as health-related issues. 

Cancer research, as I said earlier, is very important. There is 
not one family that is not touched in thls State because of that. 
So I think what we have done in this bill is done the right thing 
by putting this money there, and I am hoping somewhere down 
the line we finally find that cure, what we have all been hoping 
for. 

As far as uncompensated care, as far as helping our hospitals 
make it through the tough times, this bill deals with it. I think 
that is what cooperation is about. We got it in the bill, and we 
have done it. 

So I am pleased to have been a part of this, Mr. Speaker. 
I think that I have had an opportunity to go around the State, 
have seen the hospitals in Pittsburgh and Philadelphia where 
they were doing some research, and I think we have a lot to be 
proud of in Pennsylvania. 

I do have to echo my concerns, though, about the PACE 
program. I am disappointed that the limit is only going up 
$1,000. A few months ago I stood in this same spot- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please yield. 
Mr. SAINATO. Sure. 
The SPEAKER. Sergeants at Arms, clear the area in the back 

of the rail. Conferences in the aisles, please break up. 
Conferences, please break up. 

The gentleman may continue. 
Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I was saying, I said I am disappointed in only raising the 

PACE limit by $1,000. I think we could have done better. A few 
months ago I stood in this same spot and gave the same similar 
type of speech that we had raised the limit by at least $8,000 for 
our constituents. I think this is the first step tonight. I think both 
sides know we have to do more for prescription drugs. 

As my colleague from Lycoming County said earlier, that we 
are doing the best that we can at this point, but I do not think we 
should ever lose track of we have a ways to go; we have things 
that we have to get done with this, and each year we need to 
review where we are putting the money. Prescription drugs 
should be a priority of every person in this House, because we 
all have them in our districts and we need to do somehng for 
prescription drugs. The $1,000 tonight is a help; it is a help, but 
we have a long, long way to go. 

So I am voting for this bill. I think it is good. It could have 
been better, but under the circumstances, this is the best that we 
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could get with the administration. So let us keep it going, and 
hopefully, we will get some good things out of this bill. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Rohrer. Will the 

gentleman yield. 
Right now I have five names left to go on this bill. Please be 

attentive and polite. 
Mr. Rohrer. 
Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will not go long because the hour is getting late, but I could 

not help but thinking, as the gentlemen from Greene and Beaver 
Counties are really complaining about why more money is not 
being spent and wanting to spend more, that perhaps we all 
would like to see a little bit more added to prescription drugs, 
and I would like to say that our leaders have worked very hard 
on this side to make sure that that has happened, but 
unfortunately, what the Senate wanted, got more of what they 
wanted, and there is only so much money to go around, but that 
is part of the issue that I would like to raise because it has not 
been mentioned and I think it needs to be because of what we 
are doing. 

Tlvrty percent of this program, of these dollars, goes towards 
a new program for uninsureds. It sounds good. We all want to 
reduce the uninsureds in this State. We do about 10 percent, and 
we are very low compared to the other 50 States. The problem 
with it is we have a program that is laid out, that is taking 
30 percent of this money, which means it cannot be used for 
other things, 30 percent on an expanding item that is only going 
to grow through the roof. 

Other States have done what we are now attempting to do. 
I do not think the Senate should have pushed like they had for 
this. It will come back to bite us. We will not have the money 
for it. We have not done an actuarial study; we have not done 
fiscal studies, but we have built in the elements that will 
absolutely guarantee that this program will grow. How? A 
90-day residency requirement. I guarantee you we will be 
providing insurance for people who do not now live in this 
State, who will move here in the 90 days to be able to begin to 
collect. We will have a problem like we had with welfare. 

Secondly, we are going to create more uninsureds because 
our small businessmen who provide insurance now to their 
employees cannot compete with a government program. We 
have already been told they will dump their employees onto the 
State system. That will inflate the rolls; that will up and increase 
the number of people who are going to want to participate. We 
will not decrease the uninsureds. We will increase the 
uninsureds, and we will compete with the private sector and 
wreak havoc in our private insurance sector. 

Thiidly - and I think this is good for anybody who is 
concerned about labor and wages - perhaps you have not 
thought about this, but this element, this item, perhaps has the 
greatest motivation perhaps or the cause to suppress wage 
increases of anythmg that we are doing, and you say, how can 
that happen? It can happen like this: When you have a program 
that establishes a level for participation of a family of four with 
$32,000 and you have small businesses that will, because they 
cannot compete, dump their employees onto the new system, 
you will have reason for employees not to want their wages to 
go up and for employers to discourage them from going up. 
Why? Because as soon as you make $32,500, you are no longer 
eligible. We ought to think about this, because this will 
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encourage wage suppression. It is a fact of life. It has happened 
everywhere else that it has taken place. I do not think that is a 
good idea. I do not think that is good for the worker, and I do 
not think that is good for this whole thing. 

So I just had to stand up and just raise this because it has not 4 
been discussed, but this as a singular important item, we need to 
know the impact of this; we need to know what it is going to do. 
We know what it has done in other States. Tennessee has 
implemented a program just like this. In 7 years their program 
was over $3 billion in costs. I know this is somewhat limited to 
the money that we have in the Tobacco Fund. However, we all 
know, as well as anybody else, that once you start and the 
money runs out, you are not going to want to cut it off We will 
pass this off to whoever is going to be in this General Assembly 
5 years from now, 10 years from now, and they will have a 
hapless problem to deal with. We may not deal it with, but they 
will. I do not think that is prudent, and as a result, even though 
there are mostly good things in this, this element I think poses a 
significant risk fiscally to all of the other items and establishes 
the wrong direction. 

So I am going to be forced to vote "no" on this, and I think 
perhaps others ought to consider it as well. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Wilt. 
Mr. WILT. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to ask some questions of someone from perhaps 

our Appropriations Committee or our majority leadership team. 
I do not know who is taking questions on the issue tonight. 

The SPEAKER. The majority leader indicates he will stand 
for interrogation. 

Mr. WILT. Great. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1JI' 
I appreciate it. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill that we are considering tonight on 
concurrence, HB 2, delineates by percentages how the 
appropriation will be spent over the upcoming - and here is 
where my question comes - over the upcoming what period of 
time? Let us say that we are a year into this program and we 
want to shift money perhaps out of the line item that 
Representative Rohrer just mentioned and into the PACE 
portion of the funding. Would it be possible for the 
General Assembly to begin to move money around within these 
designated program areas? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, that is a decision that has to be 
made by this General Assembly in consultation with the 
Governor. We decide, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILT. Is there any time limitation that we need to allow 
these percentages to stay in effect? Is this a year, or 2 years, 
5 years? 

Mr. PERZEL. It is a decision we make here, Mr. Speaker. 
The answer is no. f 

Mr. WILT. Okay. So it would be perhaps after the 
completion of the study that is being commissioned in 
chapter 23, the study having to be completed by October 1. 
So once we receive that study, we may find that perhaps we 
want to commit more money to that program or take money 
away from that particular chapter. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, as we said earlier, this is just a t11)1 
start. It is $32.4 million that is going to be placed in the 
PACENET program for an expansion of the program, and 
altogether, as we said earlier, the senior citizen programs get 
$85 million, Mr. Speaker. This is only a beginning. We have 
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asked the Governor to do a task force to come back by October 
so that we can look at a future expansion of this program. That - is what we are looking at, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILT. All right. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
So it would be perfectly allowable or feasible under this 

House bill that we are considering tonight to come back and 
reevaluate our priorities. That is what I hear you saying. 

Mr. PERZEL. That is absolutely correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. WILT. Thank you. 
And very briefly, I have one more question, Mr. Speaker, 

and that is, under the chapter 13 health investment insurance 
program that Representative Rohrer just referred to, my 
question is, on the contracting with private entities that offer 
health insurance products, do we know how many entities 
would be eligible to participate in this program? Is it going to be 
earmarked to one provider per area in the State? Is it a bid 
~rocess? How would that work. Mr. S~eaker? - 

Mr. PERZEL. It would be bid, I& Speaker, and it could be 
multiple around the State. 

Mr. WILT. Is that depending upon the region? I guess my 
concern is, we have hospitals that have contracts with certain 
insurers within a particular county. Some are covered by one 
plan; some are covered by another plan. How could we make 
sure that, say, the two or three hospitals that service my county 
that have different contracts with different providers are taken 
care of by this legislation? And before you answer, I think what 
I am really asking is, how do we make sure that people who 
qualify under chapter 13 will have a contracted service available 
to them? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, there will be an RFP (request for 
proposal), and if they are the low bidder, they would get the 
contract. 

Mr. WILT. Okay. If the low bidder on the contract is not an 
insurer that that particular hospital in an area has a contract with 
already, would they be forced to take payment from that 
particular contract under this provision? 

Mr. PERZEL. The RFP, Mr. Speaker, would require that 
they be a provider that can do that throughout the area, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILT. Okay. 
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,. and I appreciate you 

taking my questions. 
I just think that it is important on two accounts: Number one, 

that we understand that this is not an expansion, necessarily, of 
a government program but we are going to be using contractors 
who are in the business of providing insurance, and therefore, 
I hate to disagree on principle with my friend and colleague 
fiom Berks County, but I do think that it is important that we 
understand that this particular chapter within HB 2 does allow 
for the marketplace to pick these uninsured people up only 
through a contract, that it is not a direct appropriation for health 
care like an expansion of MA (medical assistance), number one. 

And secondly, Mr. Speaker, I certainly would have written 
this bill differently, and we in the House of Representatives 
wrote a different bill that we thought was pretty good. We 
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- passed it overwhelmingly here. So I am buoyed by your 

I response to my question that we could come back in a short 
period of time and reevaluate our priorities, perhaps cut a deal 
with this or the next Governor to reshuffle the deck a little 
differently to meet the needs of those who are either uninsured 
or perhaps in need of prescription drugs. 

So for that reason I will be voting to concur in HB 2 and 
hope that we can work and continue to work over the next 
several years as we get appropriations into this line item or 
these various line items to improve this program. We have to 
start somewhere. I would encourage a concurrence on HE? 2. 

Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Roebuck. Will the gentleman yield. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence on the floor of 
the House for some time now of the gentleman, Mr. Gabig, and 
instructs the clerk to remove him fiom the leave list. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 
I 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Roebuck; I apologize. 
Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It seems to me very clear that we have a hndamental 

obligation in looking at the tobacco settlement to address the 
need of what the Surgeon General identified as impact to 
communities; let us say, those communities that were 
specifically targeted by tobacco companies to sell their product 
and upon which incalculable damage has been done over a 
course of years. 

When this bill left the House and we sent to the Senate a 
tobacco settlement, we put specific money in that settlement to 
address the needs of those communities, particularly minority 
communities in this State. The bill that comes back to us, 
however, has watered that commitment down, watered it down 
almost to the point where it has become meaningless. 

What this bill provides is for the creation of a tobacco use 
and prevention advisory committee which can recommend 
programs to deal with tobacco-related issues of cessation of 
tobacco use, and consideration - consideration - can be given 
by that community to prevention cessation programs operating 
in minority communities. 

It is almost criminal, Mr. Speaker, for this legislature to fail 
to address in a more specific manner the impact that tobacco has 
had on minority communities in this State. It is almost 
unconscionable, Mr. Speaker, for this bill to be structured in this 
way that ignores the impact that tobacco has had on a 
significant population in this State. I wish the tobacco 
companies had been as casual in marketing their products to 
minorities in this State as this bill is in addressing the health 
needs of those minorities impacted by tobacco. 

What is done here, Mr. Speaker, is criminally wrong. 
Whoever had the responsibility, whether it was the Senate or the 
Governor or the legislative leaders, to shape this settlement and 
ignored the very fundamental wrongs done to minority 
communities in this State, it is fundamentally wrong. It should 
be corrected. It should be corrected immediately, and certainly 
we should not pass legislation that ignores this very 
fbndamental wrong to a significant part of the population of this 
State. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tioga, Mr. Baker. 
Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to strongly support this legislation. 
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Notwithstanding some of the protestations that I heard 
earlier, I do believe that this is hallmark, historic legislation 
that could lead to the expenditure of hopefully, over 25 years, 
$11.3 billion to help our senior citizens as well as many others 
uninsured and all our health-care clinics perhaps. 

I am not going to go through all the points that I am 
supporting tonight, but some of the most significant ones that 
help urban as well as rural areas I would like to touch upon. The 
fust one is home and community care. This legislation is going 
to help our senior citizens age 60 and over stay in their own 
homes and get the health-care needs that they really desire and 
prefer. This is very significant legislation to our senior citizens. 
So we must not forget that. 

In the last 2 years I have had two people very close to me in 
my own family that have taken advantage of this program, and 
unfortunately, we do not have enough money or slots in place 
currently to help all the needs that we have in Pennsylvania. 
This legislation will help them tremendously, and they are 
looking forward to this passage of legislation. 

Some other points that I just want to touch on very, very 
quickly, and that is the uncompensated-care issue. Urban as 
well as rural hospitals have a dramatic increase in free, 
uncompensated care that they are providing but they are taking 
losses over. This is a very significant issue to our hospitals, very 
important to my particular area because we are in the top five 
counties of uncompensated care, fiee care, and it is a very rural 
county, and I know this spans both Democrat and Republican 
districts. So this is a very important issue for our hospitals and 
for their viability to provide continued health-care needs to their 
people in their own community. 

A couple of other issues in addition to the research efforts 
that are going to be going on is the health investment insurance 
program. That is expected to help about 60,000 people that 
heretofore did not have health insurance, and this is going to go 
a long way in helping those very needy families and children 
age 19 to 64. We have never had this before. This is a very 
innovative, forward-thinking type of program that is going to 
reach out to the needs of people in our community. 

And of course, medical assistance for workers with 
disabilities. How can we say no to the disabled? It is very 
important to help our disabled. I was a disability advocate in a 
law fm for 12 years. These people, some of these people that 
are not able to fully afford insurance now can potentially qualify 
for Medicaid, and Medicaid provides what? Prescription drug 
coverage, physicals, medical, hospital care. It is going to go a 
long way in helping those individuals as well. 

Just a couple of other things. Rural and urban health clinics 
are going to get help in this legislation. Forty-two federally 
approved health clinics as well as about 116 urban and rural 
health-care clinics are also going to be eligible for grants for 
very innovative, helpful funding to help them in their 
communities, in your communities as well as ours. I know this 
is going to help my district tremendously in rural Pennsylvania, 
and I know if you have a health clinic in your district, it is most 
likely going to help you in your area as well. 

~ n d  PACE. I have heard the concerns, and maybe we are not 
doing as much as we possibly could if we had it our way, but 
listen, we are going to help approximately 10,500 senior 
citizens in expanding the PACENET program. If we help 100 
more, that is better than no more. So I submit that this is a good 
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plan. It may not be the best plan; it may not be as far as we 
would want to go, but it sure will help. 

Lastly, there is the medical education loan assistance for both 
nursing and medical students as well as the loan forgiveness 
program for nurses that pledge to work in Pennsylvania for at 4 
least 3 years. We have heard so much talk about shortages of 
nurses. Well, how can we say no to a nurse forgiveness 
program, loan forgiveness program, and for a medical 
professional program? 

Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of reasons in here to support this 
legislation, and I just caution you to please do not vote because 
it does not go far enough. I mean, that is you  prerogative if you 
want to vote that way, but I submit this is very historical; this is 
hallmark legislation. This is a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to 
be part of something very unique and helpful to the citizens of 
Pennsylvania, and I would urge your support for the sweeping 
passage of this legislation. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Frankel. 
Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will be brief. I want to focus, following up on the previous 

speaker and a couple other speakers, on a couple of aspects of 
the tobacco settlement that I find very, very disappointing. 

When we take a look at the uncompensated-care provisions 
and the health insurance program that are provided under the 
tobacco settlement, I think we need to look at the roots of why 
these are being proposed, because they are in fact mere 
Band-Aids over problems that have been caused by our 
State government in the past. When we did welfare reform 
under Act 35, we disqualified an entire population of adult 
Pennsylvanians who qualify for medical assistance, and as we 
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moved these people, very successfully, mind you, because 
welfare reform has been successll, we moved them from 
welfare to work, but under welfare they received medical 
assistance and now they are making minimum wage; they are 
making $10,000, $12,000 a year when they do not get health 
insurance from their employer, so they cannot afford it and they 
do not have medical assistance. So what do we have? We have 
the fastest, most rapid growing population of uninsured adults in 
this country, and what are we doing about it? The Governor has 
proposed what I call a Band-Aid through this health insurance 
program that includes no mental health benefit; it includes 
no pharmaceutical benefit, and it costs somebody making 
$12,000 a year $30 a month. This is not a health insurance 
program, and this is no way to successfully move people Erom 
welfare to work. 

Why do our hospitals have this crisis of uncompensated 
care? Again, because we have disqualified this entire population 
of uninsured adults from medical assistance. We have created 
this problem. This is a Band-Aid. . 

I am going to support this tobacco settlement because this is 
the best that we are going to get right now; it is better than 
nothing, but when we talk about this, we have to understand 
what the roots are. What we are doing here is patchwork. It is 
not addressing the fundamental problem, and we are not 
providing people who need it most in this society-- We are J 
talking about older citizens in the State. What about the working 
poor who do not have a pharmaceutical benefit; they do not 
have a mental health benefit? I m e q  we are perpetuating a 
stigma in this State through this tobacco settlement that 
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mental health is something less than physical health, because, 

- quite frankly, they are interrelated; they are the same thing, and 
we are perpetuating this stigma that is a problem throughout the 
State by the tobacco settlement by not providing the mental 
health benefit. 

So this is a disappointing document. It is, unfortunately, 
probably the best that we are going to do. I am going to vote for 
this very reluctantly. I am very disappointed in it, and I think 
that we need to take another serious look at how we deal with 
this rapidly growing uninsured adult population in this State so 
that we can successfully move people from welfare to work. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Benninghoff. 
Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I realize the night is long, so I will keep my comments very 

short. 
I wanted to echo what Representative Baker said. I think it is 

important that we realize that we have made' a long-term 
investment by investing some of our dollars to help those that 
are going into the health-care profession, something that many 
of us heard through our committees through this year that we 
have been going throughout Pennsylvania, the lack of nursing 
personnel and those going into health care. 

But more importantly, I think we also need to remember 
why we are here tonight, and I think we would be remiss 
to not remark and compliment our Attorney General, 
D. Michael Fisher, for his hard work in succeeding through this 

-.-. tobacco settlement. Had it not been for D. Michael Fisher 
working so hard to make it possible for us to be here to disburse 
these funds for the great people of Pe~sylvania and his vision 
to make sure that the people of Pennsylvania are healthy, not 
just today but 25 years down the road, I want to personally, as a 
Pennsylvanian, thank D. Michael Fisher for allowing us to 
succeed in getting this tobacco settlement for the other States 
and Pennsylvania. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there is no question, as the gentleman, 

Mr. Baker, said and a number of other members here, there are 
a lot of good things in this bill to vote for, and, Mr. Speaker, 
I am going to vote for this bill, and I would encourage others, 
certainly on my side of the aisle, the Democratic side, to do the 
same. 

As I said in my opening remarks, Democrats in the House 
ought to be very proud of many parts of this legislation, and I 
feel good that the final product reflects a lot of the work that we 
have done over the last 2 years, but, Mr. Speaker, I think you 
can also see by the comments from the Democrats here this 
evening on the House floor that we are at the same time very 
frustrated. We are frustrated that the Republicans broke their 
promise to the seniors of Pennsylvania, and instead of making 
prescription drug assistance - helping seniors pay for their 

- prescription medicines - a top priority, it is a very low priority 
in this Tobacco Settlement Fund bill, HB 2. 

Mr. Speaker, we have $65 million in this bill for medical 
research; we have $100 million for biotech greenhouses; we 
have $60 million for venture capital; we have $103 million to 
help pay for health care for uninsureds; we have $35 million for 
charity care in hospitals; we have $42 million for cessation 
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programs to help people quit smoking; we have $30 million to 
put in the endowment; we have $65 million that we are 
transferring from the Tobacco Settlement Fund to the 
General Fund for who knows what, and yet we can only find 
$25 million to help senior citizens. And so, Mr. Speaker, we are 
frustrated. We thought the Republicans in the House were going 
to join us and make this a top priority in a Tobacco Settlement 
Fund allocation. That is what they said publicly; that is what 
was reported in the newspapers; that is what they said at their 
press conferences. 

Mr. Speaker, we find ourselves again here tonight that every 
time we talk about prescription drug assistance for seniors, the 
Republican response is, we are going to form a task force; we 
are going to do it next year; we will take a look at it this 
summer; we will make sure it comes out of committee; we are 
going to get around to it, and we really want to do more. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, when presented with the opportunity to in fact 
make a priority to help seniors pay for their prescription 
medicines in Pennsylvania, the House Republicans have failed. 

Mr. Speaker, despite that, there are a lot of good things in 
this bill, a lot of other thngs that members worked hard for, and 
I would encourage an affirmative vote. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just say finally, on Monday the House 
Democrats will be back at it fighting for real prescription drug 
assistance for the seniors in Pennsylvania. We are going to 
spend the summer and the fall, and we are going to continue 
knocking on that door until you let us inside and make sure that 
we make it a priority to help seniors pay for their medicine. 
They deserve it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there is one section of this bill that disappoints 

me substantially in how it was crafted, and that is the section 
dealing with smoking cessation and prevention programs, 
which, in my view, is probably the most important provision of 
this legislation. 

What that section does is it lets any scam artist or any 
snake oil salesman start a smoking cessation program and get 
grants from the Department of Health, and I would project that 
shortly after this bill becomes law, we are going to see 
infomercials on television by some snake oil salesman, some 
scam artist, about some smoking cessation program that they are 
going to be foisting on the public and selling as their nonprofit 
corporation. Of course, we know the definition of a nonprofit 
corporation is that the bosses take all the money out and put it in 
their pockets so there is no profit. 

The other thing that this provision does, and it i s  Well, 
I talked a little bit earlier about the drafting error. It may have 
been intentional. I called it a drafting error because I wanted to 
give the Senate the benefit of the doubt, but my experience has 
been that perhaps it was otherwise, and I am reflecting 
back on some comments made a little bit earlier by 
Representative Phillips about the chiropractors and the work 
that they could do in smoking cessation, and I am sympathetic 
to the views of Representative Phillips and I am also very 
sympathetic of the views of the people who are watching on this 
TV that really believe 'hat their doctor can now begin a 
smoking cessation program. Well, the answer is no, because 
under this provision a doctor - that is a physician, licensed 
medical doctor, osteopathic physician, chiropractor - cannot 
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obtain grants from the Department of Health to have a smoking 
cessation program. However, this committee that was talked 
about earlier, the tobacco use prevention and cessation 

has to get a report hrn the doctors in this 
about the smoking cessation programs that they 

run. Now, that borders on the absurd. 
SO what d o  we have? W e  have a piece of legislation that 

does not specifically provide grant oppo-ties to the Lung 
Association, the Heart Association, and the Cancer Society, 
organizations that we know have a track record and have done a 
good job in protecting people, keeping them healthy, and 
-ng smoking cessation programs. ~h~~ have to for 
these grants with the s m k e  oil saksmen and the scam artists 
who run the same programs they can get a piece Of that 
30- or 40-some millions of dollars that are going to be available 
for these programs. 

I am deeply disappointed that the Senate did not do better 
and did not protect the people of this Commonwealth, those 
folks who have the habit of  smoking and are hooked on 
smoking and honestly want to quit and cannot go to their doctor 
because he  cannot get a grant to have a smoking cessation 
program for them, but they can be hmked by some scam ahst 
who run smoLing cessation program because they 
were watching his at a.m. because they not 
sleep, maybe because they just had to have another cigarette. 

I am really disappointed in this provision of the bill, 
Mr. Speaker, and I had hoped the Senate could do better, and 
I hope in the future that this can be corrected by this legislature. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

REMARKS SUBiW'I'TED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. YUDICHAK submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, we have before us today one of the most important 
opportunities presented to this General Assembly during the past 
several decades. We have an opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to improve 
access to affordable, quality health care for every Pennsylvanian. 

The Pennsylvania General Assembly has a history of being 
progressive on health-care issues. At the time of their creation, the 
PACE p r o m  for our seniors and the Children's Health Insurance 
Program for young people were the envy of the national policy leaders 
and our healthcare programs to aid our elderly and our children 
became the model upon which many other States - and the Federal 
government - built similar programs. 

The tobacco settlement money that we allocate today puts 
Pennsylvania in a great position to continue &is edition of 
progressive health-care policy. 

The most significant part of this plan is its prescription drug 
coverage component, and sadly, it is also the most disappointing aspect 
of the bill. More than 2 years ago, when House Democrats fust 
introduced a plan for investing the tobacco settlement money, 
we demanded that expansion of the PACE program to include 
400,000 seniors in need of prescription drug assistance. 

For years, cost-of-living increases have eroded the effectiveness of 
the PACE program. Periodic attempts by the legislature - through 
income eligibility adjustments and creation of the PACENET program 
-have been unsuccessll as a remedy. The results of our past efforts 
have been hundreds of thousands of seniors left without prescription 
drug coverage and drug costs spiraling out of control. 

Democrats argued that it was time to stop chipping away at the 
margins of the problem. The tobacco settlement moneys give this 
General Assembly the unique opportunity to provide comprehensive 
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and low-cost prescription drug benefits to the seniors who need them 
most. 

Nearly 10 percent of the $460 million Pennsylvania will receive 
each year from the tobacco settlement will be earmarked for 
prescription drug assistance programs, not bad when you consider the 
Senate's and administration's initial offer was zero. But it is not nearly 

rrSi 
enough. The prescription drug benefit plan in this bill will boost 
PACENET eligibility requirements by only $1,000 and will allow for a 
short, &year moratorium on seniors being dropped from the PACE 
program because of increases in their Social Security income. This 
plan, again, only chips at the margins of the monumental problem of 
high prescription drug cost. I am happy that 10,000 new seniors will be 
eligible for benefits under the bill, but that still leaves thousands of 
seniors without coverage. I am gratefbl that this House fought to 
include prerription drug cove*ge for in the tobacco 
settlement, but the fact remains that this bill will not reduce the cost of 
pre,ription drugs, 

I believe the 2-year fight in this House to make prescription drug 
assistance for seniors a major part of this legislation has been well 
worth the effort, but the battle must continue. 

I urge my colleagues to support the tobacco settlement legislative 
package, but I ask them not to give UP the fight on providing 
P e ~ ~ ~ l v a n i a  seniors with prescription drug coverage. 

In addition to addressing the issue of prescription drug coverage for 
seniors, Pennsylvania will also take a huge step toward alleviating the 
heal&-cm con crisis many working fmilies face by providing 
health-care coverage for working adults who cannot afford coverage of 
their own. 

This is a major step toward ensuring that no Pennsylvanian goes 
without the health care they need and deserve. 

In this plan Pennsylvania also recognizes the importance of medical 
research, both for the health of Pennsylvanians and the economy of the 
Commonwealth. 

The $75 million we will put each year toward augmenting Federal 
money for our research institutions and toward creating new research 
grants of our own will put Pennsylvania's medical research community 
at the forefront of the fight against diseases like cancer. 

Our investment in new biotechnology greenhouses, where science 
and entrepreneurship will come together to create cures and create jobs, 
is a unique partnership that will make Pennsylvania a leader in the 
health-care and medical research industries. 

Finally, we address perhaps the most important Part of the 
health-care puzzle, one that I am particularly interested in: improving 
overall public health through Prevention and education- 

Under this legislation, funding for health-care education and 
prevention receives a huge boost over what Pennsylvania traditionally 
h" provided for these efforts. 

I believe that this Part of the settkment is perhaps the wisest 
investment we will make- BY teaching more people, especially Young 
people, how to be healthy, and by stressing a cost-effective 
preventative approach to health care, we can avoid in the future many 
of the tragic illnesses caused by the harmful effects of tobacco. 

When we started this process more than 2 years ago, there was a 
consensus among all parties - the House, the Senate, the 
administration, and the people of Pennsylvania - that the tobacco 
settlement money should be used to address the health-care needs of 
Pennsylvanians. 

I believe we have done that with this legislation in both necessary 
and creative ways, and I believe the steps called for in this legislation 
will be effective and will continue to improve the health of 
Pe"nsylvanians long after the settlement money is gone. 

AS I look at the result, I am c m e d  about the missed opportunity 
on prescription drug coverage for our senior citizens and understand & 
that our battle on this issue must continue, but I believe on the whole 
the bill merits our support, and I urge final passage of this legislation. 

Thank YOU, Mr. Speaker. 
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REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Miss MANN submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Every Pennsylvanian stands to benefit in some way through the 
passage of tobacco settlement legislation. Whether it is through greater 
opportunities for health research, health insurance to insure adults who 
are struggling without coverage, or through the expansion of home and 
community care for older Pennsylvanians, the settlement plan is a great 
start. 

I support the plan because it invests in existing and new 
community-based programs to prevent tobacco addictions and because 
it begins to expand the Pharmaceutical Contract for the Elderly, as well 
as reimbursing hospitals for uncompensated care. Finally, the plan 
invests a portion of the proceeds to make sure that none of these 
initiatives become unhnded mandates in a few years. 

Pennsylvania has the ability to become a national leader in 
biotechnology and in health research. In our time I hope to see a cure 
for cancer, for AIDS (acquired immune deficiency syndrome), and 
other devastating diseases. Also, through investments in biotechnology 
we will help to grow Pennsylvania's economy. 

Through the wise investment of the billions of dollars this State will 
receive over the next 25 years, we can make a difference in the quality 
of life of thousands of people and we can create self-sustaining 
programs that do not end when the State stops receiving settlement 
dollars. 

I am proud to support this initiative that invests this money for what 
it was intended - health care. I believe this will set Pennsylvania apart 
from other States. 

The SPEAKER The chair sees no other rmmbers seeking 
recognition, and therefore, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
My remarks will be brief. 
I am going to vote in favor of the proposal because the lion's 

share of elements within this document are worthy, but I think 
we need to take a carbine rather than a shotgun to my 
penultimate references as to why I am disappointed in this 
proposal. Much of it will be reflective of other comments that 
were engendered earlier in the evening, but I want to, unlike one 
of my colleagues who said he did not want to belabor the point, 
I do want to belabor the point one last time and make certain 
that there is synthesis in the remarks of the Democratic whip 
and some of the hopes and anticipations of the younger cadre on 
the other side of the aisle. 

It is a gross dereliction and a monumental folly that 
prescription drugs for senior citizens of very modest means are 
not a primordial force within this tobacco settlement. 
Approximately $400 million a year will come cascading into the 
Keystone State, and with this baptism in 2001, this would have 
been the perfect time for the Republican leadership to live up to 
its sacred obligation, its honorable commentaries of the 
springtime and the winter last, and say we are going to carry 
through with a prescription drug program. 

We all saw those brochures in Monroe County. We all saw 
those brochures in Lycorning County. We saw those brochures 
in the Lehigh Valley. You folks proclaimed with unadulterated 
glee your commitment to senior citizens. You trundled up the 
front steps of the senior citizen halls time after time and pledged 
your scrupulous fidelity to Pennsylvania's seniors, but tonight, 
Mr. Speaker, is a moment of magmficent apostasy on your part. 
You should be ashamed of yourselves. You are derelict tonight 

from the commitments that you have made in your campaign 
settings. 

I would like to think that you are not, especially you young 
folks, my favorite group of doe-eyed pals on the back row, I do 
not want you to just be handsome mediocrities flinging yourself 
like lemmings behind your legislative leaders. 

Representative Veon threw down the gauntlet a little bit ago. 
H, ,,id, ~ ~ ~ , j ~ ~  we are going to rev this thing up 
again; you are going to have another chance. ~~d although 
many people would opine that the level of your sloth is 
intrinsically predictable, we have faith that in the next budget 
Season, with over $400 million of tobacco money, your 
honorable majority leader will be enthusiastic, will embrace the 
comments of Representative Veon et al, and even then on some 
subsequent budget night, we will forget that you were inert 
tonight, that your proposal was exiguous and sclerotic, and we 
will work again for our senior citizens. 

I will vote for this for a variety of reasons, but the most, the 
most glaring deficit in this proposal is the fact that several 
hundred thousand Pennsylvania senior citizens were enticed and 
cajoled and wheeled by some of your campaign rhetoric, and 
when it came, when push came to shove, you were not available 
to carry through. I think, quite fi-ankly, you should be ashamed 
of yourselves. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
M,.. perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would urge concurrence of HE3 2. It saves 

lives for now and in the future. It would help find a cure. It has 
the potential of finding a cure for a veq dreaded disease - 
cancer - Mr. Speaker, and can help prevent future diseases. 
It will improve access to health care for more Pennsylvanians, 
for the persons who are uninsured, Mr. Speaker. It will help 
hospitals who treat people regardless of whether or not they 
have the ability to pay. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been fighting and trying to help our 
seniors. Under Governor Ridge's numbers, I realize in the 
numbers that I was given, there are a little under 50,000 more 
people who will have the potential to be covered under our 
PACENET proposal, Mr. Speaker. We fought to get more 
money for home and community-based health care. So our 

altogether will get S85 million Mr. Spealrer. 
And one last thing that we did do, Mr. Speaker, which 

I guess some of the members on the other side did not read the 
bill, is we picked up anybody this year that fell over the PACE 
eligibility because of Social Security and we made them eligible 
for PACE, and that helps a lot of poor people in Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So what I would urge is the members to please vote "yes" for 
concurrence for HB 2. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 87 

A ~ O I ~ ~  Evans, D. Lynch Schuler 
Allen Evans, J. Mackereth Scrimenti 
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Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagime 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Cl ymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DermOdy 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruiaa 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovik 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
PiPPy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

Birmelin Forcier Metcalfe 

Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Belardi McIlhinney Ruffing Shaner 
Colafella Petnuca Saylor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the a f f m t i v e ,  the question was determined in the a f f m t i v e  
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

An Act designating a bridge in the City of Johnstown, 
Cambria County, the Frank J. Pasquerilla Bridge; designating a bridge 
on State Route 1017, over the north branch of Tunkhannock Creek, as d 
the Nicholson Borough Veterans Memorial Bridge; designating a 
bridge on State Route 33 over the Lehigh River in Northampton 
County as the Gene Hartzell Memorial Bridge; and designating a 
certain bridge in Lancaster County as the Thaddeus Stevens Bridge. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for civil immunity 
for antidrug and town-watch volunteers. 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, authorizing school districts 
to establish programs for awarding high school diplomas to certain 
military veterans. 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for sales and use 
tax definitions, exclusions and refunds; providing for local sales tax 
situs for construction materials; revising and adding personal income 
tax provisions on definitions, special provisions for poverty, 
partnerships, associations and business entities; making an editorial 
change relating to the name of the Organ Donation Awareness Trust 
Fund; further providing for corporate net income tax definitions and 
resettlements; further providing for capital stock franchise definitions; 
further providing for administration and enforcement of the bank and 
trust company shares tax; eliminating the alternative bank and trust uf 
company shares tax; eliminating the alternative title insurance 
companies shares tax; further providing for insurance premiums tax 
credits for assessments; eliminating the excise tax on foreign 
corporations; further providing for cigarette tax enforcement and 
sanctions; further providing for settlement and resettlement of the 
mutual thrift institutions tax; providing for a tax credit for new jobs; 
eliminating obsolete tax credit provisions; and making repeals. 

An Act amending the act of June 29, 1953 (P.L.304, No.66), 
known as the Vital Statistics Law of 1953, further providing for 
functions of the Department of Health involving birth registration. 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of 
Transportation, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to 
Scranton School District two parcels of land situated in the City of 
Scranton, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing 
the Devartment of General Services. with the a~vroval of the Governor. 
to grant and convey to Smithfield 'I;ownship o; its assigns certain lands 
situate in Smithfield Township, Huntingdon County; and making a 
repeal. 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey the David L. Lawrence 
Convention Center and other interests situate in the City of Pittsburgh, 
Allegheny County, to the Sports and Exhibition Authority. 4 



200 1 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 1651 
T 

.- 
An Act amending the act of June 30, 1995 (P.L.170, No.25), 

known as the Pennsylvania Voter Registration Act, further providing 
for definitions and for administrative powers and duties of the 
Department of State; further providing for existing electors and for 
commissions; providing for the Statewide Uniform Registry of 
Electors; and further providing for qualifications to register, for voter 
registration applications, for challenges and for update of registration 
records; and providing for disability. 

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) and 54 (Names) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, relating to associations; making revisions, corrections and 
additions; providing for a function of the Department of State; and 
making repeals. 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), known as The Borough Code, changing gender-specific 
references to members of the governing body; further providing 
residency requirements for elective office, for vacancy appointments 
and for compensation of auditors; and making editorial changes. 

An Act amending the act of December 13, 1999 (P.L.905, No.57), 
known as the Drought, Orchard and Nursery Indemnity and 
Flood Relief Act, further providing for appropriations. 

-- 
SB 816, PN 1232 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 
42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for assaults with biological agents on animals. 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the Capital Region 
Economic Development Corporation, on tenns acceptable to the 
Department of General Services to be established in an agreement of 
sale, certain lands and improvements thereon situate in the seventh 
ward of the City of Harrisburg, Dauphin County. 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to 
Mercer County certain lands situate in Findley Township, 
Mercer County. 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1997 (P.L.623, No.66), 
entitled "An act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Govemor, to grant and convey to the 
City of McKeesport a tract of land situate in the Seventh Ward, City of 
McKeesport, Allegheny County, and to sell and convey to Smithfield 

. Township certain land situate in the Township of Smithfield, 
Huntingdon County; and authorizing and directing the Department of 
General Services, with the approval of the Govemor, to convey tracts 
of land and buildings, consisting of a portion of the former Laurelton 
Center, located in Hartley Township, Union County, Pennsylvania," 
further providing authorization for the Smithfield Township, 
Huntingdon County conveyance. 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR I 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concmence in 
Senate amendments to HB 869, PN 2377, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 
known as the Second Class County Code, further providing for 
monthly retirement allowance increase, for optional limitations on 
assessed value and for sharing of information; providing for a 
reapportionment commission in counties of the second class; further 
providing for building for juvenile offenders, for management of 
juvenile detention houses by board, for appointment and compensation 
of board employees, for annual report and expenses of board and for 
furnishing rooms for meetings of certain veterans and of sons of 
veterans; and providing for county council authority to make certain 
appropriation. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Moved by the gentleman, 
Mr. Caltagirone, that the House concur in the amendments. 

On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Michlovic. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Would somebody care to review or describe what was 

amended into the bill in the Senate? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Maher. 
He is not asking for an interrogation. He would like you to 

describe what is included in the Senate amendments. 
Mr. MAHER. I am sony, Madam Speaker. 
The two changes in this bill from when we last visited on it 

deal with, first of all, ensuring that school districts and 
municipalities in Allegheny County will have the opportunity to 
extend compassionate property tax relief to those individuals 
who qualify for the Pennsylvania property tax rebate and doing 
so at any time through next June 30 with the option of doing 
that relief retroactive to last January 1. That is the first of the 
two changes, but I suspect the one that you are least interested 
in. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. I am anxious for your answer. 
Mr. MAHER. The second change is to provide a specific 

mechanism in statute for apportioning the 13 county council 
districts which are elected by district in the new form of 
government. 

The gentleman may remember that back in 1997, before I 
had the good fortune to serve in this legislature, you and your 
colleagues who were here at the time adopted the second-class 
county law, Act 12 of 1997. That law provided the opportunity 
for a vote, a commission to establish a home-rule charter that 
was voted on in May of 1998. The law adopted by this 
legislature in 1997 specifically provided by statute how county 
council districts would be apportioned. The home-rule charter 
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adopted in 1998 embraced our legislative statute by providing 
that apportionment would be undertaken in accordance with that 
law. Today, today we are seeing a change to provide a 
mechanism because the statute provided rather good detail on 
how a second-class county and a home rule would apportion for 
the initial apportionment, but surprise, surprise, in the middle of 
everyone's fmt terms, there seemed to have been an oversight, 
because the Constitution requires that even though these 
13 county council members have now served less than 2 years, 
that those districts must be considered for apportionment once 
again pursuant to the Constitution. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Madam Speaker, for that 
information. I would like to make a comment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may proceed. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Madam Speaker, the gentleman very ably 

described the changes and particularly the second one, which is 
a reapportionment commission for the Allegheny County 
government that has never ever been tried. We are fucing a 
supposed problem before it even had a chance to happen, much 
less determine that it needs futed. We are out there fixing 
something that was never even tried. 

The gentleman seemed to indicate or attempt to convince 
you that there was no process; it was vague; it was ambiguous 
for the reapportionment. There were specific references to the 
Municipal Code, and that Municipal Code specifically provides 
the guidance on how reapportionment takes place in 
municipalities, and that is by the majority vote of the governing 
council. The problem is that this governing council is of a 
different party from the executive, and this governing council, 
the majority of this governing council, is of a different party 
than the majority of the members of this House. 

So unlike several years ago when we debated the same kind 
of arrangement in the middle of the night, a home-rule charter 
that was devised over in the Senate and sent over here to the 
House and received a party-line vote over there, received a 
party-line vote over here, unlike that instance where folks were 
claiming that we have to send the rule back to the people of 
Allegheny County, make their own determination, what we are 
doing tonight is taking that very power away from them and the 
majority that they chose, that they put in the county council in 
Allegheny County. Hypocritical? Yes. Political? Yes. But what 
do you expect? 

This is an abomination of the whole concept, and it shows 
the hypocrisy of the Republican Party and the Republican 
majority in here. This amendment did not even come from an 
Allegheny County member over in the Senate. This amendment 
came from the majority leader in the Senate, who was not even 
a member of the Allegheny County delegation. 

So not only are they going back to Harrisburg, going M e r  
away from the people, totally ignoring all of the rhetoric that we 
heard some years ago when this whole charter was set up, not 
only are they coming here, but they are going even further in 
having folks from outside Allegheny County place into the 
county charter new rules for reapportionment when the current 
bill was never even tried. Madam Speaker, I strongly oppose 
that provision. 

The other hypocrisy of that whole process was that it 
was placed in a bill that would provide pension increases for 
44,000-plus retirees from Allegheny County. It is a bill that they 
have worked on long and hard to try to get to this point, to this 
evening, to get passage so they can get a small increase in their 
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pension. This is the bill that was chosen to throw in these 
provisions, and it is an abomination, Madam Speaker. It is 
something that we cannot stand for. We cannot continue to 
allow this kind of middle-of-the-night action on the last day of L1) 
session to rule county government and overreach the votes of 
the people of Allegheny County. 

I strongly oppose this concurrence. Even though I will vote 
against the concurrence, even though the pension legislation is 
' in there, I think we have to. We have to make a statement on 
behalf of those citizens which we represent, and I would hope 
that all of my colleagues recognize that this is not the way, this 
is not the way to govern. This is not the way to deliver the 
promises that we delivered of self-governance a couple years 
ago. When we put out the charter, we had a commission that 
went through. There were members of this body that were part 
of that commission to try to ensure that the people got a good 
government, got self-government in Allegheny County. This is 
not the way to deliver it in the middle of the night, and I am 
going to oppose passage, concurrence on the Senate 
amendments to HI3 869. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny 
County, Mr. Frankel. 

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
When the new form of government was initially proposed for 

Allegheny County, our home-rule charter, I was a strong and 
enthusiastic supporter and probably in the minority of my 
colleagues on the Democratic side of the aisle here in our 
delegation. A bipartisan, nonpartisan, blue-ribbon panel wrote 
this charter. The citizens of Allegheny County voted for this hd  
charter by a very, very slim majority. We elected a new county 
executive also by a very slight majority who promised a new era 
of government that was going to be blind to political affiliation. 
He was going to appoint Democrats and Republicans 
without any consideration to boards and move forward and 
promised everybody that we were going to be working in a 
bipartisan fashion, and we have embraced that here in the 
Allegheny County delegation. We, both Democrats and 
Republicans from Allegheny County, have embraced that effort, 
and we have fought with our county executive to move his 
agenda for the county forward without regard to political 
partisanship. 

Today we are witness to a brazen attempt to circumvent the 
will of the people of Allegheny County and the spirit of 
bipartiswhip that the authors of the charter put forth and sold 
to our people. When they put pen to paper and wrote this and 
deliberated it and we debated it ad nauseam throughout the 
referendum, the spirit of bipartisanship was put forth as what 
was going to be the rule of Allegheny County. 

Home rule, home rule, self-determination, that is what we 
were talking about - bipartisan self-determination. This is 
home rule? This is what those people who wrote the charter 
talked about, that we should be micromanaging and determining 
partisan issues here in the State legislature for Allegheny 
County? Local legislative bodies across the Commonwealth 
determine their own reapportionment. This is an exception. 

This county was empowered to determine its own future, and 
4 

what do we have today? We have a brazen attempt and grab for 
political advantage by our county executive. It is extraordinarily 
disappointing to those of us who have embraced the spirit of 
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bipartisanship to move our county's agenda forward. It is 

- something that will break that feeling of bipartisanship and that 
effort, and I am very disappointed along with many of my 
colleagues, because this is not the way we thought we were 
going to move forward. It is not the way that the authors of this 
charter, both Republicans and Democrats, thought we would 
move forward, and we never considered that we were going to 
do reapportionment by anythmg other than the way other 
municipalities and local governments across this State do it. 
This is a brazen act of political advantage. 

I will oppose 869, Madam Speaker, and I hope the rest of my 
colleagues do as well. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I share the outrage of Representative 

Michlovic and Representative Dermody on this issue. 
Obviously, promises were made to the people of Allegheny 
County in order to get the current form of government set up, 
and these promises are being violated tonight. But the promises 
made to the voters of Allegheny County are not the only thing 
that is being violated tonight. Also being violated tonight is any 

@ 
understanding of the law of one man, one vote or of the 
reapportionment process. The only reason we have 
reapportionment is not so that we can play political games, 
juggling the districts for partisan advantage. The reason we have 
reapportionment is to guarantee that each citizen has the same 

- vote as every other citizen, and this amendment makes a 
mockery out of the one-man-one-vote principle enunciated by 
the Supreme Court nearly 40 years ago that has created the need 
for every decennial reapportionment. 

Under this amendment, the 5 Republican votes in the 
Allegheny County Council will count the same as the 
10 Democratic votes in the Allegheny County Council. Now, 
I h o w  there are all sorts of innovative new concepts in math, 
but 10 votes even in the new math does not equal 5 votes. 
Ten just is not the same as 5, and what this amendment does is 
it says that an election has already been held and the Democrats 
won 10 seats and the Republicans won 5 seats and they are 
now equal. Five now equals 10. This makes a mockery out of 
one man, one vote. It says there is not going to be one man, 
one vote. We have been confronted with a lot of things in recent 
weeks violating local control; this is one more example of that, 
but the greatest failure is the lack of equality here. 

Now, somebody may point out, oh, wait a minute, in the 
House the Republicans have a couple more seats than the 
Democrats, and yet we have the same amount of representation 
on the Reapportionment Commission, but that system was set 
up respectively. In 1968 the Constitutional Convention, without 
knowing who was going to be the majority in the State House or 
who was going to be the majority in the State Senate, set up a 
system where all future caucuses would be treated equally. They 
had no knowledge of what the partisan breakdown would be, 
and in fact in the fow reapportionments under the commission 
system, twice the Democrats have had the majority and twice 
the Republicans have had the majority. But here we have had 
the election. This is not for 201 1, this is not for some future 
election; this is now. We know who the members of the 
Allegheny County Council are, and because we know who they 
are, we know how the people have voted in this election. 

We know they have chosen to elect 10 Democrats, we know 
they have chosen to elect 5 Republicans, and this says that the 
Democrats with 10 votes and the Republicans with 5 votes are 
equal, and they are not equal. The Republicans have to face the 
fact that when they last had an election for county council in 
Allegheny County, the Democrats won, and we cannot change 
the outcome of that election, and to change it in regard to 
reapportionment, a system devoted to the proposition that all 
votes are created equal, that all men and women should have 
equal voice, makes a mockery out of our legal system. 

I strongly urge a "no" vote on concurrence. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman fiom Allegheny County, Mr. Walko. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to concurrence on HI3 869. 
There are some things that we as a Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania General Assembly should intervene in on a local 
matter, but we are not doing it in this. We should get involved 
with funding maglev (magnetic levitation), the demonstration 
project, not in the kinds of things that are involved in 869. We 
should increase, at least hold harmless against inflation, funding 
for the Port Authority Transit in Allegheny County, but we are 
not doing that. We should provide the citizens of Allegheny 
County property tax relief, a mechanism for real property tax 
relief. You know, in Allegheny County 85,000 citizens have 
filed appeals fiom their reassessment. We are not dealing with 
that in HB 869. Instead, this General Assembly is reaching its 
long arm via a Senator from Lebanon County over into 
Allegheny County and fussing with our reapportionment 
mechanisms. 

We are a home-rule-charter county. I thought there was a 
reason for going to that. I thought the reason was to not have to 
go to the Commonwealth on every picayune, every detail, every 
procedural matter, every kind of thing involving our local 
government and how it is structured and how the district lines 
are drawn. This General Assembly now wants, through a 
Lebanon County Senator - Lord knows who inspired him to do 
it - reaching across the mountains into Allegheny County on 
how we draw our county council lines. 

HB 869 does not address a demonstration project for 
maglev, nor does this General Assembly increase funding for 
mass transit for the citizens of Allegheny County. This 
General Assembly looks the other way when it comes to the 
85,000 people who are upset, who are being taxed out of their 
homes, who have filed their reassessment appeals. Instead, 
this Genera1 Assembly on the last day in session, through a 
Lebanon County Senator somewhere east of here, reaches over 
those mountains and says, this is how you are going to draw 
your county council lines. 

Madam Speaker, I oppose concurrence on this legislation. 
It is ridiculous, it is hypocritical, to reach into our county, to 
fuss with our county council district lines, while we as a 
Commonwealth ignore important issues. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman fiom Allegheny County, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I oppose the concurrence on this House 

bill. 
You know, there were about four or five of us members here 

in Allegheny County who were very concerned about this piece 
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of legislation when it first came over here for a vote mainly 
because of the fact that the retirement board of Allegheny 
County sent us a letter, and I would like to read to you this 
letter: "The retirement board of Allegheny County unanimously 
requests the support of the Allegheny County delegation 
and the legislature to pass HB 869 without amendments." Our 
chief executive sits on that board. It requested us members on 
our side to withdraw the amendments so this bill could go 
through without anything, but you know, it is amazing how we 
can ask some of our members to withdraw their support while 
other amendments are permitted to get in from other members 
in Allegheny County. I do not think that is a bipartisan way to 
do business in this legislature or in Allegheny County. 

Now, let me say to you, I have been up here quite a number 
of years. We were in the majority for 12 years. We are in the 
minority now, but that wheel is going to circle again, and what 
you do to Allegheny County could come back to haunt you in 
your county, because you are setting a precedent by getting 
involved in county politics for political reasons. That is wrong. 
That is not what the people in this Commonwealth sent us here 
to do as the people's business. The people are getting tired not 
only in this Commonwealth but in this whole nation with 
partisan politics. We were elected here to represent all the 
people when we get elected - Democrats, Republicans - and 
what we are doing today is wrong tonight, and we certainly 
should defeat this concurrence on 869. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Demody. 
Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, just a few years ago we were all here 

during a debate about Allegheny County's attempt to ratify a 
home-rule charter, and that bill passed, and we appointed a 
home-rule-charter drafting commission, very distinguished 
members of our community, elected officials. Even a member 
of our own delegation helped draft that charter. They held 
meetings all over Allegheny County getting input from our 
citizens on what they felt should be contained in our home-rule 
charter, and they drafted a home-rule charter that provided for 
15 elected county council members, and they provided the 
people of Allegheny County with agenda initiative, voter 
referendum, and charter amendments. They gave the people of 
Allegheny County the ability to determine their own way and to 
write their own ticket in their own county. 

Tonight we have a Lebanon County Senator, and in debate in 
the Senate tonight we heard that Jim Roddey called the 
Lebanon County Senator and asked him to insert this 
amendment to tell our county and our citizens how they should 
reapportion their county council districts, and I am here tonight 
to ask all of you to let our people determine how they are going 
to apportion their county council districts. Let our people who 
elected their 15 county council members, let their elected 
officials do their job as this charter provides, not some Senator 
from Lebanon County. They have the ability to even put the 
matter on the agenda of the county council, and they have the 
ability to have a voter referendum on this matter if they should 
so choose. But if this amendment passes, they do not. You 
should not be meddling in our business back in Allegheny 
County, and you might want to consider who is going to be 
next. 

We are here tonight to say we only want one simple thing: 
This charter passed; we elected our county council; we are 
asking you to let them do their job. 

Vote "no" on concurrence on this bill. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. * 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Diven. 

Mr. DIVEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
First of all, let me say it is an honor to be able to stand here 

and represent the people of Allegheny County. My first entry 
into politics, into govemment service, I served for a former 
member of this House who at that time was the chairman of the 
Allegheny County commission. That commissioner fought 
valiantly for the change of county government to the home-rule 
govemment that we now have, and in my capacity as a staff 
assistant for former county commissioner Tom Foerster, I heard 
a number of calls and cries for bringing back local control and 
empowering the people of Allegheny County to control their 
destiny. That took a number of years and a number of studies 
and a number of blue-ribbon panels to put this information and 
develop the momentum that it took to introduce this into this 
State House and get the passage to change the charter for 
Allegheny County and allow them the local control that they so 
strenuously sought after. 

Before being elected to the House, I served on Pittsburgh 
City Council, a home-rule community, and in my capacity on 
council I saw fmthand how we had the opportunity to impact 
redistricting and reapportionment. I think in all the 
conversations that we have heard about bringing back local 
control, this goes completely opposite of what we are supposed 
to be doing here. I think one of the things that strikes me is that 4 
the person that asked the Senator from Lebanon County to insert 
this language into the bill never consulted any of the members 
of the Allegheny County delegation. I know I never received a 
call from the Allegheny County executive and I have never 
received a call from their govemment affairs person, and I am 
sure that the rest of our delegation can probably say the same. 
So when we talk about local control and we talk about letting 
Allegheny County detennine its future, I think that is important 
to note, and I would urge members to vote against concurrence 
on this bill, because I think it is the wrong thing to do. I think if 
we are going to be serious about discussing and debating these 
changes, we do not have to do it at 3 or 4 a.m. in the State 
House tonight. I think there is a procedure and a process that is 
laid out that we can spend the amount of time to make sure that 
at least, at the very least, the interests and the voice of those 
people in Allegheny County are heard and that they have the 
opportunity to have their concerns and their criticisms of this 
procedure at least registered with us in State govemment, and if 
we do this tonight at 3 or 4 o'clock in the morning, we deprive 
those people, at worst, of at least having their comments and 
their concerns registered. 

So I would urge that we vote "no" on this, and we start over 
again and we come back here and we do it with the right 
process where we have the public hearings and the 
committee hearings and all the meetings that we should be 
looking at when we talk about making such a major change to 
Allegheny County's home-rule charter. 

So with that I would urge members to vote "no," and 
I appreciate your time and your consideration, Madam Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
- gentleman from Westmoreland County, Mr. Pallone. 

Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
If it pleases the Speaker, I am also a member of the 

Allegheny County delegation as well and proudly serve them. 
I was not able and did not have the privilege 2 or more years 
ago to be a member of this body and participate in the 
discussions relative to whether or not Allegheny County should 
have the right to choose to go to home-rule charter or stay under 
the former commission form of government, and I realize this 
evening that I do not have the opportunity to debate that 
particular issue while I disagree with those choices that were 
made. 

The bottom line is that the people spoke in Allegheny 
County, and my constituents determined that they chose the 
home-rule-charter methodology for governance. As part and 
parcel of that, the final document that they chose to adopt 
included a methodology to determine what the districts would 
be for each of the 15 representatives on that county council. If 
we let this happen this evening, this will be the only municipal 
government of all the municipal governments that serve under 
the home-rule-charter mechanism that will not determine their 
own district boundaries. The school boards, the municipal 
governments, that govern under home rule and the other 
counties throughout this great Commonwealth that have home 
rule determine their own boundaries for the particular regions 
that they represent. 

It is disheartening for me as a freshman member of this body 
- to find out that not only do we do this under the darkness, 

without the bright shine of light so that the public knows what 
we are doing that would affect Allegheny County, but we also 
attach it to a most important bill that affects the retirees to try 
and leverage the vote, to try and force us into adopting this 
ridiculous behavior for drawing the lines of the districts of 
Allegheny County. 

I urge all of my colleagues from Allegheny County, 
Westmoreland County, and the other counties throughout this 
great Commonwealth to vote "no" on concurrence to this 
particular proposal on HB 869. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
As the gentleman spoke before about in the dark, we almost 

might as well just turn the lights out in this building, because 
somewhere in a back room, somewhere in a back room a deal 
has been made to take advantage and take the voice away fiom 
the people. I always sit down and think about Madisonian 
thought and theory. We cannot tell all the people all the things. 
What we want to do is make them feel safe, but we are only 
going to give them just enough, just enough information, just 
enough say-so, but where we still control. 

Well, several years ago we changed the government in 
Allegheny County, but all of a sudden because the people might 
want to have something to say, they want to make one person - 

- one person- the stopgap, backroom deal, down here in the dark. 
Here it is again after 12 o'clock at night. We might as well just 
turn the lights out in Pennsylvania, because the people do not 
have anything to say. How much longer, how much longer can 
we go on and apply this form of Hitler-type tactics? It is really 
an insult, an insult to the 1.2 million people in Allegheny 
County for them not to be able to have a say-so, and all, again, 

just to be able to give control. And I say, and speaking fiom a 
minority perspective, the minority is not being represented; it is 
being overrepresented in this case, because the way it was set 
up, even though Democrats outnumber Republicans in 
Allegheny County, the people who even set the lines last time 
were majority Republicans, Madam Speaker, all because of you 
- all because of you. 

I really hoped that I would never have to experience 
gestapo-type tactics, but obviously with the lights out, with 
Allegheny County here in the dark, no voice being said, you are 
going to do it to them again. How much longer are you going to 
continue to tolerate, because whatever you do to someone else 
eventually is always going to come back to you - take my word 
for it - and it comes back full circle. And it is wrong; it is the 
wrong thing to do. This is not the appropriate time. And it is a 
shame, it is truly a shame that we have to continue to run these 
types of boondoggles in the middle of the night, in the middle of 
the night again, for the people of Allegheny County. Show some 
guts; at least do it during the daytime. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Kaiser. 

Mr. KAISER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Allegheny County has approximately 1.3 million people, and 

the Allegheny charter drafting committee had 8 people on it. 
I was fortunate to be one of those eight. It had four Republicans, 
three Democrats, and one Independent, and I felt we did a very 
good job. We provided the framework for government to 
fbnction at the local level. We never envisioned this would 
happen, and I am really sad tonight because you are taking away 
something that should occur on the local level, and that is a 
real shame. It was not meant to be. I am certain the other 
seven members of the charter drafting committee when they see 
this in the newspaper tomorrow will be saddened, because it 
should not be, and it is tied in with a pension increase for the 
former workers of Allegheny County. 

So you are in a situation, Madam Speaker, where you almost 
have to vote for it, but unfortunately when you vote for it, 
I know when I vote for it I am going to hold my nose, because it 
really stinks. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Northampton County, Mr. Grucela. 
Mr. GRUCELA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
One may wonder why someone from Northampton County 

would rise and oppose this particular bill. The reason is that 
Northampton County was a home-rule county, and I was a 
member of home-rule government for 14 years in Northampton 
County. I went through a reapportionment in Northampton 
County as a member of the Northampton County Council, and 
I can tell you, Madam Speaker, that this is an affront to the 
democratic process, taking away from the very people who 
know the demographics of the county and what the reason of 
home rule is all about in the first place, and that is for those in 
the county and in the local municipalities to detennine their own 
form of government and their own representative models. Here 
in Harrisburg we do enough things and send enough unfbnded 
mandates and other messages and other controls to the local 
government level. Let us let the people of Allegheny County, 
those who elected those officials in Allegheny County, let those 
people and those public officials in Allegheny County 
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determine their own fate. We have no right to stick our nose in 
their business. 

So I rise in support of my brethren from Allegheny County, 
and I ask the members to vote "no" on this particular bill. 
Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Costa. 

Mr. COSTA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Good morning. 
Back in February when Senator Orie was just a regular Rep 

just like you and I, she introduced a bill that was designed to 
take care of the cost of living for the retirees of Allegheny 
County, the retired employees of Allegheny County, and I 
gladly agreed to cosponsor that bill. Back then in February, and 
I told the Allegheny County retirees that I was going to help 
them out and I was going to support this bill and do whatever 
I could to help it get through. Now, unfortunately, I have to 
apologize to those people and I have to go back on my word, 
and the reason why I have to go back on my word is because a 
Senator from Lebanon County wants to countervail the 
home-rule charter that the people of Allegheny County voted 
for, and, Madam Speaker, I will not be part of this 
circumvention of the system, of the people and the will of 
Allegheny County, and because of all the comments that you 
heard from the previous speakers that have been made, I am 
asking to make a motion that we revert this bill back to a prior 
printer's number, PN 968. If we do revert this back to PN 968, 
we can take care of the retirees of Allegheny County, and we 
will not be circumventing the system of the home-rule-charter of 
Allegheny County. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Costa, you would have to 
suspend the rules to make that motion, sir. 

Could we have order, please. The gentleman has the right to 
make it, but everyone else has the right to hear what he is 
saying. 

Does the gentleman wish to make a motion? 
Mr. COSTA. Could I hold, please? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I would like to offer a motion 
to suspend the rules, please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Costa, 
moves that the rules of the House be suspended in order to 
revert to a prior printer's number. 

Mr. COSTA. PN 968, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I apologize if I get out of 
order when I am speaking on the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is Mr. DeWeese allowing you 
to speak? Yes. 

Mr. COSTA. I apologize again. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is only by leaders unless 

you have permission. 
Mr. COSTA. Please keep me in line if I get out of control. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may proceed. 

Mr. COSTA. The purpose of this motion to suspend the rules 
to a prior printer's number, Madam Speaker, as you heard from 
several speakers prior to me, the problem is, when this bill 
was initially introduced, it was to help the retirees from 
Allegheny County, and everyone from Allegheny County was 
on board and so were the members of this House. Now an 
amendment was put in that we did not get a chance to talk to our 
constituents; we did not get a chance to talk to our council 
members. What we are asking for is a chance to revert back to 
the original version of this bill that takes care of the retirees of 
Allegheny County, and I am urging a "yes" vote on suspension 
of the rules. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. On the question of suspension of the rules, 
the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, yields to the gentleman, Mr. Maher. 
On the question, Mr. Maher. 

Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At this hour, I think it is important to realize that in the 

context of this entire debate, as frustrating as the circumstance 
may be, and I appreciate the genuine concerns expressed, but 
we are acting within our rules. It is late; let us stick to our rules, 
and I would ask you to decline this motion. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, those in favor of 
suspension of the rules will vote "aye"; opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Amstrong 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cruz 
cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harper 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 

Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

Adolph Egolf Lewis 
Allen Evans. J. Lynch 
Argall Fairchild Mackereth 
Baker, J. Feese Maher 
Baker, M. Fichter Maitland 
Bard Fleagle Major 
Barley Flick Marsico 

Solobay 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trel lo 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semrnel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
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Barrar Forcier McGill Steil I on the auestion. 
Bastian 

. Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Come11 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGimlarno 

Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 

Mcllhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Penel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
wol3an 
Wright 
Zirnmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Williams, J. 

Belardi Mcllhinney Ruffmg Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Saylor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

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

*- 

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

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Dermody, is recognized 
for the second time on the question. On concurrence, 
Mr. Dermody. 

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill deprives the people of Allegheny 

County of their rights under their home-rule charter. It deprives 
them of the ability to have their county council speak up for 
them. It deprives the people of Allegheny County their rights 
through initiative and referendum, and because the people of 
Allegheny County will be safer and because the people of this 
Commonwealth will be safer if we go home, I move to adjourn 
until September 29,200 1. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield for a moment - 
before I second that. 

On the questiow 
Mr. DERMODY. Is the 29th a session day? I would like to 

make the motion to the correct date. 
The SPEAKER. The schedule that has been promulgated 

indicates that we will return on the 24th. That, of course, is 
no% That is from the summer recess. I had indicated to your 
leaders, however, that I was intending to have a token session 
day tomonow. 

Mr. DERMODY. Well, then I would make the motion for 
September 24,200 1. 

The SPEAKER. I understand. 

Will the House agree to the motion? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel, on this question. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, there is still some business to do 

here this evening. There are two more bills. I would strongly 
recommend that the members please vote "no" on the motion to 
come back, to postpone, whatever we are doing. 

The SPEAKER. On the question- 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Is it appropriate for me to interrogate the 

majority leader on the adjournment motion? 
The SPEAKER. I think as a matter of courtesy- I am not 

going to rule on that. As a matter of courtesy, the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel, I am sure, will answer any of your questions thae 

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Due to the pell-mell speed of our proceedings and the arcane 

nature of the debate, some of us do not remember exactly what 
is going to be voted on tonight. I do know there are two more 
bills and maybe a resolution. Could the gentleman inform us as 
to what is in store for the next hour or so, and that will give us a 
better gauge as to whether we can embrace Mr. Derrnody's 
motion to adjourn. Thank you. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, there are two more 
transportation bills and a resolution by Representative Laughlin. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion 
of the gentleman, Mr. Dermody. Mr. DeWeese, on that motion. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I would like to yield to my Allegheny 
County colleagues if they would like to debate the motion. 
I would like to reserve 1 or 2 minutes at the end. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, it is not debatable. We 
extend the courtesy to the two floor leaders. I Mr. DeWEESE. I would like to embrace the motion that the 
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Dennody, has proffered. I 
would like to encourage my colleagues to share an af fmtive  
vote. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Perzel, was not 
passionate and convincing relative to the next measures that we 
will deal with. They seem to be pro forma; they seem to be 
bereft of any substantial consequence. What we are doing 
obviously is a parliamentary maneuver, a time-honored effort 
amongst men and women who parlay in parliamentary settings. 
The gentleman's adroit maneuver is sound. 

The gentleman, Mr. Roddey, in Allegheny County is trying 
to make us guzzle this proposal without reflection, without 
deliberation. The gentleman, Mr. Roddey, did not pick up the 
phone and call my 20 colleagues from Allegheny County. The 
gentleman, Mr. Roddey, is trying to make profound and 
hndamental changes in the Allegheny County governance. 
He did not call Mike Veon or he did not call myself. 

This is a wonderful moment for- 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, the question before the 

House is whether or not we should adjourn until September. 
Please. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. And incidentally, under the rules there is a 

2-minute limit on this debate. 
Mr. DeWEESE. I am just trying to embrace this adjournment 

motion so we can counter this midnight power grab, 
Mr. Speaker. 
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I am very anxious that this adjournment motion be embraced 
by my young, idealistic Republican colleagues. Any Republican 
worth his salt or her salt who believes in local government and 
local control will allow us to deliberate this matter this summer. 
This is not a very big series of bills that we are going to pass 
over tonight, one or two bills, and the honorable majority leader 
could not even give us any substance on what we were going to 
miss if we adjourned. Therefore, we are going to adjourn in a 
matter of 10 or 15 or 20 minutes anyway, Mr. Speaker. Why do 
we not do it now? Why do we not embrace Mr. Dermody's 
adjournment motion and embrace the concept of local control, 
local government? Do not just be lemminglike. Do not just be 
handsome mediocrities. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel, do you desire to reply to this? 
Mr. PERZEL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the simple fact of the matter is, all they are 

asking is for a commission of two Rs, two Ds, and an impartial 
judge, the president judge of the Common Pleas Court of 
Allegheny County. Now, if it is good enough for us, I do not see 
why it is so bad for anybody in Allegheny County. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would strongly urge the members, please 
vote "no" on this. Let us finish up the last two transportation 
bills, Representative Laughlids resolution, and go home. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the motion, those in 
favor of adjourning until September 24 shall vote "aye"; 
opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones Frankel Mayemik Solobay 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
 ohe en; M. 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
cw 
cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
D - ~ Y  
De Weese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 

Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 

~ c - ~ a l l  
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
R m e y  
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
McGill 

staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
~rello- 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 

Barrar 
Bastian 
Beminghoff 
Bimelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 

Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Leh 

McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Miwzzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittrnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING2 

Lawless Williams, J. 

Belardi McIlhinney Ruffrng Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Say lor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

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

CONSIDERATION OF HI3 869 CONTINUED hd 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs, will the House concur 

in the amendments inserted by the Senate to HB 869? 
Mr. Dermody, you have spoken twice on this. 

Mr. Petrone. 
Mr. PETRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in this- 
The SPEAKER. On concurrence, Mr. Petrone. 
Mr. PETRONE. I rise in this late hour to ask for 

nonconcurrence on HB 869. 
I was asked to remove a very, very important amendment to 

that bill. I did so reluctantly with the promise to the powers 
that drafted it and the powers that promoted it from 
Allegheny County that it would be a good thing. I did that in 
good faith. They broke the faith, and I resent it and you all 
should here, too, and my colleagues whom I respect on the other 
side of the aisle know that to be the truth. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. PETRONE. I ask that this bill be postponed and put on 
the - or tabled; I am sorry. I ask that this bill, HB 869, be tabled 
until a later date, until we can clean it up, and let us do it in 
good faith and good sense over the summer, and keep in mind 
the people that are depending on us for their COLAS who have 
been retired. Let us not forget them. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Petrone, would you be good enough to 
give me a date certain? 

Mr. PETRONE. A certain date? September 24. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
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The gentleman, Mr. Petrone, moves that this bill, together Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
with any amendments, be tabled until September 24. I question was determined in the negative and the motion was not - 

This is not debatable. agreed to. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS90 

Belfanti Freeman McCall Staback 
Bishop George McGeehan Steelman 
Blaum Gordner Melio Stetler 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cnu. 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Frankel 

- 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 

- Bebko-Jones 

Belardi 
Colafella 
Mann 

Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 

Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
H ~ Y  
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Leh 

Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Solobay 

Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

NOT VOTING2 

Lawless 

McIlhinney Ruffmg 
Petrarca Saylor 
Reinard 

Sturla 
Surra 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Shaner 
Tangretti 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, on the 
question of concurrence. Please limit your remarks to 
concurrence; please. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I respect your advice, and I am 
going to govern myself accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
Mr. THOMAS. I stand on behalf of local control where 

earlier today local control was a bad name, and so I am just 
1 saying to Allegheny County, please do not forget that it is okay 

for people at the local level to govern what goes on within their 
borders. Do not forget that. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, 
Mr. Pallone, for the second time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If it pleases the Speaker, I rise to discuss and share remarks 

in the negative on concurrence of HI3 869. 
For my more than 13 years in municipal government serving 

as a county official, municipal solicitor for a variety of 
authorities, townships, boroughs, cities, and school districts, 
I have watched the Republican Party hold themselves out to be 
the party of the people, of local control, bring government down 
to a smaller size, let the local control exist, let us make our 
decisions at home, and on and on and on. I see in this particular 

I bill that that was nothing but rhetoric for more than a decade, 
that we really do not want the local community to rule. We do 
not want Allegheny County and the voters and constituents and , ' residents of Allegheny County to make their own decisions, to 
decide what the boundaries should be for their representatives 

' on their county council. It is imperative that this body 
revisit this matter and vote "no" on concurrence so that the 
Allegheny County Council can keep that control at home and 
decide with absolute knowledge what is best for Allegheny 
County. 

For more than 13 years I sat and witnessed the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania deliver to the variety of 
municipal governments that I served mandates and controls 
without this body or the Senate reviewing with any of those 
bodies what the impact would be. This is just another situation 
where we in the Commonwealth, now that I am a part of it, are 
going to hand down to the local government another edict 
without first consulting those local elected officials as to what 
that impact would be on those local communities and that local 
governing body. I cannot emphasize enough how important it is 
that this bill fail in that local control, particularly at the county 
level when it comes to dividing and controlling which way and 
where the boundary lines should be drawn, particularly in a 
county the size of Allegheny. It is a very large county; it serves 
more than 1.2 million people, and we at the Commonwealth 
level do not have the intimate knowledge of Allegheny County 
and that particular jurisdiction located in southwestern 
Pennsylvania. 

I ask each of you who do not reside in the area to revisit your 
own thoughts and ask yourself what would happen if we, this 
body, or our colleagues in the Senate were to come into your 
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county and begin to draw the boundary lines for the elections 
that should be held at your municipal or your county levels. 

Again, this would be the only home-rule municipal 
government in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania where the 
boundary lines for the elected officials will be drawn by this 
type of a commission. All of the other jurisdictions that have 
either home-rule control or regional boundaries for the 
elected officials, those decisions are made at the local level. The 
school boards draw their own lines for regions. The townships, 
the boroughs, and the home-rule third-class cities draw their 
own boundaries for their elected officials, and all of the other 
counties that are under the home-rule governing mechanism 
draw their own boundaries for their elected boards. Allegheny 
County, if this were to prevail, will be the only municipal 
government that the Commonwealth has forced this type of a 
commission upon. 

Again, I ask that all of my colleagues vote "no" on 
concurrence for HB 869 and respect the local people of 
Allegheny County who have elected county councilmen to serve 
their respective areas of that county. Please vote "no," please 
respect those officials, and let us put this to rest. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Levdansky. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when we enacted a home-rule charter in 

Allegheny County, there was a hope, there was a dream, there 
was an expectation and even a belief that we were going to be 
able to put aside partisan feelings about a number of issues and 
work together in a bipartisan fashion to make Allegheny County 
government more effective in bringing it into the new 
millennium. Now, we have elected a county executive who 
largely campaigned on being nonpolitical - not just bipartisan; 
he even campaigned as being a nonpolitical person who would 
not be influenced by politics. But what we see here tonight, 
Mr. Speaker, is a blatant attempt to hold the retirees of 
Allegheny County hostage - hostage - so that we can ram 
through here a blatant partisan power grab by those who want to 
control Allegheny County Council, and it is cmel, because they 
are forcing many of us who support this legislation - and I am 
one of the principal cosponsors of this measure - is putting 
those of us that support the effort to get an increased COLA for 
our retirees in Allegheny County, it puts us in a very difficult 
position to vote against this particular piece of legislation. It is 
giving us a choice, a very difficult choice, but we are put in that 
position because somebody wants to exercise a blatant partisan, 
political power grab at the expense of Allegheny County 
retirees. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want the retirees in Allegheny County to 
know that I and many of my colleagues stand foursquare behind 
their efforts to get a COLA, but we are not going to have a 
political gun held to our heads in the process of doing so. 

Vote "no" on concurrence. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Kaiser, for the second time. 
Mr. KAISER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want everyone to understand, our county government is 

only 2 years old - that is it, 2 years old - and they have to go 
through flowing pains, Mr. Speaker. Whether it is good 
growing pains or bad, that is the system, and we really should 
not get involved in their reapportionment, plain and simple. 
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I went back and I talked to the elected member of the 
Allegheny County retirement board. He has shepherded this bill 
from day one. We all, our entire delegation from Allegheny 
County, we all want to see the retirees get a COLA. They have 
worked hard for the people of Allegheny County. It is their 
time. But, Mr. Speaker, what is happening tonight is not right, 
plain and simple. People are going to get hurt, people are going 
to lose faith in their government, and the same people who were 
against home rule that said it is all going to be political, do not 
vote for it, are the ones that are going to say, we were right; you 
see? 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote "no," because I talked to 
the retirement board member and he said, do not worry about it; 
I am mad as mad can be; I am going to tell the retirees what 
happened. If you are concerned about the retirees and your 
COLA, he said, I am going to let you off the hook and everyone 
else who votes for this, because this is not right. This was 
supposed to go through the House and Senate, no amendments, 
be voted on, and the retirees were to be given a small COLA. 
But unfortunately, our Zyear-old govemment is going to be 
hurt, and in order to run you have to learn to crawl, get up on 
your feet, take a few steps, and then run. What is happening 
tonight is that small child that is 2 years old called 
Allegheny County Council is getting their feet taken right out 
from under them, and that is a shame, Mr. Speaker. 

So I just want to say I am voting "no." I hope there are 
enough people here to say this is not right and that you vote 
"no," too. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 'wS' 
As we conclude this and come to a vote, I just want to make 

two appeals, one to my colleagues on the other side of the aisle. 
The majority leader spoke about how inconsequential this may 
be. I ask you to put yourselves in that spot with one of your 
municipalities, one of the counties you represent, and think 
what you would think if we were telling your county and your 
municipalities how they are going to rule themselves when they 
have got home rule. I have great respect for the political 
dialogue in this country and in this chamber in terms of the 
differences that we have and the things that we stand for and the 
philosophical issues in terms of local control and local 
determination and self-determination, but this is a very 
important issue, and I ask you to consider that as we move 
forward. 

To my own colleagues, this is a time that we need to stand 
together, to stand with Allegheny County, to stand with our 
counties and our municipalities, and to stand together as a party 
as we try and move forward here. So I ask you all on the 
Democratic side of the aisle to vote "no" as well as my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle who I am sure can 
appreciate this argument. 
Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, the 

gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. .Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On concurrence. 
Here we go again. Last week the Philadelphia Parking 

hd 

Authority, and the long arm of Harrisburg intercedes in 
local government. Fast forward ' b t i l  the iron tongue of 
midnight doth toll 12" - one of Bill Keller's favorite lines from P 

I 
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"Macbeth" - and here we go; here we go again. The political 
gluttony of the GOP knows no surcease. Where did this 
concurrence vote emanate from? I do not know whether any of 
you remember that mythological painting where one of the 
goddesses comes full grown from the head of Zeus? Well, this 
unhappy proposal had its nativity in the hot and seething brain 
of Jim Roddey in Allegheny County. Political power brokers 
have always been a part of concurrence votes. The Continental 
Congress had its share. But I doff my hat to the Allegheny 
County executive. 

In the spirit of Aaron Burr, political boss of New York 
during colonial times; Boise Penrose, political boss of 
Pennsylvania in the 19th century; Mark Hanna, political boss of 
Ohio; Boss Tweed of New York; Mayor Dick Daley of 
Chicago; and Jim Roddey of Allegheny County - political 
bosses par excellence -I  have to doff my hat. Jim is a fiiend of 
mine. He is astute, dapper, natty, debonair, congenial, engaging, 
and ruthless, and I know him and like him well enough to know 
he would be proud of that concatenation of adjectives. 

We spent a lot of time together, Mr. Speaker, at 
Marine Corps birthdays, along with Jack Wagner and some 
other members of the Assembly in western Pennsylvania, 
Lenny Bodack, and we reflected in the incipient moments of his 
career, hard by the banks of the Ohio River- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, this is very interesting, but 
the question before the House is concurrence. Please, come on 
now. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I will do my best to conclude 
my remarks within about 2 minutes. 

My comparative reflections are because of Jim's ostensible 
bipartisanship, and a concurrence vote tonight sunders that 
bipartisanship. 

GOP commitments to local control are obviously spasmodic 
and feckless, and anybody over there that tries to asseverate to 
the contrary is full of hot air. 

Here we go again, concurrence on 869 - bald, naked, 
malevolent, full-freighted with the malodorous stench of 
Jim Roddey's most audacious and despicable backroom deal. 

My vote against concurrence will be predicated by a couple 
of final observations. 

One is, our whip, our leadership team, and our rank and file 
will be counting votes. This is a very fundamental vote for 
Democrats in this State, and we will make certain that every 
man and woman in his or her seat votes or people who are not 
here do not vote. 

Any Democrat that does not stand as an unyielding phalanx 
for Allegheny County on this concurrence vote will shed his 
political Democratic skin by that vote. That board, that voting 
tally board, should be a sea of red as we nonconcur. Any green 
lights, any green lights, to me, will reflect a Mephistophelian 
pact with John Perzel. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Maher. 
Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I fear to think, I fear to think that if, if those across the aisle 

have such contempt for a reapportionment commission 
whereby, just as for this legislature, an equal number of 
Republicans, an equal number of Democrats, and then the 
deciding member's vote selected by the courts - now, that is 
what is at stake here for Allegheny County - if, if you find that 
system SO astonishingly unacceptable and would rather have the 
iystem where the sheer decision of the body, that if this House 

and this Senate were to be voting by itself on reapportioning our 
House and Senate districts, because of the high regard I have for 
my colleagues from Allegheny County, I would really fear to 
imagine what the results of that would be. So instead, we are 
proposing something very well tried, tested - an apportionment 
commission just like we have here. 

And despite some of the confusion, the home-rule charter in 
Allegheny County does defer to State law for establishing the 
method of apportionment. The last time Allegheny County was 
apportioned, which was just 2 years ago, that body was selected, 
four of the five members of that apportionment commission 
were appointed by our legislature, and the dear minority leader 
appointed one of them himself. 

So in terms of advancing local control, we are moving in that 
direction of local control. We are promoting a bipartisan 
process. This certainly could not be construed as a power grab, 
because if it was a power grab, you would see the grab, but 
instead, this is a power share and recognizing the minority and 
the majority both need to be involved in the apportionment 
process. 

And consequently, I very much hope that you, especially my 
friends across the aisle, will recognize that you are voting today 
on whether or not you should have an apportionment 
commission as we have here in this legislature or you should 
have a sheer power of the majority within the legislature design 
your districts, and I think I know what you really think about 
that, and I hope you will support concurrence on this measure. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. I will be brief, Mr. Speaker. The hour is late. 
What this bill really does, Mr. Speaker, is, if a pension fund 

is funded at 110 percent, the pensioners will get a 2-percent 
bonus, Mr. Speaker. So by voting against this, if you send it 
back to the Senate, they will not get that bonus, Mr. Speaker; 
that pension increase will not be there. 

I think it was already mentioned about the fact that two Rs, 
two Ds; process parity. I do not see anythmg different about that 
than what we do here ourselves. 

In the Senate this bill passed 47 to nothing, so I guess 
that the Democrat Senators from Allegheny County are the 
phalanx, farewell, whatever they are, to the Democrat Party, 
Mr. Speaker, but it was 47 to nothing. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just for the edification of the chamber, the gentleman's tally 

is correct, but there was a strenuously fought amendment 
process, and that was much more closely contested. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-100 

Adolph Egolf Lewis Sather 
Evans, J. Lynch Sc hroder 

Argall Fairchild Mackereth Schuler 
Armstrong Feese Maher Semmel 
Baker J. 
Bake; M. 

Fichter Maitland Smith, B. 
Fleagle Major Smith, S.  H. 
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Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 

Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
cruz 
c w  
Daley 
DeLuca 
DermOdy 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
H a y  
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec ' 

Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 

Marsico 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PW 
Raymond 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levclansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

N A Y W I  

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Solobay 

Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wright 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
s m  
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 0 

Belardi McIlhinney Ruffmg Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Say lor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the af fmtive ,  the question was determined in the 
negative and the amendments were not concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move that we 

immediately take up the last two bills and resolution on the 
calendar so that we can get out of here tonight. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you, Mr. Sturla. 

SENATE MESSAGE 
I AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 

FOR CONCURRENCE AND 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES rrSr' 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned H B  1493, 
PN 2382, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 237, PN 1222; SB 377, PN 1240; 
SB 634, PN 1238; and SB 876, PN 1247. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE RESOLUTION 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in HR 27, PN 2380, with information that 
the Senate has passed the same with amendment in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives is requested. II$ 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made bv the House of 
Representatives to the Senate amendments -to HB 1176, 
PN 1363. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 1720, 
PN 2283, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 
I AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 

FOR CONCURRENCE AND 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 155, 
4 

PN 2379, with information that the Senate has passed the same * 

with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 
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HI? 869 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel, who moves that the vote by which HI3 869, 
PN 2377, was defeated on the 21st day of June be reconsidered. 

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

Mr. STIRLA. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I thought I had a motion on the 

floor of the House. 
The SPEAKER. That is not a proper motion, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Why is it not a proper motion to move- 
The SPEAKER. Because I have ruled that it is not a proper 

motion. If you want to appeal the ruling of the Chair, feel free to 
do it, but the practice and procedure of this House is that the 
majority leader and the Speaker decide the order of business as 
it goes on, and your motion was out of order, and I thought it 
was facetious anyway and did not take it serious. Maybe I was 
wrong, and if that is the case, I apologize for that. But I thought 
it was just a comment, the way we make comments. Like your 
getting up all the time, I could say something about that, but I 
would not do that. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, that is out of order, from the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Thank you for that ruling, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DeWEESE. You are welcome. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I could, I can assure you, it 

was a serious motion. 
The SPEAKER. I said I apologize. I thought, however, at the 

time you did it that it was the type thing that I would do and a 
lot of other people would do in a facetious manner. 

Mr. STURLA. It was made specifically to prevent this kind 
of action from occurring. 

The SPEAKER. Well, there is a motion on the floor. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-98 

Adolph DiGirolamo Lawless Schroder 
Allen Egolf Leh Schuler 
Argall Evans, J. Lewis Semmel 

Mackereth Smith, B. Armstrong Fairchild 
Baker, J. Feese Maher Smith, S. H. 
Baker, M. Fichter Maitland Stairs 
Bard Fleagle Major Steil 
Barley Flick Marsico Stern 
Barrar Forcier McGill Stevenson, R. 

Gabig McIlhattan Bastian Stevenson, T. 
Benninghoff Gannon Metcalfe Strittmatter 
Birmelin Geist Micozzie Taylor, E. Z. 
Boyes Godshall Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Browne Habay Miller, S. Tulli 
Bunt Harhart Nailor Vance 
Cappelli Harper Nick01 Watson 
Civera Hasay O'Brien Williams, J. 
Clark Hennessey Perzel Wilt 
Clymer Herman Phillips WOW 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Pickett Wright 
Coleman Hess Pippy Zimmerman 
Comell Hutchinson Raymond zug 

Creighton Jadlowiec Ross 
Dailey Kenney Rubley Ryan, 
Dally Krebs Sather Speaker 

NAYS-89 

Bebko-Jones Frankel Markosek Scrimenti 
Belfanti Freeman Mayernik Solobay 
Bishop George McCall Staback 
Blaum Gordner McGeehan Steelman 
Butkovitz Grucela Melio Stetler 
Buxton Gmitza Michlovic Sturla 
Caltagirone Haluska Mundy Surra 

z:zt Hanna Myers Tigue 
Harhai Oliver Travaglio 

Cohen, M. Horsey Pallone Trello 
Comgan James Petrone Trich 
Costa Josephs Pistella Veon 

Kaiser Preston Vitali 
Keller Readshaw Walko 

cUq Kirkland Rieger Wansacz 
Daley LaGrotta Roberts Washington 
DeLuca Laughlin Robinson Waters 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Lederer Roebuck Williams, C. 
Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 

~i~~~ Levdansky Sainato Yewcic 
Donatucci Lucyk Samuelson Youngblood 
Eachus Manderino Santoni Yudichak 

D. 

NOT VOTING4 

Lynch McNaughton Rohrer Thomas 

EXCUSED-10 

Belardi Mcllhinney Ruffing Shaner 

:Ela 
Petrarca Say lor Tangretti 
Reinard 

Th, majority having voted in the affumative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

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

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel, on this question, do you have 
any motions or suggestions? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I would recommend that we go 
over it temporarily to a date in the very near future when we 
will come back and reconsider this piece of legislation, and we 
will have 102 for it, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The bill is over temporarily. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 152, 
PN 2333, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding and amending definitions; further 
providing for certificates of title; providing for salvage, thee and 
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reconstructed vehicles; further providing for registration of vehicles, 
for stopping, standing and parking, for abandonment and stripping of 
vehicles and for reports by police; providing for restitution of property 
owners; and further providing for inspection requirements, for official 
inspection stations, for abandoned vehicles and cargos and for 
messenger service. 

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

Mr. GEORGE offered the following amendment No. 
A3297: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "definitions;" 
authorizing traffic impact studies for certain 
facilities; 

Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 16 and 17 
Section 1.1. Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 

4 105. Traffic im~act studies for facilities. 
The de~artment shall weDare a traffic im~act study for all 

commercial solid waste, construction and demolition landfills. resource 
recoverv facilities or commercial solid waste. construction and 
demolition landfills or resource recoverv facilities for which a ~ermit, 
permit reissuance. maior ~ermit  modification or increase in average 
dailv volume or maximum average dailv volume is sou&. No ~ermit, 
permit reissuance. maior mrmit modification or increase in average 
dailv volume or maximum average dailv volume shall be =anted by 
the Dmartment of Environmental Protection until it receives, reviews 
and eives reasonable o~~ortunitv for Dublic comment on the 
de~arhnent's traffic im~act  study, 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 87 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOYS 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
coy 
Creighton 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foxier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 

Luc yk 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~WY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
surm 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 

cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daiey 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 

Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Z~l.4 

Rvan. . . 
Eachus Lewis Schroder Speaker 
Egolf 

NAYS-;! 

Benninghoff Maitland 

NOT VOTING-;! 

Lynch McNaughton 

Belardi McIlhinney Ruffmg Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Say lor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the a f f m t i v e  and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

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

amended? 

I Mr. COY offered the following amendment No. A3284: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "vehicles," 
for passing school buses, 

Amend Sec. 7, page 17, line 4, by inserting after "Sections" 
33450'), 

Amend Sec. 7, page 17, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
5 3345. Meeting or overtaking school bus. 

* * *  
6) Penalty.+Any person violating] A Derson who violates 

subsection (a) or (f.1) [is guilty ofJ commits a summary offense and 
shall, upon conviction, be sentenced to pay a fine of [$100] $500. 

Amend Bill, page 43, by inserting after line 30 
Section 24.1. The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. 5 33456) shall 

apply to offenses committed on or after the effective date of this 
section. 

Amend Sec. 25, page 45, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
(3) The following provisions shall take effect in one 

year: 
(i) The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. fi 3345Q). 
(ii) Section 24.1 of this act. 

Amend Sec. 25, page 45, line 4, by striking out "(3)" and 
inserting 

(4) 
Amend Sec. 25, page 45, line 11, by striking out "(4)" and 

inserting 
(5) 'cs 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
A r m m g  
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Biielin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny 
Dailey 
Dale y 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DermOdy 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Lynch 

Belardi 
Colafella 
Mann 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Lucyk 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING-2 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

McIlhinney Ruffing Shaner 
Petrarca Saylor Tangretti 
Reinard 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 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 the question of h a 1  passage, the gentleman from 
Carbon, Mr. McCall, is recognized. 

Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if I could have the attention of the members, 

there is very important language contained in HB 152, and I 
think a lot of the members are as concerned as I. 

The language in the bill would suspend the use of the new 
crash forms that the State Police and our local police 
departments are required to use, that PennDOT promulgated a 
couple months ago. The language that we have contained in this 
bill will suspend its use and ask that a stakeholders group be 
created to maybe get a new, revised form, and I want to show 
you what the police currently use right now. This is the actual 
form that we got from PennDOT, and there are a number of 
important pieces of information, including a diagram and a 
narrative that the police have to fill out. That is the form. I h o w  
you are getting a lot of complaints. That is the new form. 

I would submit to you that this bill is going to pass this 
House but it is not going to pass in the Senate, and I certainly 
want to take this opportunity to thank the Governor's Office, 
who said that they are going to work to revise this form over the 
summer months, and that Chairman Geist has agreed to hold 
some hearings to help further revise this form. But I think it is 
important that we send a very clear message, because our 
State Police, our State Troopers Association, our Chiefs of 
Police Association, the Fraternal Order of Police, are all saying 
to us, please do something to revise this form, from this - and 
this is no lie -to this. 

And I would submit to you that this is about police work, not 
paperwork, and I think if we are going to aid the policemen in 
our communities, we really have to do something to get rid of 
this form, and I would hope that when we vote to concur on 
this, maybe the Department of Transportation will do something 
to stop this form fiom being used. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Geist, on the question. 
Mr. GEIST. Mr. Speaker, just for the record, there was a lot 

of hard work that went into this bill by an awful lot of people 
and very much on a bipartisan basis, and I would like to thank 
the following groups: PennDOT, the Governor's Office of 
General Counsel, the Insurance Department, the Insurance 
Federation, Pennsylvania Independent Automobile Dealers 
Association, PA Automobile Association, Representative 
Dwight Evans' office, Representative John Perzel's office, 
Pennsylvania Auto License Brokers, the State Police, 
PA Towing Association, AAA (American Automobile 
Association), the vehicle auction houses, the salvage dealers, 
and most of all, the Philadelphia police, and I would urge a 
"yes" vote. 

The SPEAKER. On final passage, Mr. Evans, do you seek 
recognition on this? 

Mr. D. EVANS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I, too, want to join with the 

chairman of the Transportation Committee and thank him and 
the majority leader; now the new chairman, Representative 
Keith McCall; the Governor; and the mayor for working on this 
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effort to align to the Vehicle Code to remove abandoned cars, 
and I would like to thank the former chairman, Representative 
Cappabianca, who is no longer with us, because he, too, played 
a part in terms of working with it and the staff. 

This was a bipartisan effort in terms of what we needed to 
do, and I sincerely want to thank the chairman and the majority 
leader as well as the Governor for helping us to make the 
necessary changes to remove abandoned cars off not just the 
streets of the city of Philadelphia but throughout the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Eebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DermOdy 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
pimy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-O 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson. R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, C. 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogm 
Wojnaroski 
Wright 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Y udichak 
Zimmemm 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belardi McIlhinney Rufing Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Saylor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

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

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

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the ' Rules Committee at the majority leader's desk. 

I BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
I REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 155, PN 2379 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding and amending definitions; further 
providing for registration plates, for licensing of drivers, for driver's 
license violations, for commercial drivers, for obedience to and effect 
of traffic laws, for traffic-control devices, for restrictions of use of 
limited access highways, for right-of-way, for maximum speed limits, 
for rights and duties of pedestrians, for fleeing or attempting to elude 
police officer, for lighting equipment, for equipment of authorized and 
emergency vehicles, for inspection requirements and for enforcement; 
and providing for a shared-ride pilot program for persons with 
disabilities. 

u 
RULES. 

RESOLUTION ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 27, PN 2380 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Concurrent Resolution urging support for development of 
Logstown/Legionville as a Pennsylvania historical park and historical 
center. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR N 

RESOLUTION ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HR 27, PN 2380, entitled: 

A Concurrent Resolution urging support for development of 
Logsto~Legionville as a Pennsylvania historical park and historical 
center. 4 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
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NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

YEAS-19 I 

Adolph Evans, D. Lynch Schroder 
Allen Evans, J. Mackereth Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Maher Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Maitland Sernmel 
Baker, J. Fichter Major Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fleagle Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Bard Flick Markosek Solobay 
Barley Forcier Marsico Staback 
Barrar Frankel Mayemik Stairs 
Bastian Freeman McCall Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGeehan Steil 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stem 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhattan Stetler 
Birmelin George McNaughton Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Godshall Melio Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Gordner Metcalfe Strittmatter 
Boyes Grucela Michlovic Sturla 
Browne Gmitza Micoaie S m  
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Taylor, E. 2. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Taylor, J. 
Buxton Hanna M u n d ~  Thomas 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Tigue 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Travaglio 
Casorio Harper Nickol Trello 
Cawley Hasay O'Brien Trich 
Civera Hennessey Oliver Tulli 
Clark Herman Pallone Vance 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Veon 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Vitali 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Walko 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Comell Jadlowiec RPPY Washington 
Comgan James Pistella Waters 
Costa Josephs Preston Watson 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, C. 
Crelghton Keller Readshaw Williams, J. 
Cruz Kenne~ Rieger Wilt 
CW Kirkland Roberts w o w  
Dailey Krebs Robinson Wojnaroski 
Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Wright 
Dally Laughlin Rohrer Yewcic 
DeLuca Lawless Rooney Youngblood 
Dermody Lederer Ross Yudichak 
De Weese Leh Rubley Zimmerman 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Sainato zug 
Diven Levdansky Samuelson 
Donatucci Lewis Santoni RY an, 
Eachus Lucyk Sather Speaker 
Egolf 

EXCUSED-I 0 

Belardi Mcllhinney Ruffmg Shaner 
Colafella Petrarca Saylor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 

The majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the a f h t i v e ,  the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR M 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 155, PN 2379, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding and amending definitions; further 
providing for registration plates, for licensing of  drivers, for driver's 
license violations, for commercial drivers, for obedience to and effect 
of traffic laws, for traffic-control devices, for restrictions of  use of 
limited access highways, for right-of-way, for maximum speed limits, 
for rights and duties of pedestrians, for fleeing or attempting to  elude 
police officer, for lighting equipment, for equipment of  authorized and 
emergency vehicles, for inspection requirements and for enforcement; 
and providing for a shared-ride pilot program for persons with 
disabilities. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-19 1 

Adolph Evans, D. Lynch Sc hroder 
Allen Evans, J. Mackereth Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Maher Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Maitland Semmel 
Baker, J. Fichter Major Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fleagle Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Bard Flick Solobay Markosek 
Barley Forcier Marsico Staback 
Barrar Frankel Mayemik Stairs 
Bastian Freeman McCall Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGeehan Steil 
Belfanti Gannon McGill Stem 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhattan Stetler 
Binnelin George McNaughton Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Godshall Melio Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Gordner Metcalfe Strittmatter 
BOY= Grucela Michlovic Sturla 
Browne Gruitza Micozzie Surra 
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Taylor, E. Z. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Taylor, J. 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Thomas 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Tigue 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Travaglio 
Casorio Harper Nickol Trello 
Cawley Hasay O'Brien Trich 
Civera Hennesse y Oliver Tulli 
Clark Herman Pallone Vance 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Veon 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Vitali 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Walko 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Comell Jadlowiec P~PPY Washington 
Comgan James Pistella Waters 
Costa Josephs Preston Watson 
COY Kaiser Raymond Williams, C. ~zP'" Keller Readshaw Williams, J. 

Kenney Rieger Wilt 

E Z y  
Kirkland Roberts Wogan 
Krebs Robinson Wojnaroski 

Daley LaGrotta Roebuck Wright 
Dally Laughlin Rohrer Yewcic 
DeLuca Lawless Rooney Youngblood 
Dermody Lederer Ross Yudichak 
DeWeese Leh Rubley Zimmennan 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Sainato zug 
Diven Levdansky Samuelson 



Belardi McIlhinney Ruffmg Shaner 
Colafella Pettarca Say lor Tangretti 
Mann Reinard 
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The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the af fmtive  
and the amendments were concurred m. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

Donatucci Lewis Santoni Ryan, 
Speaker Eachus Lucyk Sather 

Egolf 

N A Y W  

NOT VOTING4 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

SB 237, PN 1222 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for registration of vehicles, for 
registration violations and suspensions, for accidents involving 
overturned vehicles, for permits for window obstruction and for vehicle 
size, weight and load; providing for nonreciprocity of operational 
limitations; and further providing for liquid fuels and fuels tax refunds. 

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

An Act establishing a special fund and account for money received 
by the Commonwealth from the Master Settlement Agreement with 
tobacco manufacturers; providing for home and community-based care, 
for tobacco use prevention and cessation efforts, for Commonwealth 
universal research enhancement, for hospital uncompensated care, for 
health investment insurance, for medical assistance for workers with 
disabilities, for regional biotechnology research centers, for the 
HealthLink Program, for community-based health care assistance 
programs, for PACE reinstatement and PACENET expansion, for 
medical education loan assistance and for percentage allocation and 
appropriation of moneys. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding and amending definitions; further 
providing for registration plates, for licensing of drivers, for driver's 
license violations, for commercial drivers, for obedience to and effect 
of traffic laws, for traffic-control devices, for restrictions of use of 
limited access highways, for right-of-way, for maximum speed limits, 
for rights and duties of pedestrians, for fleeing or attempting to elude 
police officer, for lighting equipment, for equipment of authorized and 
emergency vehicles, for inspection requirements and for enforcement; 
and providing for a shared-ride pilot program for persons with 
disabilities. 

An Act making an appropriation from a restricted revenue account 
within the General Fund and from Federal augmentation funds to the 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission. 

An Act authorizing the Deparbnent of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Crawford-Venango 
Fire School, certain lands situate in Cambridge Township, 
Crawford County. 

An Act amending the act of December 22, 1989 (P.L.687, No.90), 
known as  the Mortgage Bankers and Brokers Act, further providing for 
license exemptions, for application for license, for licensee 
requirements, for authority of department or commission and for 
penalties; regulating the terms and conditions of certain subprime 
mortgage loan transactions; and making editorial changes. 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
2001 -2002. 

An Act creating the Ben Franklin Technology Development 
Authority; defining its powers and duties; establishing the Ben Franklin 
Technology Development Authority Fund; and making a repeal. 

An Act amending the act of July 1, 1985 (P.L. 120, No.32), entitled 
"An act creating a special fund in the Treasury Department for use in 
attracting major industry into this Commonwealth; establishing a 
procedure for the appropriation and use of moneys in the fund; 
establishing the Tax Stabilization Reserve Fund; and providing for 

e 
expenditures from such account," providing for transfer of portion of 
revenue surplus; further providing for funding; and making a repeal. 

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

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER May I have your attention, please. 
The information I have is that we have completed the voting 

schedule for the night. Now, hold on. You are not going to keep 
clapping, I know. Tomorrow I have indicated that there will be 
a token session, which will begin at 10:30. At that time, when 
the adjournment motion is taken, I cannot tell you right now 
whether that adjournment motion is going to be until Monday or 
until September 24. I am suggesting that if tomorrow the 
adjournment - and you are not here - the adjournment motion is 
until only Monday, the Chief Clerk will get in touch with all of 
the members sometime during the day tomorrow, certainly with 
all of your offices, and notify your homes or your district 
offices, as the case may be. I cannot do any better than that right 
now. 

I Mr. DeWeese, you have a question? 
Mr. DeWEESE. In private leadership colloquies during the 

late evening, we were told that we had a couple of pro forma 
transportation bills and the gentlelady from Beaver, 
Mrs. Laughlin's resolution, and we were told, Mr. Veon and I 
were told that if certain members of our caucus- Well, I think 
that those colloquies will remain confidential. 
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But nevertheless, this is an astounding revelation that I am 
hearing. Many of my members have vacation plans. We were 
given a very solid impression as late as an hour ago that we 
were f ~ s h e d .  There is no voting schedule. There is nothing to 
do that we are aware of. Nothing is posted. 

So relative to the scheduling of our chamber, there is great 
vexation on this side of the aisle, and we would like some 
explication, please. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, if you check- 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. May I just finish this one remark. 
If you check the information that was provided to all of the 

members going back over many months, next week was always 
carried on our schedule as a possible session week. To the 
extent that I may have led or misled you, the position that we 
took today with all of these calendars was that we were going to 
pass the bills. One of the bills did not get passed, and it has got 
to be determined whether or not we are going to take another 
crack at that or the majority leader is. 

I recognize the gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I thought we were coming back Monday to go to work 

on the PACE prescription program. What happened to that, 
Mr. Speaker? Now they are going on vacation? We set up a 
task force to take a look at a serious issue, and he is going on 
vacation now. About 2 hours ago, he could not wait for 
Monday. Now he is going on some vacation. Mr. Speaker, we 
will be here, and we will expect him to be here. 

The SPEAKER. I guess that takes care of the question about 
whether or not we will be here Monday. But I it is late, 
and maybe we start this again in the token 
which would add some life to that particular session. 

Without objection, I am going to recess the Chair. Are there 
any further notices, comments, corrections to the record? 
Everybody get 8 hoursy- Well, not 8 hours' sleep. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BELS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 656, 
PN 729, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 193 1 (P.L.1206, No.33 l), 
known as The First Class Township Code, f w e r  providing for 
members of the civil service commission and for organization and a 
quorum of the commission. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
.Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 656 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Rules. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1050, 
PN 1204, entitled: 

An Act designating the polka as the official dance of Pennsylvania; 
and designating the square dance as the official American folk dance of 
Pennsylvania. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair the leader. 
Mr. PERZEL- Mr. Speaker, I that * lo5* be 

recommitted to the On 

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

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1655, PN 2037 By Rep. O'BRIEN 

An Act establishing the family support services program for 
certain families with persons with disabilities; providing for the powers 
and duties of the Department of Public Welfare; establishing a 
Statewide Family Support Advisory Council; providing for regional 
advisory councils; and making an appropriation. 

HEALTH HUMAN SERVICES. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. the leader Or minority leader 
have any fUrther business? Any announcements? Any 
corrections to the record? Any committee meetings to be called 
shortly? 

Hearing none, the Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Delaware, Mr. Civera. 

Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourn until Friday, June 22, 2001, at 10:30 a.m., e.d.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

Onthe question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 1:44 a.m., e.d.t., June 22,2001, 

the House adjourned. 
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