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SESSION OF 2009 193D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 102 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 1:30 p.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (KEITH R. McCALL) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 HON. TOM C. CREIGHTON, member of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Let us bow for prayer: 
 Rejoice in the Lord always; again, rejoice. The heavens 
declare Your glory, O God. The earth reveals Your handiwork, 
O Lord. 
 We thank You today for our Founding Fathers who were 
guided by Your wisdom. We pray that Your will be done and 
You will lift up leaders with integrity and wisdom in these 
stressful times. 
 Be with us not to be anxious about anything, but in 
everything, by prayer and supplication, with thanksgiving 
present our requests to You, O Lord. 
 Give us a steady spirit and a peace of mind and the wisdom 
to accomplish the duties that are set before us in this chamber 
today. 
 We offer gratitude that You have a purpose for each of us, 
and that purpose is to serve You and to serve the people of 
Pennsylvania. We offer gratitude that You are in control and 
Yours is the power and the glory forever. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 (The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by members and 
visitors.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. Democrats are to report to their caucus 
room. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. We will stand in recess until 2:30, unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 
 

AFTER RECESS 

 The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the recess announcement that 
the House will be recessed until 2:30, unless sooner recalled by 
the Speaker, we are now calling the House to order. 
 All members are to report to the floor of the House. 

JOURNALS APPROVED 

 The SPEAKER. The Journals of Monday, July 13, and 
Tuesday, July 14 of 2009 are now in print. Will the House 
approve the Journals? 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Journals are approved. 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 
of Saturday, October 3, 2009, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 
 
 Members, please report to the floor. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Greene County, the majority 
whip, Representative DeWeese, who requests the following 
leaves of absence for: Representative LENTZ from Delaware 
County for the day, Representative WAGNER from Allegheny 
County for the day, Representative WHEATLEY from 
Allegheny County for the day, Representative CONKLIN from 
Centre County for the day, Representative Matt SMITH from 
Allegheny County for the day. Without objection, the leaves 
will be granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
the minority whip, Representative Turzai, who requests a leave 
of absence for the gentleman, Representative GABLER, from 
Clearfield County for the day. Without objection, the leave will 
be granted. 
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MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
The members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–195 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw 
Baker Everett Longietti Reed 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Bear Farry Major Roae 
Belfanti Fleck Manderino Rock 
Benninghoff Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Bishop Gabig Marshall Ross 
Boback Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Boyd Geist Matzie Sainato 
Boyle George McGeehan Samuelson 
Bradford Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Brennan Gergely Melio Santoni 
Briggs Gibbons Mensch Saylor 
Brooks Gillespie Metcalfe Scavello 
Brown Gingrich Metzgar Schroder 
Burns Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Buxton Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Caltagirone Grell Miller Siptroth 
Carroll Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Casorio Grucela Mirabito Smith, S. 
Causer Haluska Moul Solobay 
Christiana Hanna Mundy Sonney 
Civera Harhai Murphy Staback 
Clymer Harhart Murt Stern 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harper Myers Sturla 
Costa, P. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Cox Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Creighton Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Curry Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cutler Hornaman Pallone True 
Daley Houghton Parker Turzai 
Dally Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Day Johnson Payne Vitali 
Deasy Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Watson 
Dermody Killion Phillips White 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Williams 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Youngblood 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Yudichak 
Drucker Kotik Quigley  
Eachus Krieger Quinn McCall, 
Ellis Kula Rapp    Speaker 
Evans, D.    
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Conklin Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler Miccarelli Smith, M. Wheatley 
 
 LEAVES ADDED–4 
 
Curry Deasy Harper Petri 
 

 LEAVES CANCELED–4 
 
Conklin  Gabler Smith, M. Wheatley 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 

CALENDAR 
 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 47,  
PN 1461, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known 
as the Public Welfare Code, in general powers and duties of the 
Department of Public Welfare, providing for determining whether 
applicants are veterans; in public assistance, further providing for 
establishment of county boards and expenses, for lifetime limit and for 
prohibited use of public assistance funds; further defining "exempt 
hospital" and "general acute care hospital"; further providing for 
authorization, for administration, for no hold harmless, for tax 
exemption and for cessation; and providing for fraud reporting to 
Inspector General. 
 
 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. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. 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: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw 
Baker Everett Longietti Reed 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Bear Farry Major Roae 
Belfanti Fleck Manderino Rock 
Benninghoff Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Bishop Gabig Marshall Ross 
Boback Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Boyd Geist Matzie Sainato 
Boyle George McGeehan Samuelson 
Bradford Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Brennan Gergely Melio Santoni 
Briggs Gibbons Mensch Saylor 
Brooks Gillespie Metcalfe Scavello 
Brown Gingrich Metzgar Schroder 
Burns Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Buxton Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Caltagirone Grell Miller Siptroth 
Carroll Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Casorio Grucela Mirabito Smith, S. 
Causer Haluska Moul Solobay 
Christiana Hanna Mundy Sonney 
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Civera Harhai Murphy Staback 
Clymer Harhart Murt Stern 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harper Myers Sturla 
Costa, P. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Cox Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Creighton Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Curry Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cutler Hornaman Pallone True 
Daley Houghton Parker Turzai 
Dally Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Day Johnson Payne Vitali 
Deasy Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Watson 
Dermody Killion Phillips White 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Williams 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Youngblood 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Yudichak 
Drucker Kotik Quigley  
Eachus Krieger Quinn McCall, 
Ellis Kula Rapp    Speaker 
Evans, D.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Conklin Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler Miccarelli Smith, M. Wheatley 
 
 
 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. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the 
House Appropriations Committee, an immediate meeting of the 
House Appropriations Committee in the majority caucus room. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 All Appropriations Committee members, please report to the 
majority caucus room. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Roebuck, for the purpose 
of an announcement. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The House Education Committee will convene on Monday, 
October 5, at 12 p.m. in room 50, Irvis Building, to hold an 
information hearing with State Board of Education Chairman 
 
 

Joe Torsella on concerns raised by HR 456 by committee 
members about the proposed chapter 4 regulations on academic 
standards and assessment. Education Committee members will 
be receiving written notice of this meeting shortly. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 There will be an Education Committee meeting on Monday, 
October 5, at 12 p.m. in room 50, Irvis Office Building. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Wheatley, 
on the floor of the House. His name will be added to the master 
roll. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

SB 711, PN 1460 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending Title 4 (Amusements) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for legislative intent, for 
definitions, for the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board established, 
for applicability of other statutes, for powers of the board and for code 
of conduct; providing for expenses of regulatory agencies; further 
providing for licensed gaming entity application appeals from board, 
for license or permit application hearing process and public hearings, 
for board minutes and records, for regulatory authority of board, for 
collection of fees and fines, for slot machine license fee, for number of 
slot machines and for reports of board; providing for report by slot 
machine licensee; further providing for diversity goals of board and for 
license or permit prohibition; providing for specific authority to 
suspend slot machine license; further providing for Category 3 slot 
machine license, for applications for license or permit, for slot machine 
license application character requirements, for slot machine license 
application financial fitness requirements, for supplier licenses and for 
manufacturer licenses; providing for gaming service provider and for 
alternative supplier licensing standards; further providing for 
occupation permit application, for additional licenses and permits and 
approval of agreements, for license renewals, for change in ownership 
or control of slot machine licensee and for nonportability of slot 
machine license; providing for appointment of trustee; authorizing 
table games; further providing for slot machine license deposits; 
providing for limitation on recovery of costs; further providing for 
gross terminal revenue deductions, for itemized budget reporting, for 
establishment of State Gaming Fund and net slot machine revenue 
distribution, for distributions from Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund, for Pennsylvania Gaming Economic Development 
and Tourism Fund, for transfers from State Gaming Fund, for 
responsibility and authority of Department of Revenue, for wagering 
on credit, for no eminent domain authority, for compulsive and 
problem gambling program, for labor hiring preferences, for 
declaration of exemption from Federal laws prohibiting slot machines 
and for financial and employment interests; providing for additional 
restrictions; further providing for political influence, for regulation 
requiring exclusion of certain persons; providing for prosecutorial and 
adjudicative functions; further providing for investigations and 
enforcement, for conduct of public officials and employees and for 
prohibited acts and penalties; providing for additional authority and for 
report of suspicious transactions; further providing for interception of 
oral communications; providing for electronic funds transfer terminals; 
regulating junkets; and providing for gaming schools. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 
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 The SPEAKER. That bill will go to the House supplemental 
calendar. 
 
 For the information of the members, we have over  
180 amendments posted to this bill. By agreement of both 
leaders, we will put an advisory clock on the tote boards. It is 
advisory only. You can go beyond the 5 minutes, but we are 
going to try to keep the—  I see a lot of 2 minutes. That is not a 
bad idea, but we will keep it at 5 minutes, and it is strictly 
advisory, but we would like the members to try to adhere as 
close to that 5 minutes as possible. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 711,  
PN 1460, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 4 (Amusements) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for legislative intent, for 
definitions, for the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board established, 
for applicability of other statutes, for powers of the board and for code 
of conduct; providing for expenses of regulatory agencies; further 
providing for licensed gaming entity application appeals from board, 
for license or permit application hearing process and public hearings, 
for board minutes and records, for regulatory authority of board, for 
collection of fees and fines, for slot machine license fee, for number of 
slot machines and for reports of board; providing for report by slot 
machine licensee; further providing for diversity goals of board and for 
license or permit prohibition; providing for specific authority to 
suspend slot machine license; further providing for Category 3 slot 
machine license, for applications for license or permit, for slot machine 
license application character requirements, for slot machine license 
application financial fitness requirements, for supplier licenses and for 
manufacturer licenses; providing for gaming service provider and for 
alternative supplier licensing standards; further providing for 
occupation permit application, for additional licenses and permits and 
approval of agreements, for license renewals, for change in ownership 
or control of slot machine licensee and for nonportability of slot 
machine license; providing for appointment of trustee; authorizing 
table games; further providing for slot machine license deposits; 
providing for limitation on recovery of costs; further providing for 
gross terminal revenue deductions, for itemized budget reporting, for 
establishment of State Gaming Fund and net slot machine revenue 
distribution, for distributions from Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund, for Pennsylvania Gaming Economic Development 
and Tourism Fund, for transfers from State Gaming Fund, for 
responsibility and authority of Department of Revenue, for wagering 
on credit, for no eminent domain authority, for compulsive and 
problem gambling program, for labor hiring preferences, for 
declaration of exemption from Federal laws prohibiting slot machines 
and for financial and employment interests; providing for additional 
restrictions; further providing for political influence, for regulation 
requiring exclusion of certain persons; providing for prosecutorial and 
adjudicative functions; further providing for investigations and 
enforcement, for conduct of public officials and employees and for 
prohibited acts and penalties; providing for additional authority and for 
report of suspicious transactions; further providing for interception of 
oral communications; providing for electronic funds transfer terminals; 
regulating junkets; and providing for gaming schools. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. SANTONI offered the following amendment  
No. A04236: 
 

Amend Bill, page 63, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
"Gaming service provider."  A person that: 

(1)  provides goods or services to a slot machine licensee 
or an applicant for a slot machine license; 

(2)  provides goods or services at a licensed facility; and 
(3)  is not required to be licensed as a manufacturer, 

manufacturer designee, supplier, management company or 
gaming junket enterprise. 
Amend Bill, page 99, line 5, by  striking out "BY THE 15TH" 

and inserting 
within 45 days of the end 

Amend Bill, page 99, line 13, by striking out "LIST" and 
inserting 

lists 
Amend Bill, page 99, line 17, by striking out ". IF" and inserting 

if 
Amend Bill, page 99, lines 18 through 20, by striking out ", THE 

LIST SHALL IDENTIFY THE" in line 18, all of line 19 and 
"LICENSED GAMING ENTITY" in line 20 

Amend Bill, page 100, line 14, by inserting after "IN" 
slot machine and table 

Amend Bill, page 100, line 19, by striking out "ON THE 
PREMISES OF THE LICENSED FACILITY" and inserting 

in the area where slot machines or table games are located 
Amend Bill, page 100, line 20, by striking out "EXCLUDED" 

and inserting 
self-excluded 

Amend Bill, page 100, line 21, by striking out "TABLE GAME 
FACILITY" and inserting 

area where table games, including tournaments and contests 
are located 

Amend Bill, page 100, line 27, by striking out "FACILITY" 
Amend Bill, page 100, line 28, by inserting after "AND" where it 

occurs the first time 
to prevent 

Amend Bill, page 100, line 28, by inserting after "DRINKING" 
in the licensed facility 

Amend Bill, page 101, line 18, by inserting after "OF" 
slot machine and table 

Amend Bill, page 101, line 19, by striking out "AND 
LICENSED FACILITIES" 

Amend Bill, page 101, lines 24 and 25, by striking out "AND 
LICENSED" in line 24 and "FACILITIES" in line 25 

Amend Bill, page 102, line 10, by striking out "AND 
LICENSED FACILITIES" 

Amend Bill, page 102, line 11, by striking out "AND LICENSED 
FACILITIES" 

Amend Bill, page 103, line 7, by striking out "AT THE 
LICENSED FACILITY" and inserting 

by the slot machine licensee 
Amend Bill, page 103, line 11, by striking out "FACILITY 

RESPONSIBILITY" and inserting 
Responsibility of slot machine licensee 

Amend Bill, page 103, line 11, by striking out "LICENSED 
FACILITY" and inserting 

slot machine licensee 
Amend Bill, page 103, line 16, by striking out "LICENSED 

ENTITY OR LICENSED FACILITY" and inserting 
slot machine licensee 

Amend Bill, page 113, line 17, by striking out "THE" where it 
occurs the first time and inserting 

a 
Amend Bill, page 116, line 8, by striking out "GAMES" and 

inserting 
game devices 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 2, by striking out "REGISTRATION" 
and inserting 

regulation 
Amend Bill, page 117, line 2, by striking out ". EACH 

APPLICANT" 



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 2001 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 2, by striking out "ALL" 
Amend Bill, page 117, lines 3 through 5, by striking out "FOR" 

in line 3, all of line 4 and "TO A BACKGROUND INVESTIGATION" 
in line 5 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 6, by striking out "DEVELOPED BY 
THE BOARD" 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 19, by striking out "THE 
FOLLOWING" 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 20, by striking out "THE" and 
inserting 

the 
Amend Bill, page 117, line 22, by removing the period after 

"COMMONWEALTH" and inserting 
; or 

Amend Bill, page 117, line 23, by striking out "REGULATION" 
and inserting 

the regulation 
Amend Bill, page 119, line 9, by striking out "PROVIDER" and 

inserting 
Gaming service provider 

Amend Bill, page 119, line 11, by striking out "AND A LIST OF 
GAMING SERVICE PROVIDERS" 

Amend Bill, page 119, line 17, by striking out "CONTINUE TO" 
Amend Bill, page 120, line 3, by striking out "OF A PERSON" 
Amend Bill, page 120, line 3, by striking out "PERSON'S" 
Amend Bill, page 120, line 4, by striking out "PERSON'S" 
Amend Bill, page 122, line 27, by striking out "TABLE 

GAMES," 
Amend Bill, page 124, line 30, by striking out "FACTORS" 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 4, by striking out "NEW" and 

inserting 
proposed 

Amend Bill, page 125, line 6, by striking out "ORIGINAL" and 
inserting 

approved physical 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 9, by striking out "NEW" and 

inserting 
proposed 

Amend Bill, page 125, line 10, by striking out "ORIGINAL" and 
inserting 

approved physical 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 20, by inserting after "IF" 

the relocation of the licensed facility 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 21, by striking out "THE 

RELOCATED LICENSED FACILITY" 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 23, by striking out "THE 

RELOCATION" 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 25, by striking out "THE 

RELOCATED LICENSED FACILITY" 
Amend Bill, page 125, line 28, by striking out "RELOCATION 

OF THE LICENSED FACILITY" 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 8, by inserting after "APPROVED" 

table 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 9, by inserting after "NEW" 

table 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 10, by inserting after "APPROVED" 

table 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 24, by striking out "FROM TIME TO 

TIME" 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 28, by inserting after "TABLE" 

game 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 29, by striking out "TO EACH 

PLAYER" 
Amend Bill, page 132, line 29, by inserting after "TABLE" 

game 
Amend Bill, page 133, line 23, by inserting after "VALUE" 

used in the conduct and operation of table games as 
approved by the board 

Amend Bill, page 143, line 21, by striking out "IN 
OPERATION" and inserting 

authorized by the board 
Amend Bill, page 145, lines 6 through 8, by striking out all of 

lines 6 and 7 and "CONTEST OR TOURNAMENT." in line 8 and 
inserting 
The certificate holder shall notify the board of the number of table 
games that the certificate holder intends to operate during a temporary 
contest or tournament, and the board shall designate an employee to 
approve or deny the request. 

Amend Bill, page 153, line 24, by inserting after "THREE" 
business 

Amend Bill, page 153, line 25, by striking out "SUBMISSION" 
and inserting 

board's receipt 
Amend Bill, page 155, line 14, by inserting after "AREA" 

and may include table games 
Amend Bill, page 209, line 10, by striking out "OTHER 

LICENSES" and inserting 
Classification system 

Amend Bill, page 211, lines 16 through 22, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
§ 1603.  Classification system. 

The board shall develop a classification system for the regulation 
of gaming junket enterprises and the individuals and entities associated 
with gaming enterprises. 

Amend Bill, page 212, line 28, by striking out "A GAMING 
JUNKET REPRESENTATIVE" and inserting 

an individual 
Amend Bill, page 212, line 30, by striking out "OR AN 

APPLICANT FOR A SLOT MACHINE LICENSE" 
Amend Bill, page 214, line 8, by striking out "ACT AS" and 

inserting 
conduct business on behalf of the slot machine licensee with 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Amendment 4236, as you said, is a technical amendment, 
and in it, it defines "gaming service provider," and it does not 
require those gaming service providers to submit to background 
investigations. It does a couple other things related to Web site 
list requirements for the Pennsylvania Control Board, and it also 
authorizes the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board to develop a 
classification system for the regulation of gaming junket 
enterprises. 
 I would ask for a positive vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Will the gentleman yield a moment. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would wish to advise the 
members that he is giving permission to Carolyn Kaster from 
the Associated Press to take still photographs on the House 
floor. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
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 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, could I just ask that we be at 
ease for just one moment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Would the maker of the amendment just 
stand for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Santoni, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. I thought in your comments you 
mentioned that the three areas that are being defined by your 
amendment are not subject to background checks. Could you 
explain whether this amendment is excluding them or shielding 
them from background checks or are they currently, under 
current law, not subject to background checks? 
 Mr. SANTONI. Could you repeat the question, please, 
Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. In your remarks about the amendment, 
Mr. Speaker, I believe you stated – and I am just going upon 
what I think I heard – that these three entities defined in your 
amendment are not subject to background checks, and if that is 
the case, I am asking whether or not this amendment excludes 
them from background checks or whether, under current law, 
they are excluded from background checks. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Could you give me one moment, please. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Sure. 
 Mr. SANTONI. The answer to your question—  Am I in 
order, Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SANTONI. The answer to your question is, under 
current law the gaming service providers that I spoke about are 
subject to background investigations. We are just doing a 
technical correction in the bill. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. And forgive me, but it is just the 
reverberation in the room. I did not understand everything you 
said. You said under current law they are or are not subject to 
background checks? 
 Mr. SANTONI. Under current law, they are subject. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. And does this amendment do anything to 
change that? 
 Mr. SANTONI. No. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I thank you for clarifying 
that, and I believe this is truly a technical amendment and we 
should all agree to it. Thank you. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the majority leader, who requests a leave of absence 
for the gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative 
DEASY, for the day. Without objection, the leave will be 
granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

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

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reed 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barrar Farry Major Roae 
Bear Fleck Manderino Rock 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Ross 
Bishop Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Boback Geist Matzie Sainato 
Boyd George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyle Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Bradford Gergely Melio Santoni 
Brennan Gibbons Mensch Saylor 
Briggs Gillespie Metcalfe Scavello 
Brooks Gingrich Metzgar Schroder 
Brown Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Burns Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grell Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Grucela Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Solobay 
Causer Hanna Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhart Murt Stern 
Clymer Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harper Myers Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Watson 
Dermody Killion Phillips Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Quinn  
Ellis Kula Rapp McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Readshaw    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Conklin Gabler Miccarelli Smith, M. 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. THOMAS offered the following amendment  
No. A04111: 
 

Amend Bill, page 102, line 15, by inserting after "TO" 
evaluate the effectiveness of all diversity plans submitted by applicants 
for a slot machine license in accordance with section 1325 (relating to 
license or permit issuance) of this part, make recommendations for 
improvements to such diversity plans and  

Amend Bill, page 102, line 25, by inserting brackets before and 
after "STUDY" and inserting immediately thereafter 

review  
Amend Bill, page 102, line 26, by inserting brackets before and 

after "PART" and inserting immediately thereafter 
section 

Amend Bill, page 102, line 27, by inserting brackets before and 
after "ANNUALLY" and inserting immediately thereafter 

quarterly 
Amend Bill, page 102, line 29, by striking out "STUDY" and 

inserting 
review 

Amend Bill, page 103, line 13, by striking out "STUDY" and 
inserting 

quarterly reviews 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Thomas.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment is primarily a technical 
amendment that just kind of clears up some terms from an 
amendment that was adopted and approved by the Gaming 
Oversight Committee.  
 So it is primarily a technical amendment, and I welcome the 
support of this amendment. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, the minority 
whip, Representative Turzai, who requests a leave of absence 
for Representative HARPER from Montgomery County for the 
day. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

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

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Longietti Reed 
Baker Everett Maher Reese 
Barbin Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley 
Barrar Fairchild Major Roae 
Bear Farry Manderino Rock 
Belfanti Fleck Mann Roebuck 
Benninghoff Frankel Markosek Rohrer 
Beyer Freeman Marshall Ross 
Bishop Gabig Marsico Sabatina 
Boback Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Bradford Gerber Melio Santoni 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Saylor 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Schroder 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Seip 
Burns Godshall Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Goodman Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Watson 
Dermody Killion Phillips Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Quinn  
Ellis Kula Rapp McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Readshaw    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Conklin Harper Miccarelli Smith, M. 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  



2004 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE OCTOBER 4 

 Mr. WHEATLEY offered the following amendment  
No. A04237: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 11 and 12, by striking out 
"PROVIDING FOR SPECIFIC AUTHORITY TO" in line 11 and 
"SUSPEND SLOT MACHINE LICENSE;" in line 12 

Amend Bill, page 105, lines 11 through 30; page 106, lines 1 
through 30; page 107, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines on 
said pages 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Wheatley.  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today, as we all have read and discovered 
the revenues that we anticipated from one of our category 2 slot 
license facilities, namely the one that is in the city of Pittsburgh, 
the Rivers Casino, it has not necessarily raised the amount of 
revenues that they have anticipated and that we have 
anticipated.  
 In the beginning, when we were going through our 
determination of where were the best places to locate a slots 
facility, the city of Pittsburgh, of course, had a very unique 
concern that arose at the same time. That was, one, to try to 
persuade and keep one of our sports facilities and teams in the 
city of Pittsburgh. And as that dynamic unfolded, all of the 
entities that were bidding for a slots license at that time put forth 
an offer to try to help the city and the State with its revenue 
structure to help build a new facility to keep a team in the city 
and the State. 
 Unfortunately, with that, this is the only slots facility that has 
an extra burden placed on it, an extra burden placed on it, to put 
another $7.5 million of already, you know, stretched dollars that 
it is trying to generate to move itself forward in a newer 
industry that we have all voted to produce. It now has a 
commitment or obligation to help fund a stadium. It is the only 
one – again, I must stress – it is the only one in the 
Commonwealth with that extra financial burden.  
 In this bill that we have before us, there is, I believe, an 
unjust section that is stressing that this payment – that has been 
agreed to, and I think there are some internal differences of the 
date of the payment. It is not that there is an agreement or 
someone trying to break an agreement. It is a disagreement of 
when that payment should come due from this facility.  
 In this section, we kind of have specified, again, lifted up this 
very long casino and have put date specific of when they need 
to make a payment in order for them to continue to have a 
license and operate, then be able to have an opportunity to bid 
for the new industry of table games, if we do so choose to 
expand.  
 So what I am asking the members in this chamber at least to 
say is we should not get into the specifics of when we are going 
to make a business and a new industry pay an obligation, when 
they have already agreed that they are going to pay that 
obligation, but the agreement of what the continued work is and 
when that obligation is due. 
 I would just stress to the members that we strike that 
language from this bill, allow for that institution, that facility, 
that business to negotiate, continue to negotiate with the local 
municipality, with the local folk back home, and figure it out. 

We should not make that into law; we should not make that a 
stipulation of expansion of table games. We should allow for 
that to continue to work itself out. Again, this is not to try to 
take away from their obligation or their commitment. It is to let 
them figure that out from a local level instead of for us forcing 
it at the State level.  
 So again, I would ask for your support on this amendment, 
which would essentially strip that language out of that bill and 
allow for that to continue to take place on a local level. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, 
Representative Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Will the gentleman consent to brief 
interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Wheatley, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, 
Representative Schroder, is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand your 
amendment, what you are proposing here, you would strike out 
of the law or the bill the authority for the board to suspend slot 
machine licenses so that the particular situation that you are 
concerned about in Pittsburgh could be otherwise addressed. 
Am I correct in that general understanding?  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Yes. In the bill we have now, it is catered 
solely—  It is specific to this one institution in the city of 
Pittsburgh, because this is the only one that has such a contract 
in place.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. And if we suspend the power of the board 
to or if we take out the power of the board to suspend the 
license, do you have any legislative proposal for how that will 
affect that particular license? I mean, you know, will there be 
any ability of the board to intervene, or is there a procedure or a 
process put in place to replace the suspension power?  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. The board has—  What is not suspended 
or what my amendment does not do is the ability of the board, 
in its annual review of any applicant, that it has to prove its 
commitment or satisfactory obligations to its commitments each 
and every year when it comes up for annual renewal.  
 This language, in my opinion, was catered solely around a 
payment that was due for a commitment to help for the bond 
debt, the indebtedness for a stadium. It does not dismiss or take 
away the board, the Gaming Control Board's ability to suspend 
or withhold a renewal of a license at their annual review 
process.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, is it your contention that this 
language is only in there and specific to the casino in Pittsburgh 
that you are talking about, or would the language that you are 
trying to strike have broader applicability to any casino that 
finds itself in a similar situation?  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. From my interpretation, and I am not a 
lawyer, and there are always loopholes and missed opportunities 
or vagueness to the law, but it is my understanding that the only 
licensed facility currently approved for slots that would have 
such an obligation is the one in the city of Pittsburgh.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you for your answers, Mr. Speaker. 
 On the amendment?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It appears that this amendment removes the power of the 
Gaming Control Board to deal with the particular situation with 
the casino in Pittsburgh, and I have great concerns about 
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removing the power and the authority of the board to require a 
gaming establishment to live up to its promises and obligations. 
And what adds additional concern here is that there does not 
appear to be any other process in place by which, whether 
through a formal or informal process, this situation could be 
addressed or corrected.  
 So I am going to recommend a "no" vote on this amendment. 
Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–51 
 
Bishop Evans, D. Manderino Smith, K. 
Brennan Fabrizio Mann Staback 
Brown Frankel McGeehan Sturla 
Buxton George Melio Thomas 
Caltagirone Gerber Myers Vitali 
Carroll Goodman Oliver Wansacz 
Cohen Grucela Parker Waters 
Cruz Haluska Payton Wheatley 
Daley Hanna Preston Williams 
DePasquale Harhai Roebuck Youngblood 
Dermody Johnson Sabatina  
DeWeese Josephs Santoni McCall, 
Donatucci Kirkland Seip    Speaker 
Eachus    
 
 NAYS–142 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Quinn 
Baker Farry Mahoney Rapp 
Barbin Fleck Major Readshaw 
Barrar Freeman Marshall Reed 
Bear Gabig Marsico Reese 
Belfanti Galloway Matzie Reichley 
Benninghoff Geist McI. Smith Roae 
Beyer Gergely Mensch Rock 
Boback Gibbons Metcalfe Rohrer 
Boyd Gillespie Metzgar Ross 
Boyle Gingrich Micozzie Sainato 
Bradford Godshall Millard Samuelson 
Briggs Grell Miller Santarsiero 
Brooks Grove Milne Saylor 
Burns Harhart Mirabito Scavello 
Casorio Harkins Moul Schroder 
Causer Harris Mundy Shapiro 
Christiana Helm Murphy Siptroth 
Civera Hennessey Murt Smith, S. 
Clymer Hess Mustio Solobay 
Costa, D. Hickernell O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Costa, P. Hornaman O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cox Houghton O'Neill Stevenson 
Creighton Hutchinson Oberlander Swanger 
Curry Kauffman Pallone Tallman 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Dally Keller, W. Payne Taylor, R. 
Day Kessler Peifer True 
Delozier Killion Perzel Turzai 
DeLuca Knowles Petrarca Vereb 
Denlinger Kortz Petri Vulakovich 
DiGirolamo Kotik Phillips Walko 
Drucker Krieger Pickett Watson 
Ellis Kula Pyle White 
Evans, J. Levdansky Quigley Yudichak 
Everett Longietti   
 
 

 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Markosek    
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Conklin Harper Miccarelli Smith, M. 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, 
Representative Wheatley, has two additional amendments.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. WHEATLEY offered the following amendment  
No. A04248:  
 

Amend Bill, page 181, line 13, by inserting after "ADDICTION." 
After one year, the board shall commission a study of the impact of the 
Compulsive and Problem Gambling Treatment Fund in areas where 
gambling was expanded. The commission shall produce a report that 
includes data on race, gender, geography and income and a 
recommendation of whether the fund's appropriation should be 
increased to a sum up to $5,000,000. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Wheatley.  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have consistently, and I think many of us in 
this great chamber, when we decided to expand gambling in the 
Commonwealth, we have also talked about the impact that that 
would have on our citizens. This amendment is just another 
attempt to try to add some safeguards and some understanding 
of what is happening with the expansion of gambling to the 
areas that have the facilities.  
 So in this amendment, I am essentially asking, after the first 
full year of operation, if we were to so choose to expand the 
table games after the first full year of operation, the Gaming 
Control Board would be required to do an analysis, a study, of 
gambling addiction as well as any of the associated other 
problems that may come from this expansion in the areas that 
they are in and giving some latitude, since it seems that we want 
to make sure the Gaming Control has some authority, some 
ability, to give them some authority and some ability to have 
some redress, if there is found to be additional social impacts 
that we did not anticipate, to have some redress, some ability to 
offer some redress to that situation. So that is what this 
amendment tries to do.  
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 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Longietti Reed 
Baker Everett Maher Reese 
Barbin Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley 
Barrar Fairchild Major Roae 
Bear Farry Manderino Rock 
Belfanti Fleck Mann Roebuck 
Benninghoff Frankel Markosek Rohrer 
Beyer Freeman Marshall Ross 
Bishop Gabig Marsico Sabatina 
Boback Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Bradford Gerber Melio Santoni 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Saylor 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Schroder 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Seip 
Burns Godshall Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Goodman Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Watson 
Dermody Killion Phillips Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Quinn  
Ellis Kula Rapp McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Readshaw    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Conklin Harper Miccarelli Smith, M. 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. WHEATLEY offered the following amendment  
No. A04250:  
 

Amend Bill, page 183, line 3, by inserting after "SECTION." 
This report shall include data on race, gender, geography 
and income. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Wheatley.  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, going hand in hand with the 
previous amendment we just passed, it essentially just clarifies 
some language or some areas that should be included in the 
report, basically around race, gender, geography, and income. 
That is essentially what this amendment does.  
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Will the gentleman stand for just one brief 
question?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wheatley, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Schroder, is in 
order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, you might have addressed this, and the noise in 
the chamber is a bit difficult sometimes to hear all the 
comments, so I apologize if you did.  
 The report that you referred to in your amendment here, is 
this the report that we just voted on in your previous 
amendment to make that requirement into this bill, or is this 
some other report that is required to be filed under current law?  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, actually, as I am reading the 
prior amendment, it looks to me that this is repetitive and we 
may not even need to have this amendment in there from the 
way I am reading. This amendment would essentially be talking 
about the same report, to answer your question. And actually, 
Mr. Speaker, if I can, I probably should offer to pull this one 
from the floor. 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman withdrawing the 
amendment?  
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes—  
Does the gentleman, Mr. Pyle, wish to be recognized?  
 Mr. PYLE. Yes, sir. 
 A point of parliamentary inquiry.  
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 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry.  
 Mr. PYLE. Is that even legal to vote on a bill that identifies 
by race and ethnicity?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdrew the amendment.  
 Mr. PYLE. Well, I am asking about the amendment before 
since they were similar, but thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. EACHUS offered the following amendment  
No. A04106:  
 

Amend Bill, page 168, line 29, by inserting a bracket before 
"EACH" 

Amend Bill, page 168, line 29, by inserting after "Each" 
] Except as provided in subsection (b.1), each 

Amend Bill, page 169, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
(b.1)  Daily assessment.–For fiscal years 2009-2010 through 

2012-2013, each active and operating licensed gaming entity shall pay 
a daily assessment to the Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund 
equal to 12% of each licensed gaming entity's gross terminal revenue 
for that day. 

Amend Bill, page 169, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(e)  Report.–Category 1 licensees shall report annually to the 

board and to the respective racing commission as to how the 
introduction and expansion of enhanced gaming and distributions from 
the fund have fulfilled the intent of this part to enhance live racing and 
breeding in this Commonwealth. Additionally, the licensees shall be 
required to document plans to promote live handle and daily attendance 
at the racetrack in the subsequent year. 

Amend Bill, page 170, line 5, by inserting after "THE" where it 
occurs the second time 

] The 
Amend Bill, page 170, line 14, by inserting a bracket before 

"THE" 
Amend Bill, page 170, line 24, by inserting after "HORSEMEN." 

For standardbred tracks, a minimum of one-sixth of the amount of 
those purses shall be used for live races limited to harness horses that 
are stabled in this Commonwealth, are greater than three years of age 
and were sired by standardbred stallion regularly standing in this 
Commonwealth. 

Amend Bill, page 172, line 1, by striking out "TO LICENSED 
RACING ENTITIES" 

Amend Bill, page 172, lines 4 through 30; page 173, lines 1 
through 30; page 174, lines 1 through 20, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

(i)  Each week, 17% of the money in the 
Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund shall be 
transferred to the General Fund. 

(ii)  Each week, 83% of the money in the 
Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund shall be 
distributed to each active and operating Category 1 
licensee conducting live racing in accordance with the 
following formula: 

(A)  Divide: 
(I)  the total daily assessments 

paid, by each active and operating 
Category 1 licensee conducting live 
racing, into the Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund for that week; by 

(II)  the total daily assessments 
paid, by all active and operating 
Category 1 licensees conducting live 

racing, into the Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund for that week. 
(B)  Multiply the quotient under clause 

(A) by the amount to be distributed under this 
subparagraph. 
(iii)  The distribution under subparagraph (ii) 

shall be allocated as follows: 
(A)  The greater of 4% of the amount to 

be distributed under subparagraph (ii) or 
$220,000 shall be used to fund health and 
pension benefits for the members of the 
horsemen's organizations representing the 
owners and trainers at the racetrack at which the 
licensed racing entity operates for the benefit of 
the organization's members, their families, 
employees and others in accordance with the 
rules and eligibility requirements of the 
organization, as approved by the State Horse 
Racing Commission or the State Harness Racing 
Commission. This amount shall be deposited 
within five business days of the end of each week 
into a separate account to be established by each 
respective horsemen's organization at a banking 
institution of its choice. Of this amount, a 
minimum of $250,000 shall be paid annually by 
the horsemen's organization to the thoroughbred 
jockeys or standardbred drivers organization at 
the racetrack at which the licensed racing entity 
operates for health insurance, life insurance or 
other benefits to active and disabled 
thoroughbred jockeys or standardbred drivers in 
accordance with the rules and eligibility 
requirements of that organization. 

(B)  Of the money remaining to be 
distributed under subparagraph (ii) after 
application of clause (A), the following 
disbursements shall be made: 

(I)  Eighty-three and one-third 
percent of the money to be distributed 
under this clause  shall be deposited on a 
weekly basis into a separate, interest-
bearing purse account to be established 
by and for the benefit of the horsemen. 
The earned interest on the account shall 
be credited to the purse account. 
Licensees shall combine these funds with 
revenues from existing purse agreements 
to fund purses for live races consistent 
with those agreements with the advice 
and consent of the horsemen. For 
standardbred tracks, a minimum of one-
sixth of the amount of those purses shall 
be used for live races limited to harness 
horses that are stabled in this 
Commonwealth, are greater than three 
years of age and were sired by 
standardbred stallion regularly standing 
in this Commonwealth. 

(II)  For thoroughbred tracks, 16 
and 2/3% of the money to be distributed 
under this clause shall be deposited on a 
weekly basis into the Pennsylvania 
Breeding Fund established in section 223 
of the act of December 17, 1981 
(P.L.435, No.135), known as the Race 
Horse Industry Reform Act. For 
standardbred tracks, 8 and 1/3% of the 
money to be distributed under this clause 
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shall be deposited on a weekly basis into 
the Pennsylvania Sire Stakes Fund as 
defined in section 224 of the Race Horse 
Industry Reform Act; and 8 and 1/3% of 
the money to be distributed under this 
clause shall be deposited on a weekly 
basis into a restricted account in the State 
Racing Fund to be known as the 
Pennsylvania Standardbred Breeders 
Development Fund. The State Harness 
Racing Commission shall, in 
consultation with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, promulgate regulations 
adopting a standardbred breeders 
program that will include the 
administration of the Pennsylvania 
Stallion Award, the Pennsylvania Bred 
Award and the Pennsylvania Sired and 
Bred Award. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, those in favor of the 
amendment will vote—  On the question, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 The gentleman will yield.  

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Matt Smith, 
on the House floor. His name will be added to the master roll.  

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Schroder, is 
in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I was just going to ask if the 
maker of the amendment could give us a brief description of 
what the amendment does first before I know whether I have 
any questions.  
 Mr. EACHUS. Happy to, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Eachus, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman is in 
order and may proceed.  
 Mr. EACHUS. Mr. Speaker, this is a technical amendment 
that fixes incorrect language in dealing with the horsemen's 
fund transfers that were part of the framework of our work with 
our Senate counterparts in our discussions around the budget. It 
transfers a percentage of the General Fund for 2 fiscal years.  
 In addition, the amendment removes the cap on the amount 
of money of category 1 licensees, that they pay into the fund 
each day, and also locks the percentage at 10 percent beginning 
in fiscal year 2011-2012.  
 Also, category 1 licensees will be required to provide an 
annual report detailing how the expansion of gaming has 
enhanced live racing and breeding in Pennsylvania. This is a 
provision that offers additional protections to our racetracks and 
breeders and makes sure that the expansions in gaming are 
following through with the intent to enhance our horse racing 
industry. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Well, will the— 
 The SPEAKER. Do you have further interrogation, or would 
you like to be recognized on the amendment?  
 Mr. SCHRODER. If the gentleman will submit for just one 
brief question of interrogation.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, are you aware, do the horse 
racing and horse industry organizations, the standard breeders, 
the thoroughbreds, are they supportive of your amendment or 
not opposed to it? Have they taken a position?  
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think that some in the industry have higher concerns than 
others, whether they are on what side of the breeders' fence. But 
in the interest of the budget, this impacts this year's budget 
deficit. I think the industry understands that.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, could we be at ease for one 
moment?  
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease.  
 
 The House will come to order. 
 Has the gentleman, Representative Schroder, concluded his 
interrogation?  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, is it our understanding that 
this amendment will be over temporarily or— 
 Mr. EACHUS. In the interest of ensuring that not only this 
amendment but a number of other sequential amendments will 
work in unison, we have our chief counsels on both sides on this 
issue working together. 
 In that sense of cooperation, Mr. Speaker, we will go over 
the amendment if we can keep the process moving.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and that is 
appreciated. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER. We will go over the amendment 
temporarily.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The SPEAKER. It is the Chair's understanding that the 
gentleman, Representative Eachus, is withdrawing amendment 
A04228?  
 Mr. EACHUS. Yes, Mr. Speaker, that would be correct.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendment  
No. A04229:  
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 45, by inserting after "TERMINALS" 
 and for local option 
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Amend Bill, page 208, line 12, by striking out "A SECTION" 
and inserting 

 sections 
Amend Bill, page 209, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 

§ 1524.  Local option. 
(a)  Referendum.–Prior to the expansion of gaming to table 

games in this Commonwealth, in any municipality in which a licensed 
facility is located, a referendum shall be held on the date of the general 
or primary election immediately preceding any general election to 
determine the will of the electors with respect to the expansion of 
gaming to table games within the limits of the municipality under the 
provisions of this title. Where an election was held at the primary 
election in any year, another election may not be held under the 
provisions of this section sooner than four years after the prior election. 
Whenever electors equal to 25% of the highest vote cast for any office 
in the county at the last preceding general election file a petition with 
the board of elections of the county to place a question on the ballot 
and a copy of the resolution is filed with the board of elections of the 
county, the county board of elections shall cause the following question 
to be placed on the ballot or on the voting machine board in the 
municipality: 

Do you favor the expansion of gaming to table games in the 
municipality of             ? 
(b)  Vote.–No expansion of gaming to table games shall be 

granted unless the majority of the electors voting on the question vote 
"yes," but if a majority of the electors voting on the question vote "no," 
then the board or licensed entity shall not expand gaming to table 
games in that municipality unless at an election at least four years later 
a majority of the voting electors vote "yes" on the question. 

(c)  Voting procedure.–Proceedings under this section shall be in 
accordance with the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), known as 
the Pennsylvania Election Code,. 

(d)  Withdrawal of approval.–The referendum procedure under 
subsection (a) shall be available to withdraw the approval of the 
expansion of gaming to table games that was granted through a prior 
referendum. In accordance with the procedure in subsection (a), the 
county board of elections shall cause the following question to be 
placed on the ballot or on the voting machine board in the municipality: 

Do you favor discontinuing the expansion of gaming to table 
games in the municipality of                ? 

If a majority of the electors voting on the question vote "yes," the 
operation of table games shall cease at the licensed facility within 60 
days of the election. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my amendment provides for a local 
referendum. This will allow the citizens of the local 
municipality where the casino is established to determine 
whether or not they want to approve of expanded gambling, 
such as table games.  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we can use the example that we have in 
Bucks County. We have Philadelphia Park, which has been 
there for a number of years, several years, and they are seeking 
to move forward with table games expansion. The time that they 
have been there, the citizens in that community can take a look 
and see whether or not there have been problems with increased 
traffic, whether crime and other serious social problems have 
increased, whether there has been underage gambling, its impact 
on social services within the community, its impact on the local 
high school. These are things that the citizens can consider, and 
 

they should have a right to go to the polls and say "yes" or "no" 
on expanded gambling of table games in their community.  
 Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, this is a good-government piece 
of legislation, and I would respectfully ask for a "yes" vote. 
Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, 
Representative Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand to oppose amendment 04229.  
 Mr. Speaker, there is a complex and thorough process that 
the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board goes through in 
determining whether slots come into a community, whether 
table games come into a community, which includes a public 
hearing where members of the community obviously are 
allowed to come in and argue for or against the gaming facility 
and what happens there. So a referendum is not necessary. The 
process has worked so far with slot machines, and I believe it 
will continue to work for the issue related to table games.  
 So I would ask my fellow colleagues to oppose amendment 
4229. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Venango County, 
Representative Hutchinson.  
 Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of the Clymer amendment and believe that it 
is important public policy that we allow the citizens who will be 
directly impacted by expanded gaming to have a say in that 
process. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that the required public hearing 
that is included in this language goes far enough to allow the 
many, many citizens to have a direct say in what happens in 
their communities. I think we have to look no further than the 
original gambling bill, which had similar, quote, unquote, 
"hearings." But in the end, the Gaming Control Board can do 
whatever they want, and they, through the—  We have seen the 
many machinations happening with the locations and the 
community opposition to those locations in the city of 
Philadelphia, and this just gives us one more chance for those 
who will be living next to these facilities to have a say in the 
process, a direct say.  
 And this is a democracy, Mr. Speaker, and I believe that 
folks should have a say in momentous changes like we are 
talking about today. There are many negative, negative impacts 
caused by expanded gambling, and this gives a chance for 
people to weigh in whether they want that expansion in their 
communities. Quite frankly, I think we should have a statewide 
referendum, but at the very least, those who have one of these 
facilities in their neighborhoods should be allowed to vote "yes" 
or "no" and have a binding decision.  
 So I support this amendment. I think it is great public policy 
and important public policy to protect the citizens of 
Pennsylvania, and I ask for my colleagues' support on this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Centre County, Representative Conklin, on the 
House floor. His name will be added to the master roll.  
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CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Adams County, Representative Tallman, on the question.  
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Real quick, I think my comments are always fairly quick, but 
it seems to me that we are in opposition – I am talking about 
that side over there – because we do not feel that the people of 
this Commonwealth have the intelligence to make a decision 
that is in their best interest. We would rather make it a part of a 
board that sits in some ivory palace somewhere to make a 
decision in the people's best interest. Or we would rather retain 
that interest here in this room right here and not let the citizens 
of the Commonwealth make a decision in their own best 
interest. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe this amendment is a very proper use 
of our legislative time. Let the people make the choice. Let the 
people run the government. Let us not let bureaucrats and folks 
that stand in ivory palaces make decisions.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. The gentleman waives off. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cumberland 
County, Representative Gabig.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I also rise in support of this amendment. This gives the 
citizens of this great State, this great Commonwealth, the right 
to vote. It gives them the right to vote, and a "no" vote is 
disenfranchising the citizens of this State. It is taking away their 
right to vote. I do not know why anyone would want to deny 
somebody the right to vote on this issue. 
 Now, we have a broad, diverse State here. It is different—  
There are 12 million people across this great Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. And I know up in Erie, the people up there would 
vote one way. I know the people in different parts of the State 
would vote another way. They should have that right to vote. 
We should not say we do not care about what you think or what 
you say; we know better here in Harrisburg; the people just do 
not get it. That is an attitude of arrogance, hubris.  
 We should be humble public servants. Give the people the 
right to vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland County, 
Representative Pallone.  
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Amendment 4229, I find it to be kind of curious where we 
want to take the representative form of government that we 
currently exist under and put it back in the hands of the general 
population, when in fact back in the latter part of the nineties, if 
we can all recall, when the majority party controlled the 
Governor's Mansion, the Senate, as well as the House, put 
before the general public the referendum, if you will, for the 
stadium vote. It failed miserably, but yet the majority party at 
that time overruled that particular issue and voted in favor of 
gaming, or I am sorry, of the stadiums' support. This would be 
nothing more than the same.  
 You know, referendum was supposed to be the solution at 
that time, and then the body came back and claimed a 
representative form of government being the controlling force. 
And while all of that occurred certainly before my tenure in this 
chamber, I think it is somewhat hypocritical to come back today 

and say we want to do a referendum because we think it suits us 
today, and then if we do not like the results of the referendum, 
we will just do what we want anyway.  
 This is a representative form of government. We are elected 
as the representative individual for the specific districts that we 
represent. And I think that we are here to vote the will of the 
people that we represent, and by putting this back on to the 
general public, it certainly takes away that initiative. If that is 
the case, then perhaps those who support this referendum 
initiative should also then support completely abolishing the 
General Assembly and just run the government by a referendum 
body.  
 This is ridiculous. It is absolutely hypocritical to what our 
body stands for and what history has said this body has done. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes, for the second time, the gentleman from Bucks 
County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, those of us who have watched the situation 
down in the city of Philadelphia where the people in the city of 
Philadelphia throughout this process, when the casino 
legislation was being put through the legislative process time 
and time again, asked that they be given the right to vote, a 
referendum, that they felt that they should have the opportunity 
to make a decision. And they organized and they went out on 
election day to get petitions signed, and they worked 
extraordinarily hard. And the legislators from the city of 
Philadelphia, both in city council and here in the House of 
Representatives and in the Senate, also sided with the people, 
trying to get the opportunity for them to decide whether or not 
they would want these two casinos, Foxwoods and SugarHouse, 
at certain locations, and they were turned down time and time 
again.  
 So as has been mentioned, I think this is a good opportunity 
for those citizens, not only in the city of Philadelphia but 
throughout the Commonwealth, that where, in this particular 
case, where table games is going to be approved and possibly 
added to the list of gambling within the casino, that those 
individuals should have this right.  
 We are not talking about expanding a Wal-Mart or a Kmart. 
We are talking about gambling, where there are serious social 
consequences, where people can be damaged irreparably 
beyond recovery, where we are spending tens of thousands of 
dollars in the addiction process to help those who are addicted 
to become whole. 
 So this is a serious issue, and I again would ask for a "yes" 
vote.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–96 
 
Adolph Everett Krieger Rapp 
Baker Fairchild Maher Reed 
Barrar Farry Major Reese 
Bear Fleck Marsico Reichley 
Benninghoff Gabig McGeehan Roae 
Beyer Geist Mensch Rock 



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 2011 
Boback Gillespie Metcalfe Roebuck 
Boyd Gingrich Metzgar Rohrer 
Brooks Godshall Millard Sabatina 
Causer Grell Miller Saylor 
Christiana Grove Moul Scavello 
Civera Harhart Murt Schroder 
Clymer Harris Mustio Smith, S. 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Cox Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Stevenson 
Cutler Hickernell Payne Swanger 
Dally Hutchinson Peifer Tallman 
Day Josephs Perzel Taylor, R. 
Delozier Kauffman Phillips True 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Pickett Turzai 
Donatucci Keller, W. Pyle Vereb 
Ellis Killion Quigley Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Knowles Quinn Watson 
 
 NAYS–100 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Manderino Samuelson 
Belfanti Fabrizio Mann Santarsiero 
Bishop Frankel Markosek Santoni 
Boyle Freeman Marshall Seip 
Bradford Galloway Matzie Shapiro 
Brennan George McI. Smith Siptroth 
Briggs Gerber Melio Smith, K. 
Brown Gergely Micozzie Smith, M. 
Burns Gibbons Milne Solobay 
Buxton Goodman Mirabito Staback 
Caltagirone Grucela Mundy Sturla 
Carroll Haluska Murphy Taylor, J. 
Casorio Hanna Myers Thomas 
Cohen Harhai O'Neill Vitali 
Costa, D. Harkins Oliver Walko 
Costa, P. Hornaman Pallone Wansacz 
Cruz Houghton Parker Waters 
Curry Johnson Pashinski Wheatley 
Daley Kessler Payton White 
DeLuca Kirkland Petrarca Williams 
DePasquale Kortz Petri Youngblood 
Dermody Kotik Preston Yudichak 
DeWeese Kula Readshaw  
DiGirolamo Levdansky Ross McCall, 
Drucker Longietti Sainato    Speaker 
Eachus Mahoney   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendment  
No. A04217:  
 

Amend Bill, page 176, line 26, by striking out "$2,000,000" and 
inserting 

$4,000,000 
 
 

Amend Bill, page 176, line 27, by striking out ".002" and 
inserting 

.004 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this kind of dovetails into what I believe 
Representative Wheatley was attempting to do to increase the 
compulsive gambling money. And, Mr. Speaker, I am bringing 
this up because as we look at the expansion of casino gambling, 
whether it be the slot machines or the possibility of table games, 
we understand that there is going to be more gambling 
addiction. Those on the exclusion list right now – that is, not to 
go into the casinos – is over 900. They are getting between  
1200 and 1300 gambling hotline calls a month indicating that 
many people are trying to find relief from their addiction.  
 Mr. Speaker, an article in the Morning Call several months 
ago had indicated that with the opening of Las Vegas Sands in 
the city of Bethlehem, there would be close to 4,000 people who 
would eventually become addicted to gambling.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, there are numerous articles. We have seen 
much personal testimony of people who have said that addiction 
has destroyed them, and the last thing we want to do is have 
these kinds of dysfunctional families in our society where 
people are taking time off from the workplace, where they are 
not paying their bills, and they are using the money because of 
the addiction.  
 So this increase in the funding for compulsive gambling is 
another step in the right direction to help our fellow man – that 
is what it is really about – and I would ask for an affirmative 
vote.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni, on the question.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand to oppose amendment 4217, and let me explain why, 
very briefly.  
 I do agree with the gentleman. There is a major concern, 
when we look to expand gambling, when we look to create table 
games at our slots facilities, there is a concern that the addiction 
and the compulsive gambling aspect of that, of gaming, will 
increase, and I do agree that we need to increase additional 
dollars. There are a couple of reasons why we do not need to go 
to $4 million and defeat this amendment. 
 Number one, there are significant dollars already in the fund, 
the Compulsive Gambling Fund. There are significant dollars 
through the Department of Health to help with the issues related 
to compulsive gambling, money that is not being utilized 
presently, and the plan is to try to get that educational 
component out that will let people know what is available. And 
number two, in the bill as amended, we do appropriate an 
additional $3 million. 
 So I think that the issue has been addressed. I think that there 
is a concern from many of us of the problems related to 
compulsive gambling. But I think that this amendment is not 
necessary, so I would ask the members to defeat the Clymer 
amendment.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Clymer amendment.  
 While we did increase funding for compulsive gambling via 
the omnibus amendment that was passed in committee, 
increased it up to $2 million, I believe the Clymer amendment, 
increasing it to $4 million, is very important.  
 Mr. Speaker, with the advent and the possible passage of 
table games, we are talking about serious gambling here. We are 
talking about a large expansion of gambling. Not gambling 
quarters and dollars; we are talking about big expenditures. We 
are talking about people who love the thrill, they love the risk, 
they love the rush involved with betting large amounts of 
money.  
 Mr. Speaker, we will see an increase in compulsive gambling 
and addiction with table games. I do not think there is any doubt 
about it, and I think the Clymer amendment will be needed in 
order to deal with that side effect and with that impact of 
passing this. So I strongly urge support for the Clymer 
amendment. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 There currently is $4.4 million in the account, and as I said in 
my previous remarks, the dollar amount is not being properly 
utilized and we will make an effort to educate people as to that 
aspect. But again, that plus the fact that we are going to 
appropriate another $3 million I think is significant and 
underscores the importance of the issue.  
 So again, I would ask the members to vote "no" on the 
Clymer amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Representative 
Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, let us be clear: The money that 
has accumulated, that should have been used months ago to help 
addicted gamblers. The fact that that has not been spent, we 
should be wondering why.  
 I just made the statement that there are 900 people on the 
exclusion list and there are hundreds and hundreds who are 
calling the hotline, and somehow we cannot get this money out 
of the Department of Health to help these individuals. I mean, 
that is a problem that we should be looking at. But it means that 
we need, with all these people who are seeking help, that we 
should continue to provide the funds so that when the treatments 
are available, we have the dollars available for all these 
individuals.  
 So I again ask support of my amendment.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Cumberland County, 
Representative Gabig.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just find it shocking, the argument that is made, that we 
really do not even need this money that is in this fund. There is 
still money sitting around not doing anything. All that is an 
admission of is the fraud, waste, and abuse that is going on 
underneath this administration. The bureaucracy that is in place 
under this administration is not effectively utilizing the money 
 
 

that this legislature has given it, the tools that it has given it to 
address a major social concern in this State. It was created, quite 
frankly, by the State. We are the one that legalizes gaming.  
 And I know that Chairman Clymer referred to some 
statistical data, and we have heard that on our Gaming 
Oversight Committee that is very ably chaired by the majority 
chair. But everyone look in their district. Everyone look in their 
district. I had a good friend, who is now deceased, dead, who 
was a compulsive gambler. His wife is a widow today. His son 
that went to school with my son is an orphan. He was a 
successful attorney in my community. Everyone knew and liked 
him. This compulsive gambling is very serious. It strikes people 
from all walks of life, and we have a responsibility, if we are 
going to be a State that tries to profit from this gaming activity, 
to try to prevent that kind of social and human tragedy.  
 And I do not think that was a very good argument. I do not 
know if staff gave him that argument or what, but that was a 
terrible argument. We should be using these funds effectively. 
And now what we are going to do is expand gambling. The 
proposal here, remember, is to expand gambling into table 
games – a massive expansion of the legalized gambling.  
 So all we are saying is you take a little bit, a tiny of those 
billions and billions of dollars and give a little bit to protecting 
these citizens that are going to die, literally – suicides, losing 
their houses, bankruptcies, broken families. We have a moral 
obligation to address that issue.  
 And if I understood the majority chair's response, he said we 
are increasing it from $2 million to $3 million. Now, that is 
from the original gaming. And, you know, there is inflation 
going on. There is this massive new expansion with the table 
games. This is a very reasonable, very reasonable amendment, 
and I hope that we just do not get into this tit-for-tat partisan 
"no": It is a Republican one, so we are not going to vote it. 
 I really, really would ask the gentleman to look into his heart 
and to say, is a little $1 million out of these billions of dollars 
that we are going to get too much to try to save some 
Pennsylvania lives? Thank you very much.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–152 
 
Adolph Ellis Levdansky Rapp 
Baker Evans, J. Longietti Readshaw 
Barbin Everett Maher Reed 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Reese 
Bear Farry Major Reichley 
Benninghoff Fleck Manderino Roae 
Beyer Frankel Marshall Rock 
Boback Freeman Marsico Rohrer 
Boyd Gabig Matzie Ross 
Boyle Galloway McGeehan Sabatina 
Bradford Geist McI. Smith Samuelson 
Brennan Gerber Mensch Santarsiero 
Briggs Gergely Metcalfe Saylor 
Brooks Gibbons Metzgar Scavello 
Brown Gillespie Micozzie Schroder 
Burns Gingrich Millard Shapiro 
Caltagirone Godshall Miller Siptroth 
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Carroll Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Casorio Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Causer Harhart Moul Sonney 
Christiana Harkins Murt Stern 
Civera Harris Mustio Stevenson 
Clymer Helm Myers Sturla 
Cohen Hennessey O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Conklin Hess O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, D. Hickernell O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hornaman Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Houghton Oliver Thomas 
Cutler Hutchinson Payne True 
Dally Kauffman Peifer Turzai 
Day Keller, M.K. Perzel Vereb 
Delozier Keller, W. Petrarca Vitali 
DeLuca Kessler Petri Vulakovich 
Denlinger Killion Phillips Waters 
DePasquale Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Williams 
Drucker Krieger Quinn Yudichak 
 
 NAYS–44 
 
Belfanti George Melio Seip 
Bishop Goodman Mundy Smith, K. 
Buxton Grucela Murphy Solobay 
Costa, P. Haluska Pallone Staback 
Cruz Hanna Parker Walko 
Curry Harhai Pashinski Wansacz 
Daley Johnson Payton White 
Dermody Josephs Preston Youngblood 
DeWeese Kotik Roebuck  
Eachus Kula Sainato McCall, 
Evans, D. Mann Santoni    Speaker 
Fabrizio Markosek   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to advise the members 
that he is giving permission to James Romeo, WGAL-TV, 
permission to videotape with audio on the House floor. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendment  
No. A04204:  
 

Amend Bill, page 146, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
(7)  The certificate holder has obtained authorization 

pursuant to an act of the General Assembly, following the 
effective date of this section, and has compensated the 
 

Commonwealth for no less than the $5,000,000 for the State 
lands occupied by the licensed facility. 

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

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, could we go over this for just a 
few minutes? There is a situation that has occurred, and I need 
to access some person. So if you would— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman has an additional 
amendment. We could go to the next amendment. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Sure. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendment  
No. A04175: 
 

Amend Bill, page 197, line 11, by inserting after "(13)" 
, (b) 

Amend Bill, page 200, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 
(13.1)  It shall be unlawful for a licensee to serve liquor 

or malt or brewed beverages in the area of a licensed facility in 
which slot machines are operated. 
Amend Bill, page 201, line 12, by striking out all of said line and 

inserting 
(1)  (i)  A person that commits a first offense in violation 
of 18 Pa.C.S. § 4902, 4903 or 4904 in connection with 
providing information or making any statement, whether 
written or oral, to the board, the bureau, the department, 
the Pennsylvania State Police, the Office of Attorney 
General or a district attorney as required by this part 
commits an offense to be graded in accordance with the 
applicable section violated. A person that is convicted of 
a second or subsequent violation of 18 Pa.C.S. § 4902, 
4903 or 4904 in connection with providing information 
or making any statement, whether written or oral, to the 
board, the bureau, the department, the Pennsylvania State 
Police, the Office of Attorney General or a district 
attorney as required by this part commits a felony of the 
second degree. 

(ii)  A person that violates subsection (a)(2) 
through [(12)] (13.1) commits a misdemeanor of the first 
degree. A person that is convicted of a second or 
subsequent violation of subsection (a)(2) through [(12)] 
(13.1) commits a felony of the second degree. 
(2)  (i)  For a first violation of subsection (a)(1) through 
[(12)] (13.1), a person shall be sentenced to pay a fine of: 

(A)  not less than $75,000 nor more than 
$150,000 if the person is an individual; 

(B)  not less than $300,000 nor more 
than $600,000 if the person is a licensed gaming 
entity; or 

(C)  not less than $150,000 nor more 
than $300,000 if the person is a licensed 
manufacturer or supplier. 
(ii)  For a second or subsequent violation of 

subsection (a)(1) through [(12)] (13.1), a person shall be 
sentenced to pay a fine of: 
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(A)  not less than $150,000 nor more 
than $300,000 if the person is an individual; 

(B)  not less than $600,000 nor more 
than $1,200,000 if the person is a licensed 
gaming entity; or 

(C)  not less than $300,000 nor more 
than $600,000 if the person is a licensed 
manufacturer or supplier. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this deals with the issue of prohibiting free 
drinks in the casinos.  
 Mr. Speaker, all of us here in this House recognize the 
seriousness of drinking and driving. In fact, all of us at one time 
or another have said we are going to send a strong message 
because this is unacceptable practice, unacceptable behavior, 
and we have passed legislation to send that message to those 
who drink in excess and then drive.  
 Mr. Speaker, all of us probably can relate to some situation 
in our neighborhoods or maybe within the family where a drunk 
driver has caused serious harm. That is why we have 
organizations that have grown out of this situation like Mothers 
Against Drunk Driving. Then why are we then allowing free 
drinks in the casinos? If we know that this is a serious problem, 
why are we doing that?  
 Mr. Speaker, I know that some of the men and women in 
here are former employers. Would they at noontime say "I'm 
going to give you free drinks because it is going to increase 
your productivity," especially those who work in the machine 
shop where you have to be very accurate in your employment? 
Would you do that? Of course not, because you understand the 
realities of such a situation. And yet we know that the mixture 
of alcohol and gambling is a lethal combination.  
 Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by Dr. Rachel Volberg, who 
is a medical sociologist from Roaring Springs near Altoona, and 
she is a nationally recognized expert on the social impact of 
gambling, she has said that with a population of 12 million here 
in Pennsylvania, you can expect an estimated 400,000 
compulsive gamblers with the percentage changing. Well, 
whether it is going to be 400,000 or less, the question is that this 
is a serious problem, that we should not be allowing the free 
alcohol to flow in the casino because it only leads to more social 
problems.  
 And we also know from a report from MIT (Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology) where they have indicated that when a 
person is gambling, whether it is in the slots or wherever they 
happen to be, because of the high technology of the spinning 
and the music that comes out of these slot machines, they are in 
"…a dissociative state or trance in which players lose a sense of 
time, space and physical embodiment,…" and they are 
consumed totally by the spinning numbers, the symbols, so 
forth and so on. So now you have a person who really is 
stressed, they are not their normal selves, and now we are 
giving them free alcohol.  
 I am telling you, this is not a direction that we should have 
ever gone down, but of course this is something that the casinos 
wanted. This is so they can get more money. Are they thinking 

about the individual? Well, of course not. They could care less 
whether that person spends down to the last dime. Their concern 
is to get that last dollar from that wallet into their slot machines 
or be it table games, whatever the gambling instrument is.  
 So we need to step in as legislators and do the right thing and 
say, well, we are going to protect those consumers who go into 
these casinos and who do not have any sense of awareness at 
times when they begin to continue their gambling hour after 
hour. That is why the casinos are open 24 hours a day, 365 days 
a year. They have no consideration about the gambler, and the 
free drinks only makes this whole scenario worse.  
 And so, Mr. Speaker, I am coming before you with this 
legislation to remove free drinks out of the casino, and I would 
ask the members to support this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative DeLuca.  
 Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I commend the gentleman there. I understand 
what he is trying to do. But let me, just for the sake of talking, 
so the public does not think that you are going to go out there, 
you are going to these casinos, and I am sure a lot of us have 
gone to casinos, and you have got as much chance of getting 
drunk at a casino from free drinks as you have on the floor of 
this House or in your office. These drinks do not flow that free 
to get drunk in these casinos, even though they are free. 
 If that was the case, we ought to worry about people – the 
Mothers Against Drunk Driving and everything? Well, then we 
would have to close our social clubs. We would have to close 
our country clubs. We also would have to prohibit our meetings 
that we have in corporations where the booze flows freely if we 
so want to worry about free booze. We would have to close 
some of the things we go to where we are offered drinks. At 
some of the receptions we would have to say "no free drinks 
there, guys, because we are certainly going to get drunk." You 
are not going to get drunk or you are not going to be out there 
drunk from a casino, I can tell you that.  
 I oppose this amendment. Some of these amendments, 
Mr. Speaker, really, we should really look at them and see what 
we are trying to actually do. This is something that is really 
nothing, that I think is detrimental for a casino.  
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Warren County, Representative Rapp.  
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to ask the maker of the amendment if he would 
stand for interrogation, please?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Clymer, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentlelady, 
Representative Rapp, is in order and may proceed.  
 Ms. RAPP. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman, 
has there been any documentation, Mr. Speaker, of any minors 
being served in these facilities, and have these facilities been 
cited for serving minors in these facilities?  
 Mr. CLYMER. The answer is yes. We have documentation 
from Atlantic City when they were in existence of the thousands 
of underage drinkers that they had to keep out, but some did get 
in. And here in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, there has 
been underage drinking, and we know that because the casinos 
have been cited. Some of them, you will hear later this 
afternoon about an amendment to deal with that very issue, 
 



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 2015 

where the casinos are now trying to back out and trying to find a 
way that the one, two, three strikes against them can be 
repealed. But this is a problem.  
 And also, we know that underage drinking is a problem not 
only across Pennsylvania but across the nation as well, and the 
casinos are an attraction for them. So yes, there are problems 
there.  
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Also, have there been incidents of DUIs after minors or 
adults have left these casinos where the alcohol is freely 
flowing?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I do not have any 
documentation in regard to that. We would have to go to the 
local police departments and take a look and see what their 
records indicate. So truthfully, I cannot give you any specific 
figures, but I would just assume that there would be some 
recorded cases.  
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to commend the sponsor of this amendment for 
bringing this issue to our attention. As a mom of grown 
children, I am very concerned of my grandchildren who are 
growing up and any minor who could be in a situation, and 
even, frankly, in the casino gambling away their family's 
possible grocery money for the week, when we talk here in this 
Assembly, when we look at the budget and we try to make sure 
that the most needy have the money and the funds that they 
need to put food on the table. And I heard a former speaker talk 
about how we all supported this industry. Well, I would like to 
tell the people across Pennsylvania, I have never supported this 
industry. I think it is a detriment to our society.  
 On our dollar bill that people are gambling away, it says  
"IN GOD WE TRUST," Mr. Speaker. As we are arguing these 
amendments and debating these amendments on a Sunday, we 
are now honoring and we are trusting in the almighty dollar to 
bail this State out of the economic situation we are in. I think it 
is a sad day for Pennsylvania when the members of the General 
Assembly are called to Harrisburg to debate gaming on a 
Sunday afternoon. But I do support, I do support the sponsor's 
amendment.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes 
the gentleman from Lawrence County, Representative Sainato.  
 Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I want to hit this from a little bit different angle: business 
decisions; business decisions. 
 Pennsylvania gaming facilities, first, number one, you have 
got to be 21 years of age or older to gamble, so there are not 
minors permitted in the gaming area. Why do we want to put 
Pennsylvania's gaming facilities, which are legal facilities, at a 
competitive disadvantage for other States that do provide their 
patrons with free beverages?  
 As my colleague from Allegheny County said, people do not 
go to a casino to get drunk. Most of them are there for 
recreation, to play a machine, and if you have table games, to 
play table games. They are not as loose as people might think. It 
may take you awhile before someone even comes around to get 
you a drink. But that decision is going to be made by the 
gaming facility whether to offer it or not to their customers, 
because if you do not offer it to their customers, if you do not 
offer it to their customers, they may take their business 
 
 

elsewhere as a right of a consumer. This is a legal industry in 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker. They should be treated like every 
other business. 
 I think it is time that people let the business operate with a 
model that is going to maximize the dollars. Those are tax 
revenues that come to Pennsylvania. As many of you know, we 
still do not have our budget yet, and this is a packet as part of 
this budget proposal, and being part of this budget proposal, we 
need to maximize and give our businesses the competitive 
advantage which we are enjoying right now in Pennsylvania, 
which we are taking business from West Virginia, we are taking 
business from New Jersey.  
 So these are decisions that we need to let business make. 
Any other business, we should not be telling them how to run 
their operation, especially when it deals with customers and 
community service and serving the community. So I think this 
is something really, Mr. Speaker, that is a decision they are 
going to make, whether they want to offer it or not. We should 
not tell them to offer it, but we should not also tell them not to 
offer it. So I would urge my colleagues not to support that. 
 I also would like to make one point. Someone mentioned 
earlier that we are here on a Sunday. Mr. Speaker, when you are 
elected to the legislature, you are expected to be here every day 
of the week, especially right now we do not have a budget. We 
should be here 7 days a week, I would say 24/7 because our 
House rules do not permit it anymore, but your job is to be here 
on a Sunday. That is what we are elected to do. Nothing says 
you have Saturdays and Sundays off.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Northampton County, 
Representative Samuelson.  
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you. 
 I rise to interrogate the gentleman from Bucks County.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Clymer, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation.  
 The gentleman will yield. The gentleman will yield. 
 The House will come to order. We only have  
170 amendments left. The House will come to order.  
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, may proceed.  
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you.  
 The gentleman from Bucks introduced this amendment and 
spoke about the issue of free drinks. I am reading the language 
of the amendment, and it appears to ban all drinks from casinos, 
even ones that are paid for. In lines 4 and 5 it says, "It shall be 
unlawful for a licensee to serve liquor or malt or brewed 
beverages in the area of a licensed facility in which slot 
machines are operated." Does not the way that language is 
worded bar the serving of any alcohol in the casino?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, we are looking at that language 
right now. Just give us a moment.  
 Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is correct, and that was not my 
intention. I do not know how the wording came out the way it 
did, but I guess you might call it a drafting error. My intent was 
not to bar all drinks; it was just for the alcohol specifically, no 
free alcohol. But you are right in the interpretation. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I may?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, has the 
floor.  
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 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you. That answers my question.  
 The way the language is now— 
 The SPEAKER. Would you like to speak on the amendment? 
Or a further parliamentary— 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. If the gentleman has a further 
clarification, the gentleman from Bucks could answer any 
further clarification.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Yes. Well, thank you. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Based on what the gentleman from Lehigh County has 
pointed out to me, what we see in the amendment was not my 
intention. My intention was to deal specifically with alcohol, no 
free alcohol drinks, but it does cover beyond the alcohol.  
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Okay. 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 Mr. CLYMER. So, Mr. Speaker, I am going to withdraw that 
because that was never my intention, and if we are here 
tomorrow, I will have it reworded and have another amendment 
process.  
 But as I withdraw this, Mr. Speaker, I do want to make 
commitment to the fact that we do not need to have free alcohol 
drinks in our casinos, and I want to make the statement that the 
gentleman from Allegheny County kind of made light of the 
fact that— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, will yield. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, has the floor. If you are 
withdrawing the amendment, we will move on to the next 
amendment. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 

CONSIDERATION OF 
AMENDMENT A04204 CONTINUED 

 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Representative Clymer, 
ready to go back to amendment A04204?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe that this amendment deals with— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. Let me get the 
question before the House. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A04204:  
 

Amend Bill, page 146, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
(7)  The certificate holder has obtained authorization 

pursuant to an act of the General Assembly, following the 
effective date of this section, and has compensated the 
Commonwealth for no less than the $5,000,000 for the State 
lands occupied by the licensed facility. 

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

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe this is the legislation on the riparian 
rights? Yes. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that there are two 
casinos in the city of Philadelphia, Foxwoods and SugarHouse, 
and that the riparian rights, which are really owned by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and we should have been the 
ones selling them, the land, but due to court decisions, that 
never came about. And as a result, these lands are under the 
ownership of these two casinos, the riparian rights, and there are 
dollars that are owed for the purchase of these lands. And I am 
saying that until these lands are paid for, these riparian-right 
lands are paid for in the city of Philadelphia, that they do not 
move forward in the construction of these casinos.  
 So I would ask the members to support this position.  
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Representative Michael O'Brien.  
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I could stand today and I could talk ad nauseam about the 
sovereignty of the Commonwealth pertaining to riparian rights. 
I could stand today and talk ad nauseam about the Supreme 
Court doing a wink wink, nod nod, and invoking a 100-year-old 
statute. I could go on, but I will not. 
 Simply put, Mr. Speaker, under the last legislation which 
passed out of this General Assembly dealing with riparian 
rights, a formula was developed with the administration that did 
a square footage for the riparian rights, did a square footage for 
gross building area, that for the two licensed facilities in 
Philadelphia would have generated over $10 million as opposed 
to $282,000. As we sit here with a $3.2 billion deficit, looking 
down the pike next year to a $5 billion deficit, it would be 
fiscally, yes, you just heard a liberal Democrat say "fiscally" 
irresponsible not to vote for the Clymer amendment.  
 I would ask for an affirmative vote.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, 
Representative Santoni, on the question.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Will the gentleman stand for brief interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Clymer, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, 
Representative Santoni, is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The question I have is, Mr. Speaker, do you intend to 
abrogate existing agreements with developers by imposing this 
amendment?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Not at all. We simply want the State to be 
compensated for the use of its property, for these riparian, these 
very valuable riparian right lands.  
 Mr. SANTONI. And there is no attempt to do that going 
forward, correct?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Would the gentleman repeat the question?  
 Mr. SANTONI. You said that it would not abrogate any 
existing agreements today. Would it do anything going 
forward?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I think my amendment is very 
clear. It just says that the certificate holder has to pay the 
Commonwealth for the lands it has secured before it can get a 
certificate. It is a procedure that covers the Commonwealth, and 
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at this time when we are looking for dollars to come into our 
Treasury because of the budget concerns, this makes a lot of 
sense.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Let me just ask it this way then: If the 
developers have a current agreement, does your amendment 
impact that agreement?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Nothing precludes them from working on the 
purchase, on the land that they already have. All we are saying 
is that they can move forward on that, but we want them to pay 
for the dollars that they owe the Commonwealth. In this case, it 
is $5 million.  
 Mr. Speaker, before they can get that table-games certificate, 
they have to pay for the amount of debt outstanding or for the 
price of the land that is outstanding. That is what we are saying. 
They can move forward on the construction of a casino but not 
on the ability to obtain a certificate for the table games.  
 Mr. SANTONI. On the amendment, Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SANTONI. There seem to be some questions as to the 
agreements between the developers and how much money is 
involved, and I just think that because of all those questions, 
that I am going to ask the members on my side of the aisle to 
oppose the amendment requested by the gentleman from Bucks.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–127 
 
Adolph Everett Manderino Rapp 
Baker Fairchild Marshall Reed 
Barbin Farry Marsico Reese 
Barrar Fleck McGeehan Reichley 
Bear Gabig Mensch Roae 
Benninghoff Galloway Metcalfe Rock 
Beyer Geist Metzgar Roebuck 
Boback Gillespie Micozzie Rohrer 
Boyd Gingrich Millard Ross 
Boyle Godshall Miller Sabatina 
Bradford Grell Milne Samuelson 
Brooks Grove Mirabito Saylor 
Brown Grucela Moul Scavello 
Burns Harhart Murt Schroder 
Causer Harris Mustio Smith, S. 
Christiana Helm Myers Sonney 
Civera Hennessey O'Brien, D. Stern 
Clymer Hess O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Cohen Hickernell O'Neill Swanger 
Conklin Hutchinson Oberlander Tallman 
Cox Johnson Oliver Taylor, J. 
Creighton Josephs Parker Thomas 
Cruz Kauffman Payne True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Payton Turzai 
Dally Keller, W. Peifer Vereb 
Day Kessler Perzel Vitali 
Delozier Killion Petri Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kirkland Phillips Waters 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pickett Watson 
Donatucci Krieger Pyle Williams 
Ellis Maher Quigley Youngblood 
Evans, J. Major Quinn  
 
 
 
 

 NAYS–69 
 
Belfanti Evans, D. Levdansky Seip 
Bishop Fabrizio Longietti Shapiro 
Brennan Frankel Mahoney Siptroth 
Briggs Freeman Mann Smith, K. 
Buxton George Markosek Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Gerber Matzie Solobay 
Carroll Gergely McI. Smith Staback 
Casorio Gibbons Melio Sturla 
Costa, D. Goodman Mundy Taylor, R. 
Costa, P. Haluska Murphy Walko 
Curry Hanna Pallone Wansacz 
Daley Harhai Pashinski Wheatley 
DeLuca Harkins Petrarca White 
DePasquale Hornaman Preston Yudichak 
Dermody Houghton Readshaw  
DeWeese Kortz Sainato McCall, 
Drucker Kotik Santarsiero    Speaker 
Eachus Kula Santoni  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendment  
No. A04149:  
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 43, by inserting after "PROVIDING" 
for automated teller machines and  

Amend Bill, page 208, line 4, by striking out "SECTION" where 
it occurs the second time and inserting 

 Sections 1520 and 
Amend Bill, page 208, line 4, by striking out "IS" and inserting 

 are 
Amend Bill, page 208, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 

§ 1520.  Automated teller machines. 
The board shall [promulgate rules and regulations governing the 

placement of] prohibit at licensed facilities automated teller machines 
(ATMs). 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this legislation says that there can be no ATM 
machines (automated teller machines) in casinos. The genesis of 
this amendment is the result of people who have spoken to me 
who have gone down to the casinos and have seen people who 
have been gambling, who are spending way beyond their 
means, and they keep going back to the ATM machines to get 
more money. I am not going to go through the laundry list of all 
the gambling problems that are occurring at the present time. 
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Suffice it to say that I do not see why the casinos would be in 
opposition to this amendment, because after all, they are there to 
help the people. They do not want the people, the gamblers that 
come into their casino, to overspend and it to become a social 
problem. By putting the ATM machine outside of the casino, 
what it does, it allows that person who may be spending an 
exorbitant amount of money, much more than what they 
anticipated, to walk outside and then think about how much 
money they have spent and whether they are going to have 
enough money to pay the household expenses. If it is a senior 
citizen, the senior citizen is going to think, well, you know, I am 
down to my last hundred dollars and I still have the mortgage to 
pay. I have my health-care insurance to pay. It makes people 
think who are just over the line, they have spent beyond their 
means. 
 Like I said, this is an amendment that was spawned by 
people who have told me that those ATM machines are too 
close. They are right in the facility. They are in proximity where 
the people can take the money and then go gambling. I am sure 
there is a cooperative effort by the casinos working with me and 
others to support this legislation. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand in opposition to amendment 4149. What the 
gentleman wants to do is prohibit ATMs in casinos, and I am, 
quite frankly, shocked that he wants a private industry to be 
micromanaged like he does. I think that this should be a 
decision of the casinos, not of this General Assembly. I do not 
think we need to micromanage the casinos to the extent where 
we tell them what to put into the casinos in the form of ATM 
machines. So I would ask my members to vote "no" on the 
amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. What we are trying to do, Mr. Speaker, is 
just to have some good government involved here because we 
recognize that people can overspend, they can put themselves in 
a financial hole, you know, bankruptcies, dysfunctional 
families, crime – all these problems can develop because of 
excessive spending. We are just saying we are looking out for 
you. We are looking out for your best interest by moving the 
ATM machines away where you can keep going out, playing, 
getting more money, playing, and making it a little bit more 
difficult before they decide to pull that next $50 or $100 out of 
the machine. 
 So I would respectfully request an affirmative vote.  
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh County, 
Representative Day. 
 Mr. DAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to support this amendment and urge all my 
colleagues here in the House to support this amendment. When 
you go to Atlantic City and you run out of money because it has 
gone negative in how much you have lost and you take out your 
credit card and you go over and you say, hey, could I charge 
some? I am definitely going to pay this back. They say no. The 
reason is, they do not want you to go into debt to fund gambling 
and the emotional decisions that you make when you are in a 

casino or you are on the floor of the casino. I think this kind of 
logic we should follow in Pennsylvania. I think it makes good 
sense. I think the sponsor of this amendment has come up with a 
good idea. I think we should follow this thinking with ATMs. 
When you have a wife at home working hard, making forty or 
fifty thousand dollars a year in annual income, then a husband 
who goes to the casino could very easily tap two or three 
thousand dollars of all their savings in a matter of 15, 20, 30 
minutes. 
 I think we need to lead, and I think we need to say no to 
credit cards, ATM, and debit cards in the casinos. I would like 
to thank Representative Clymer for making this amendment and 
many of the other amendments he has made to try to make this a 
better piece of legislation. I urge an affirmative vote on this 
amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Greene County, the majority 
whip, Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I disagree with every word that was just 
offered, and I disagree with it because in the days of Ronald 
Reagan, what he just announced would have been called social 
engineering and I am against social engineering. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, let us talk about social 
engineering. I am normally against social engineering also, but 
we conducted a big dose of social engineering when we passed 
Act 71 and unleashed the scourge of these casinos on this 
Commonwealth. So, Mr. Speaker—  So, Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Anything that we should do right now— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 The House will come to order. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. To suggest— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Schroder, may continue. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what else you 
call it other than a grand experiment in social engineering when 
you legalize an otherwise outlawed industry that was prohibited 
for very good reason in Pennsylvania. We have it. We 
understand it is there. It is not going anywhere. I get that. We all 
get that. But, Mr. Speaker, it is incumbent upon us and it is 
indeed necessary for us to make sure that we try to take and pay 
close attention to those public policy initiatives that will prevent 
excesses, that will prevent the type of addictions that the 
gentleman who is offering this amendment is talking about. 
Mr. Speaker, it would be irresponsible of us – not engaging in 
social engineering – but it would, in fact, be irresponsible of us 
to abdicate our responsibilities to the people of Pennsylvania in 
this regard. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, let us have a "yes" vote and a positive vote 
for the Clymer amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Preston. 
 Mr. PRESTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I heard some people talk about – to most of us who are of a 
Christian faith – about the Sabbath. But it is a shame that we are 
going to sit here and be hypocritical amongst ourselves when 
we talk about gaming and the use of alcohol. You can go out 
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and buy a lottery ticket on a Sunday. I do not hear anybody 
introducing an amendment to eliminate the lottery. Some people 
need to practice what they preach. I do not see anybody here 
talking about in their districts, for any of the religious 
institutions, to stop the game of bingo. How long can we point 
fingers at other people and we do not even do it ourselves? 
Shame on you. Shame on you. I cannot accept the fact that there 
are people who have a night at the races, are in church on a 
Sunday, but yet in a sense, we are preaching about you should 
not do this. For the gentleman's name, in most cases, there is a 
cap on how much you can draw on your MAC (money access 
center) machine. 
 I am not saying I am for or against it, but we need to practice 
more of what we preach when we start talking about what goes 
on on Sunday or any other day of the week and we are not doing 
it ourselves because what does the word say? It benefits senior 
citizens, but it is a gamble. It is a wager and we know that the 
odds are against it. Nobody is asking us to stop using cigarette 
machines and these things, but what creates more of a detriment 
in our State for the cost of health than cigarette machines? 
Introduce the amendment then if you are against all those 
things. What about all the other different situations that we deal 
with that create an awful burden on this State? We need to 
really start practicing what we preach. Do not point your fingers 
at someone else when you are not willing to do it yourself. I will 
respect individuals when you start introducing amendments then 
to stop the lottery in the State of Pennsylvania. If it is good 
enough to try to stop this, it should be good enough for 
everything else that falls in the same class, and I wanted to say 
this on a Sunday. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I have order, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The House will 
come to order. The gentleman has a right to be heard. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Mr. Speaker, I take issue with the— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. TURZAI. I take issue with the gentleman from 
Allegheny County's harangue, particularly with respect to the 
maker of this particular amendment. This particular maker of 
the amendment has a thoughtful, philosophical disagreement 
with respect to the issue of expanded gambling and has been 
nothing but honorable about his approach to gambling that he is 
trying to convince members here and members in the 
Commonwealth to adhere to. Many of those amendments have 
been adopted today and have been adopted in the past. Because 
you do not agree with every amendment or thought he has with 
respect to his opposition to expanded gambling does not make 
him a bad person. In fact, he is an exceptionally good person. 
And for you to question his integrity is out of line. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Turzai. 
Representative— 
 Mr. TURZAI. And I want to finish; I want to finish. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 Mr. TURZAI. I want to finish. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. We are not going to have this on the House floor. 
You made your point. You made your point. You made your 
point, Mr. Turzai. Go to the question before the House. 
 Mr. TURZAI. The other point, Mr. Speaker, is this: This 
individual I think has made a rational argument with respect to 

this aspect. He wants to make sure that it does not affect family 
members and societal members. We have had testimony in the 
past before hearings with respect to our committee that when 
you put gambling facilities in inner cities, it does sometimes 
create societal ills. We had one individual come and testify from 
a financial institution that specifically stated, that specifically 
stated that there is oftentimes an increase in lost mortgages 
around particular facilities, and I believe that this member's 
amendment is attempting to address the problems that may 
come from expanded gambling, particularly in inner cities. 
 I respect him for that amendment, and I think everybody 
should give it some serious thought. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northumberland County, Representative Belfanti. 
 Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I yield to Representative Preston? I would still reserve 
time for myself, though? If not, I will speak now. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Preston, 
spoke on the issue one time already. We will come back to 
Representative Preston. 
 Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are many people in this State that we 
would identify as alcoholics, yet we accept credit cards in the 
State store. There are shopaholics, people that overspend week 
in and week out and buy every gadget and leather piece of 
furniture that they see, and yet they have credit card machines 
and ATM machines in those large department stores. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment, while maybe I agree with the 
policy chairman of the Republican Party about the intentions 
and the longstanding disagreement of gambling or expanded 
gambling in this State, it is ridiculous to me that any member 
would put forth an amendment to ban ATM machines in 
casinos. Quite often, Mr. Speaker, people go to enjoy the day at 
a casino but might not want to carry $1,000 or $2,000 or 
whatever they feel their limit for the weekend might be between 
them and their wives, or $500. So they go to the casino with 
$100 or $200 in their pocket and know that they have a credit 
card machine or a debit card machine or an ATM machine in 
case they know what their limit is but did not care to walk into a 
casino with that large amount of money on them. 
 So for that reason alone, Mr. Speaker, this is both micro- and 
macro-managing this burgeoning industry. This industry was 
voted upon by this House in good faith to reduce property taxes, 
and I have heard the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, on several 
occasions talk from his heart about the ills and ill-conceived act 
that was passed. However, Mr. Speaker, the majority of this 
House and the majority of the Senate believe that over time, 
over 3 or 4 years, not like some of the television statements  
I have seen, but over the course of 3 or 4 years when the casinos 
are up and running and they are all open, that there will, in fact, 
be a revenue generated large enough to take care of the set-aside 
and then repay the residents of Pennsylvania, whether they 
gamble or not, with property tax decreases and perhaps some 
other needed social welfare programs. 
 Mr. Speaker, could I have order, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The House will 
come to order. 
 Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you. 
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 So whether or not you agree with the Republican policy 
chairman or the maker of the amendment, I believe that it would 
be hypocritical of us on the floor today to make it exceedingly 
difficult for this new industry to flourish and to live up to the 
terms that they brought to the table, while they felt that we 
would live up to ours. We are affecting their licenses. We are 
affecting their good-faith purchases of the license to operate, 
and we still have two or three casinos that have not even started 
construction or have barely started construction. The good that 
we will receive from the casinos in this State is much like the 
good that we receive from the lottery. Mr. Speaker, my 
predecessor here in the House voted against the Lottery Act.  
I would have voted for it. He voted against it, but, Mr. Speaker, 
there was never a time that I received a newsletter that did not 
highlight the property tax and rent rebate program deadline 
being extended or the new senior action center that was going to 
be opened up or the Meals on Wheels program or the free bus 
fare from one community to another or to a shopping center. All 
of those things that the lottery pays for, he was very quick to 
point to and remind his constituents that they were available, yet 
the individual voted against the very program that made all of 
those other programs possible, and I only mentioned a few of 
them. There are far more programs that are funded by our State 
lottery. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would vote for some increases in the table 
games if casinos opt to have them there, but some of these other 
measures are just a design to put Pennsylvania at a unique and 
competitive disadvantage to the casinos and racinos that have 
recently opened and are operating in all of our neighboring 
States, but one, Atlantic City. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I do not see the need for 150 amendments. 
This House has spoken previously. Table games should have 
been part of that original deal. Table games are needed to help 
us plug the budget deficit hole that we not only have this year 
but is anticipated, if you listen to many, especially on the other 
side of the aisle, next fiscal year as well. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I will close my remarks and just ask that 
we, not only on this amendment but on many others, think about 
the good, not only the bad but the good that casinos bring to the 
State and hopefully to our citizens. Thank you. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Representative 
Schroder, have a parliamentary inquiry? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I did not wish to interrupt the speech of the last 
gentleman, but it did seem to me that the conversation was 
getting very far afield of the actual amendment, and I would just 
ask that attention be paid to that from the Chair. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cumberland 
County, Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will try not to get far from the amendment, and I am sure 
the Speaker will help me do that in case I wander. 
 The SPEAKER. Now that you forewarned me. 
 Mr. GABIG. Forewarned is forearmed, right? 
 Listen, this is not hypocritical or whatever that term was, and 
it is not designed to derail everything. I think when we passed 
71, everyone, even that voted for it and supports it, realizes that 
there were a lot of good amendments that could have made that 
 

an even stronger or less problematic issue. We had a committee 
hearing a couple days ago. The days are starting to run together 
here, but I think I am right about this. I am sort of looking at the 
minority chairman; he can just wave me off if I am wrong.  
I think there is a prohibition to use credit cards for this table 
gaming that is in 711, the underlying bill, to use credit cards for 
that. That was an issue that came up. I think the purpose of that, 
of course, is we get that we do not want people in there getting 
in the heat of the battle, the gaming issue, and then going there 
and taking all this money and putting themselves into debt and 
going bankrupt and all of that. So it is already prohibited, all 
that social engineering going on in the underlying bill. But it 
does allow debit cards. You can go into your checking account. 
Some of us raised an issue about that, whether credit cards 
versus debit cards really makes a lot of sense, but all the maker 
of this amendment is saying is that if you are going to have 
ATM cards, debit cards, they should be a little further away 
from the action, they should not be right there on the floor when 
you are in that heat: Oh, I think I can win the next round; I will 
double up and I will get back in the game; double me from ten 
grand to twenty, and I will be back in it. So just move it out a 
little bit so you can have that little bit of reasonable, reasonable 
sort of regulation. That is all, and if you think it is wrong or 
whatever, I do not care if it is Sunday, Monday, or Tuesday, 
vote against it, but you do not have to call it hypocritical. I do 
not think that is quite right. Just vote your conscience. Vote 
your district. I think it is a good amendment, and I am going to 
support it. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Preston, for the second time. 
 Mr. PRESTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 First, I like to think that I have a fairly decent intellect, and  
I want to deal with the gentleman's cognitive use of the word 
"harangue." I do not think anyone here in this House heard me 
say if I was for or against— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. The issue before the House is the Clymer amendment 
on the use of ATM machines. We are not going to go back and 
forth on these discussions anymore. Stick to the issue,  
Mr. Preston. 
 Mr. PRESTON. On the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. PRESTON. I am not nor am I going to say I am for or 
against the amendment. Ten minutes ago I am still saying the 
same. I am not going to be able to deal with a person's opinion 
because I respect that and they are entitled to that. I am always 
going to live like that, because again, I like to think that I am a 
Christian. I live in the city of Pittsburgh, not in the inner city, 
and most of the licenses, most of the licenses are not in 
municipalities. They are in suburban areas. And the place that is 
in the city of Pittsburgh, no one lives within 1,000 feet of it. 
Right next to it is a children's museum, a children's museum and 
a science museum, where thousands of people go every week. 
 So while I use the word about discriminatory language which 
was used relative to this, this is an area that was a 
manufacturing area. The stadium is also there. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 Mr. PRESTON. I will rest my case. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–71 
 
Baker Fairchild Maher Quigley 
Barrar Fleck Major Rapp 
Bear Gabig Marsico Reed 
Boback Geist McGeehan Reese 
Boyd Gillespie Mensch Rock 
Brooks Gingrich Metcalfe Rohrer 
Causer Grove Metzgar Saylor 
Christiana Harhart Miller Schroder 
Clymer Harris Milne Stern 
Cox Helm Moul Stevenson 
Creighton Hennessey Murt Swanger 
Cutler Hess O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Dally Hickernell Oberlander True 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Turzai 
Delozier Kauffman Petrarca Vereb 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Phillips Vitali 
Ellis Knowles Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Krieger Pyle  
 
 NAYS–125 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Mahoney Sabatina 
Barbin Evans, J. Manderino Sainato 
Belfanti Fabrizio Mann Samuelson 
Benninghoff Farry Markosek Santarsiero 
Beyer Frankel Marshall Santoni 
Bishop Freeman Matzie Scavello 
Boyle Galloway McI. Smith Seip 
Bradford George Melio Shapiro 
Brennan Gerber Micozzie Siptroth 
Briggs Gergely Millard Smith, K. 
Brown Gibbons Mirabito Smith, M. 
Burns Godshall Mundy Smith, S. 
Buxton Goodman Murphy Solobay 
Caltagirone Grell Mustio Sonney 
Carroll Grucela Myers Staback 
Casorio Haluska O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Civera Hanna O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Harhai Oliver Taylor, R. 
Conklin Harkins Pallone Thomas 
Costa, D. Hornaman Parker Walko 
Costa, P. Houghton Pashinski Wansacz 
Cruz Johnson Payne Waters 
Curry Josephs Payton Watson 
Daley Keller, W. Perzel Wheatley 
DeLuca Kessler Petri White 
DePasquale Killion Preston Williams 
Dermody Kirkland Quinn Youngblood 
DeWeese Kortz Readshaw Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Kotik Reichley  
Donatucci Kula Roae McCall, 
Drucker Levdansky Roebuck    Speaker 
Eachus Longietti Ross  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 

CONSIDERATION OF 
AMENDMENT A04106 CONTINUED 

 
 The SPEAKER. Returning to amendment A04106, which the 
clerk will read. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A04106: 
 

Amend Bill, page 168, line 29, by inserting a bracket before 
"EACH" 

Amend Bill, page 168, line 29, by inserting after "Each" 
] Except as provided in subsection (b.1), each 

Amend Bill, page 169, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
(b.1)  Daily assessment.–For fiscal years 2009-2010 through 

2012-2013, each active and operating licensed gaming entity shall pay 
a daily assessment to the Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund 
equal to 12% of each licensed gaming entity's gross terminal revenue 
for that day. 

Amend Bill, page 169, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(e)  Report.–Category 1 licensees shall report annually to the 

board and to the respective racing commission as to how the 
introduction and expansion of enhanced gaming and distributions from 
the fund have fulfilled the intent of this part to enhance live racing and 
breeding in this Commonwealth. Additionally, the licensees shall be 
required to document plans to promote live handle and daily attendance 
at the racetrack in the subsequent year. 

Amend Bill, page 170, line 5, by inserting after "THE" where it 
occurs the second time 

] The 
Amend Bill, page 170, line 14, by inserting a bracket before 

"THE" 
Amend Bill, page 170, line 24, by inserting after "HORSEMEN." 

For standardbred tracks, a minimum of one-sixth of the amount of 
those purses shall be used for live races limited to harness horses that 
are stabled in this Commonwealth, are greater than three years of age 
and were sired by standardbred stallion regularly standing in this 
Commonwealth. 

Amend Bill, page 172, line 1, by striking out "TO LICENSED 
RACING ENTITIES" 

Amend Bill, page 172, lines 4 through 30; page 173, lines 1 
through 30; page 174, lines 1 through 20, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

(i)  Each week, 17% of the money in the 
Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund shall be 
transferred to the General Fund. 

(ii)  Each week, 83% of the money in the 
Pennsylvania Race Horse Development Fund shall be 
distributed to each active and operating Category 1 
licensee conducting live racing in accordance with the 
following formula: 

(A)  Divide: 
(I)  the total daily assessments 

paid, by each active and operating 
Category 1 licensee conducting live 
racing, into the Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund for that week; by 

(II)  the total daily assessments 
paid, by all active and operating 
Category 1 licensees conducting live 
racing, into the Pennsylvania Race Horse 
Development Fund for that week. 
(B)  Multiply the quotient under clause 

(A) by the amount to be distributed under this 
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subparagraph. 
(iii)  The distribution under subparagraph (ii) 

shall be allocated as follows: 
(A)  The greater of 4% of the amount to 

be distributed under subparagraph (ii) or 
$220,000 shall be used to fund health and 
pension benefits for the members of the 
horsemen's organizations representing the 
owners and trainers at the racetrack at which the 
licensed racing entity operates for the benefit of 
the organization's members, their families, 
employees and others in accordance with the 
rules and eligibility requirements of the 
organization, as approved by the State Horse 
Racing Commission or the State Harness Racing 
Commission. This amount shall be deposited 
within five business days of the end of each week 
into a separate account to be established by each 
respective horsemen's organization at a banking 
institution of its choice. Of this amount, a 
minimum of $250,000 shall be paid annually by 
the horsemen's organization to the thoroughbred 
jockeys or standardbred drivers organization at 
the racetrack at which the licensed racing entity 
operates for health insurance, life insurance or 
other benefits to active and disabled 
thoroughbred jockeys or standardbred drivers in 
accordance with the rules and eligibility 
requirements of that organization. 

(B)  Of the money remaining to be 
distributed under subparagraph (ii) after 
application of clause (A), the following 
disbursements shall be made: 

(I)  Eighty-three and one-third 
percent of the money to be distributed 
under this clause  shall be deposited on a 
weekly basis into a separate, interest-
bearing purse account to be established 
by and for the benefit of the horsemen. 
The earned interest on the account shall 
be credited to the purse account. 
Licensees shall combine these funds with 
revenues from existing purse agreements 
to fund purses for live races consistent 
with those agreements with the advice 
and consent of the horsemen. For 
standardbred tracks, a minimum of one-
sixth of the amount of those purses shall 
be used for live races limited to harness 
horses that are stabled in this 
Commonwealth, are greater than three 
years of age and were sired by 
standardbred stallion regularly standing 
in this Commonwealth. 

(II)  For thoroughbred tracks, 16 
and 2/3% of the money to be distributed 
under this clause shall be deposited on a 
weekly basis into the Pennsylvania 
Breeding Fund established in section 223 
of the act of December 17, 1981 
(P.L.435, No.135), known as the Race 
Horse Industry Reform Act. For 
standardbred tracks, 8 and 1/3% of the 
money to be distributed under this clause 
shall be deposited on a weekly basis into 
the Pennsylvania Sire Stakes Fund as 
defined in section 224 of the Race Horse 
Industry Reform Act; and 8 and 1/3% of 

the money to be distributed under this 
clause shall be deposited on a weekly 
basis into a restricted account in the State 
Racing Fund to be known as the 
Pennsylvania Standardbred Breeders 
Development Fund. The State Harness 
Racing Commission shall, in 
consultation with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, promulgate regulations 
adopting a standardbred breeders 
program that will include the 
administration of the Pennsylvania 
Stallion Award, the Pennsylvania Bred 
Award and the Pennsylvania Sired and 
Bred Award. 

 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I want to thank the majority leader for seizing the 
opportunity to consider this amendment in light of some others, 
and I just wanted to confirm my understanding with the 
majority leader. Is it your expectation that immediately 
following our consideration of amendment A4106, we will be 
considering amendment A4259? 
 Mr. EACHUS. You are correct, with a proviso. That proviso 
is that my understanding is that that amendment that you 
mentioned will run, but the gentleman has agreed also to drop 
amendments A4201, A4254, A4255, A4256, A4258. Is that 
correct, sir? 
 Mr. MAHER. A4201 is one that we are still intending to 
consider, Mr. Speaker, but you are correct on the others. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Pardon me; yes, I stand corrected. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you. It is my understanding that you 
intend to join me in support of amendment A4259? 
 Mr. EACHUS. The answer, Mr. Speaker, is yes. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I speak on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MAHER. Again, I want to thank the majority leader, and 
relying on the information that he has just provided to us,  
I would ask our members join me in supporting the amendment 
before us, with the understanding that the immediately 
following amendment will address some of the concerns that 
some of our members have had. 
 I want to again thank the majority leader. And in a further 
illustration of bipartisan harmony that is possible in our 
chamber, I am also going to ask that the Speaker, when 
amendment A4259, which was introduced in my name, if the 
Speaker would be so good as to allow my good friend across the 
aisle from Washington County, Mr. Daley, to offer that 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. That is the 
information the Chair has in his possession. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–188 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley 
Baker Fairchild Major Roae 
Barbin Farry Manderino Rock 
Barrar Fleck Mann Roebuck 
Bear Frankel Markosek Rohrer 
Belfanti Freeman Marshall Ross 
Benninghoff Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Beyer Geist Matzie Sainato 
Bishop George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gergely Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gibbons Mensch Saylor 
Brennan Gillespie Metcalfe Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Metzgar Schroder 
Brown Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Burns Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grell Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Grucela Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Civera Harhart Mustio Staback 
Clymer Harkins Myers Stern 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone Thomas 
Curry Houghton Parker True 
Cutler Hutchinson Pashinski Turzai 
Daley Johnson Payne Vereb 
Dally Josephs Payton Vitali 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Vulakovich 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wansacz 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Waters 
Dermody Killion Phillips Watson 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston White 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle Williams 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Youngblood 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Readshaw  
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed McCall, 
Evans, J. Longietti Reese    Speaker 
Everett Maher   
 
 NAYS–8 
 
Boback Creighton Gabig Rapp 
Brooks Day Murt Stevenson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman, Mr. Maher, 
is withdrawing amendments A04254; A04255; A04256; 
A04258. Has he made a decision on A04201? 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, I do intend to offer that 
amendment, but it is my understanding from the majority leader 
that A4259 was the amendment he next expects us to consider, 
which Mr. Daley will offer. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. DALEY offered the following amendment No. A04259: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 25 through 29; page 2, line 1 
(A04106), by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 

Amend Bill, page 170, line 17, by inserting a bracket before "(I)" 
Amend Bill, page 170, line 17, by inserting a bracket after 

"PERCENT" and inserting immediately thereafter 
(i)  (A)  From licensees that operate at 
thoroughbred tracks, 80% 

Amend Bill, page 170, by inserting between lines 24 and 25 
(B)  From licensees that operate at 

standardbred tracks, 64% shall be deposited 
weekly into a separate, interest-bearing purse 
account to be established by and for the benefit 
of the horsemen. The earned interest on the 
account shall be credited to the purse account. 
Licensees shall combine these funds with 
revenues from existing purse agreements to fund 
purses for live races consistent with those 
agreements with the advice and consent of the 
horsemen. A minimum of one-sixth of the 
amount of those purses shall be used for live 
races limited to harness horses that are regularly 
stabled in this Commonwealth, are greater than 
three years of age and were sired by a 
standardbred stallion regularly standing in this 
Commonwealth. 

(C)  From licensees that operate at 
standardbred tracks, 16% shall be deposited on a 
monthly basis into the Pennsylvania Sire Stakes 
Fund as defined in section 224 of the Race Horse 
Industry Reform Act. 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 7 (A04106), by striking out "Eighty-
three" and inserting 

For licensees that operate at thoroughbred tracks, 
eighty-three 

Amend Bill, page 3, lines 17 through 23 (A04106), by striking 
out "For" in line 17 and all of lines 18 through 23 and inserting 
For licensees that operate at standardbred tracks, 67 1/3% shall be 
deposited weekly into a separate, interest-bearing purse account to be 
established by and for the benefit of the horsemen. The earned interest 
on the account shall be credited to the purse account. Licensees shall 
combine these funds with revenues from existing purse agreements to 
fund purses for live races consistent with those agreements with the 
advice and consent of the horsemen. A minimum of one-sixth of the 
amount of those purses shall be used for live races limited to harness 
horses that are regularly stabled in this Commonwealth, are greater 
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than three years of age and were sired by a standardbred stallion 
regularly standing in this Commonwealth. From licensees that operate 
at standardbred tracks, 16% shall be deposited on a monthly basis into 
the Pennsylvania Sire Stakes Fund as defined in section 224 of the 
Race Horse Industry Reform Act. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Washington County, Representative Daley. 
 Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Representative Maher and I have worked for several weeks 
on this legislation, and we rise collectively together and ask for 
support. What this fundamentally will do, it will reinstate 
historic races for the standardbred breeders, which heretofore 
have diminished because of the 2- and 3-year-old purses. 
Fundamentally what this does is it will expand money from the 
Harness Racing Commission going into those purses, therefore 
expanding the number of races that will occur, the end product 
being that the breeders of Pennsylvania, the 550 standardbred 
breeders, will then have a greater opportunity to be able to sell 
their horses. It is an economic development issue as well as an 
amusement issue for Pennsylvania, and I ask for an affirmative 
vote, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is an opportunity to illustrate what can be done when 
both sides of the aisle are able to work together for the common 
good of Pennsylvania. This amendment is purely about 
agriculture. It is about the equine agriculture in Pennsylvania, 
which is a considerable industry. What we are doing here is 
ensuring that a greater share of funds that emanate from Act 71 
are dedicated to horses that are bred in Pennsylvania and horses 
who live to a ripe old age in Pennsylvania. 
 So again, I thank the gentleman, Mr. Daley. I thank the 
majority leader, and I also want to note: Representative O'Brien, 
Representative Fabrizio, and I would add Representative Gabig, 
Representative Grell, and I could go on and on, but it just goes 
to show—  Representative Moul is there. There are so many 
people who care about agriculture in Pennsylvania, and it is nice 
to do something – Representative Millard – so much we can do 
here for agriculture in Pennsylvania – Representative Kauffman, 
of course. 
 But thank you all so much, and I ask for your support. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Maher Reese 
Baker Everett Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fabrizio Major Roae 
Barrar Fairchild Manderino Rock 
Bear Farry Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Fleck Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Frankel Marshall Ross 
Beyer Freeman Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Gabig Matzie Sainato 

Boback Galloway McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle George Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Mensch Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Metcalfe Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metzgar Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Micozzie Seip 
Brown Gingrich Millard Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Mundy Solobay 
Causer Haluska Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murt Staback 
Civera Harhai Mustio Stern 
Clymer Harhart Myers Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, D. Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oliver Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Pallone Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Parker True 
Curry Houghton Pashinski Turzai 
Cutler Hutchinson Payne Vereb 
Daley Johnson Payton Vitali 
Dally Josephs Peifer Vulakovich 
Day Kauffman Perzel Walko 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wansacz 
DeLuca Keller, W. Petri Waters 
Denlinger Kessler Phillips Watson 
DePasquale Killion Pickett Wheatley 
Dermody Kirkland Preston White 
DeWeese Knowles Pyle Williams 
DiGirolamo Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Donatucci Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Drucker Krieger Rapp  
Eachus Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Ellis Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Evans, D. Longietti   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. WHEATLEY offered the following amendment No. 
A04240: 
 

Amend Bill, page 105, line 22, by striking out "OCTOBER 15" 
and inserting 

December 31 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Wheatley. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise again in an attempt to help our fledgling 
casino in the west, inside of the city of Pittsburgh, deal with 
some obligations that they made a commitment to. Earlier this 
great chamber found in its wisdom to reject stripping the 
language out of this bill that would take this issue off the table, 
but this amendment, what it does, instead of arbitrarily setting 
the date of October 15 as the payment due date, it would move 
the payment to the end of this year, allowing for more time for 
the casino to raise revenue and meet its obligation. 
 So I would ask this body to support this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am okay with this amendment and would urge 
members to vote for it accordingly. This merely changes a 
couple dates. In fact, the original date in the bill itself is not a 
realistic date because this legislation will never be implemented 
in time, or by October 15. So this amendment makes a lot of 
sense and we are supportive of this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–191 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maher Reichley 
Baker Evans, J. Mahoney Roae 
Barbin Everett Major Rock 
Barrar Fabrizio Manderino Roebuck 
Bear Fairchild Mann Rohrer 
Belfanti Farry Markosek Ross 
Benninghoff Fleck Marshall Sabatina 
Beyer Frankel Marsico Sainato 
Bishop Freeman McGeehan Samuelson 
Boback Gabig McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyd Galloway Melio Santoni 
Boyle Geist Mensch Saylor 
Bradford George Metcalfe Scavello 
Brennan Gerber Metzgar Schroder 
Briggs Gibbons Micozzie Seip 
Brooks Gillespie Millard Shapiro 
Brown Gingrich Miller Siptroth 
Burns Godshall Milne Smith, K. 
Buxton Goodman Mirabito Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Grell Moul Smith, S. 
Carroll Grove Mundy Solobay 
Casorio Grucela Murphy Sonney 
Causer Haluska Murt Staback 
Christiana Hanna Mustio Stern 
Civera Harhai Myers Stevenson 
Clymer Harhart O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Cohen Harkins O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Conklin Harris O'Neill Tallman 
Costa, D. Helm Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Hennessey Oliver Taylor, R. 
Cox Hess Pallone Thomas 
Creighton Hickernell Parker True 
Cruz Hornaman Pashinski Turzai 
Curry Houghton Payne Vereb 
Cutler Hutchinson Payton Vitali 
Daley Johnson Peifer Vulakovich 
Dally Josephs Perzel Walko 
Day Kauffman Petrarca Wansacz 

Delozier Keller, M.K. Petri Waters 
DeLuca Keller, W. Phillips Watson 
Denlinger Kessler Pickett Wheatley 
DePasquale Killion Preston White 
Dermody Kirkland Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Knowles Quinn Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Donatucci Kula Readshaw  
Drucker Levdansky Reed McCall, 
Eachus Longietti Reese    Speaker 
Ellis    
 
 NAYS–5 
 
Gergely Kotik Matzie Pyle 
Kortz    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
Gabler Lentz Perry  
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. METCALFE offered the following amendment  
No. A04119: 
 

Amend Bill, page 91, line 25, by striking out "A PARAGRAPH" 
and inserting 

 paragraphs 
Amend Bill, page 92, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 

(18)  Require each slot machine license and table game 
operation certificate holder to have a Pennsylvania State trooper 
on duty at all times during the conduct and operation of slot 
machines and table games.  

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

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 

 The SPEAKER. We will go over that amendment 
temporarily. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Schroder. There are a number 
of amendments, Representative Schroder, that some,  
I understand, may be withdrawn. I have amendments 4132, 
4145, 4069, and 4157. My information is that 4132, 4069, and 
4157 would be withdrawn. 
 For what purpose does the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Representative Thomas, rise? 
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 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I imagine that we are at the end of this on 
second consideration? I just need to correct the record. 
 The SPEAKER. We have about 150 more— 
 Mr. THOMAS. I need to correct the record on— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman wants to correct the record? 
To correct the record? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the record on 
amendment— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, we are not at 
the end of debate on this bill. It is better to correct the record at 
the end of debate on second consideration than in the middle, 
just for the sake of it not getting lost in the Journal. I would 
recommend that if you are correcting the record on this 
legislation, that you wait until we get to the final amendment. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 It is the Chair's understanding that the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Schroder, is withdrawing 
amendments 4132, 4145, 4069. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Schroder, to offer 
amendment A04157, which the clerk will read. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, before we offer the 
amendment, I did not withdraw 4145. 
 The SPEAKER. So you are withdrawing amendments 4132 
and A04069 and will be offering amendment A04145, correct? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Yes, I am withdrawing 4069 and 4132, 
withdrawing those two only. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCHRODER offered the following amendment  
No. A04145: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 45, by striking out "AND" 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 46, by inserting after "SCHOOLS" 

; and further providing for exclusive jurisdiction of 
Supreme Court 

Amend Bill, page 87, line 9, by striking out "AMENDED TO 
READ" and inserting 

 repealed 
Amend Bill, page 87, lines 10 through 25, by striking out all of 

said lines and inserting 
[§ 1204.  Licensed gaming entity application appeals from board. 

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania shall be vested with 
exclusive appellate jurisdiction to consider appeals of any final order, 
determination or decision of the board involving the approval, 
issuance, denial or conditioning of a slot machine license. 
Notwithstanding the provisions of 2 Pa.C.S. Ch. 7 Subch. A (relating to 
judicial review of Commonwealth agency action) and 42 Pa.C.S. § 763 
(relating to direct appeals from government agencies), the Supreme 
Court shall affirm all final orders, determinations or decisions of the 
board involving the approval, issuance, denial or conditioning of a slot 
machine license unless it shall find that the board committed an error of 
law or that the order, determination or decision of the board was 

arbitrary and there was a capricious disregard of the evidence.] 
Amend Bill, page 217, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
Section 19.  Section 1904 of Title 4 is repealed: 

[§ 1904.  Exclusive jurisdiction of Supreme Court. 
The Pennsylvania Supreme Court shall have exclusive 

jurisdiction to hear any challenge to or to render a declaratory 
judgment concerning the constitutionality of this part. The Supreme 
Court is authorized to take such action as it deems appropriate, 
consistent with the Supreme Court retaining jurisdiction over such a 
matter, to find facts or to expedite a final judgment in connection with 
such a challenge or request for declaratory relief.] 

Amend Bill, page 217, line 5, by striking out "19" and inserting 
 20 

Amend Bill, page 217, line 10, by striking out "20" and inserting 
 21 

Amend Bill, page 217, line 18, by striking out "21" and inserting 
 22 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment would remove from law the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to hear these cases 
that are appealed from the Gaming Control Board. Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that we made an egregious error and mistake when we 
short-circuited the standard legal process and cut out the lower 
appellate courts and gave the Supreme Court exclusive authority 
to hear these gambling cases. 
 Mr. Speaker, as a colleague of mine is fond of citing, there 
have been 18 decisions in a row, 18 decisions by the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court that have favored the gaming 
industry. Eighteen to zero is a pretty good record. Mr. Speaker, 
there is no real reason, no compelling reason at all, to have a 
direct pipeline to the Supreme Court for the casino industry. It 
makes no sense. It flies in the face of our jurisprudence in this 
Commonwealth, and it is a practice that we should put an end to 
and we should put an end to it today. 
 Mr. Speaker, giving favored status to casino gaming interest 
litigants, when we do not do that for other industries in this 
Commonwealth, is something that we should not countenance. 
Let us end this practice today, and let us just make them go 
through the regular appellate court procedures. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to oppose amendment 
04145. 
 Mr. Speaker, this issue that we are talking about, the issue of 
table games, is very important, very complex, very 
controversial, but what we need it for, and we need it quickly, is 
to help with our budget process and our budget impasse, the 
historic budget impasse that we are at right now. It is October 
the 4th, 2009. We are way behind. We are in the 95th or 96th 
day past the budget deadline. For this amendment to go in 
would cause further delays, would stop and slow down the 
debate and the implementation of table games. We need the 
money to fill our budget gap. 
 I am asking my colleagues to oppose the Schroder 
amendment and to continue on with further debate, to get the 
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issue of table games moving forward, to get the dollars to help 
our budget crisis that we are in right now. 
 So I would ask for a "no" vote on the Schroder amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Representative 
Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Schroder amendment, 
and let me tell you why. When Act 71 was passed, many of us 
were concerned why is it that it was only the Supreme Court 
that would have the judicial ability to make decisions. I mean, it 
did not make any sense to us at all. Many of us felt that this was 
put in as a politically connected phrase, if you will, part of the 
legislation. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the rulings that took place after the 
legislation was passed to legalize slots, there was a lawsuit and 
the lawsuit was very clear. Those on both sides of the aisle were 
involved in that lawsuit, and it said that it was unconstitutional. 
The bill was unconstitutional because it stripped out the 
legislation totally and put in new legislation, which the 
Constitution says you cannot do. 
 So when it was taken before the Supreme Court – it did not 
go through the Commonwealth Court or Superior Court – it 
went right to the Supreme Court and they said, guess what, that 
our lawsuit did not meet constitutional muster and that the law 
was valid. Now, can you believe that? You could take a high 
school student or even a middle school student and say, read the 
Constitution and tell us whether or not Act 71 should be 
legalized or should be validated. 
 So we need to make this very important change. This is a 
reform measure. Both sides of the aisle, back in 2004, were 
involved in this issue, and I strongly support the Schroder 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is one of those aspects of the original 
gambling bill, the expanded gambling bill, that just never really 
made sense, this notion that in this special arena of gambling 
that you should be able to jump the rest of the legal process, 
unlike every other aspect of State agencies or quasi-agencies or 
municipal government, and get right to the Supreme Court. I do 
not know what makes this particular industry so special that it 
gets to bypass our constitutional and historical prerogatives of 
making legal issues have to work themselves through various 
levels of the courts. Commonwealth Court is designed to 
actually handle issues arising from State agencies, and you do 
not want the Supreme Court to have to get every particular issue 
from every agency. That is why you have a Superior Court and 
a Commonwealth Court in a middle level, and they vet out 
many of those issues, and then the Supreme Court looks at the 
opinion that came from the Commonwealth Court and decides 
whether or not it wants to take that appeal. 
 There is also a process that exists, King's Bench, that does 
allow the Supreme Court to take up any issue without it going 
through, but that is very, very special, and that can be used right 
now for any type of gambling issue. So it is not as if somebody 
could not make the argument that they can go directly to the 
Supreme Court, but it has to be very, very unique and special 
circumstances. Otherwise, the Supreme Court does not grant it. 
 

 It makes sense that the Commonwealth Court gets first look 
at all the gaming commission's decisions with respect to the 
gambling industry, just like every other State agency, including 
the Liquor Control Board, Pennsylvania Higher Education 
Assistance Agency, all the various departments, local 
government decisions. It just makes sense. Like I said, I wish  
I could find who was the author of this particular deviation from 
what our Constitution, our history, and our laws state, and  
I would like to hear their explanation. It just does not ring true 
or ring credible. 
 I think Representative Schroder is dead-on in making the 
gambling industry apply to the same laws that everybody else in 
this State has to, and they should first have to go to the 
Commonwealth Court. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Adams County, Representative 
Tallman. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just real quick, we had a comment from the gentleman on the 
other side of the aisle, just previous to the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, saying that we need to have this because of 
the budget. We do not have a budget because of the people that 
reside in this room; just let that be known. 
 Now, to speak to the amendment, the issue is, and it is the 
same thing where we did not allow the people of this 
Commonwealth to have a voice in casinos in the previous 
amendment that was defeated, but we are doing the same thing 
with this amendment. We are circumventing all kinds of 
procedural safeguards. Why do we have to have it automatically 
go to the Supreme Court when it can go to a lower court? It just 
does not make any logical sense. So therefore, I urge all of the 
people in here to understand logic, understand the folks of this 
Commonwealth, that they would like to have a good, reasoned 
approach to this casino issue. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose this amendment for two simple reasons: one, 
that we need an expedited process so that the Supreme Court 
can make a decision; that is essential. And two, this will delay 
the revenue for table games to come into the Commonwealth for 
more than a year. We need this revenue right now, right now, to 
close this historic budget hole. I am sensitive to the gentleman's 
concerns. I know he is earnest in his attempts, but this damages 
our ability to get the revenue that we need to close this budget 
hole. 
 I rise for those two reasons to oppose this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Schroder 
amendment, and, Mr. Speaker, I offer three reasons why the 
Schroder amendment needs to be defeated. My first reasoning, 
Mr. Speaker, is from a question: Why do all election challenges 
go directly to Commonwealth Court? Why does 
Commonwealth Court have original jurisdiction of all election 
challenges? Mr. Speaker, we all know that historically original 
jurisdiction can be placed in any one of our appellate courts, 
given the nature of the issue. So my first reasoning is, there is 
nothing wrong with the State Supreme Court having original 
jurisdiction on all gaming-related issues since we have other 
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issues where we have provided appellate courts with original 
jurisdiction. Superior Court acts as court of original jurisdiction 
on criminal matters. Commonwealth Court acts as a court of 
original jurisdiction with some issues. 
 Secondly, Mr. Speaker, there is an implied argument that 
exhaustion of an issue can only come through lower courts to 
appellate courts. That is a false argument. The State Supreme 
Court is in a unique position to thoroughly examine an issue, 
provide technical and other support that is necessary to 
completely flush that issue out before a decision is reached. So 
the implication that only through lower courts to appellate 
courts can you exhaust an issue and make an appropriate 
decision is false and sufficient basis for defeating the Schroder 
amendment. 
 Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, why are we court shopping? Why are 
we even debating the issue of one appellate court versus another 
appellate court? We have an electoral and merit selection 
process which allows us to advance the best legal minds in 
Pennsylvania to our appellate courts. So to now have a 
conversation about whether Commonwealth Court is better than 
the State Supreme Court, whether the State Supreme Court is 
better than the State Superior Court, is simply wrong. I have 
faith in the Pennsylvania State Supreme Court. I have faith in 
the balanced legal minds that sit on that court. I have faith in its 
ability to clearly define an issue, provide the exhaustive 
research and support necessary to clarify that issue, and also 
provide the best minds to be able to resolve any and all 
problems associated with that issue. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, for those three reasons, the Schroder 
amendment should be defeated and we should move on.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Northampton County, 
Representative Grucela. 
 Mr. GRUCELA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment, amendment 
4145, but more so I would like to take exception to a statement 
from my good friend from Adams County in that the reason we 
do not have a budget is because of the people in this room. If we 
had a unicameral legislature, we would have a budget. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Vereb. 
 Mr. VEREB. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to interrogate the maker, please, briefly. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Schroder, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Vereb, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. VEREB. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Lawyer is out of my pay grade, and I heard the gentleman 
from Philadelphia talk about judge shopping, and I am quite 
aware of how that occurs in, as has been suggested, criminal 
courts of attorneys judge shopping, but my question and I think 
my concern—  I understand the majority chairman's concern 
with the delay of table games because of this issue, but if you 
appeal or if you take a case to the Supreme Court and they hand 
down a ruling, do you have a right to an appeal and whom does 
that appeal go to? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. The Supreme Court is the final—  In this 
situation, the Supreme Court is the first stop and the final stop, 
so you do not have any rights to appeal after the Supreme Court 
hands down its ruling. 

 Mr. VEREB. I kind of assumed that; I wanted to make sure. 
But I think, Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons why we would 
want to impose this and support the Schroder amendment is 
because how many other acts in front of a court have no appeal 
process to follow it? I think it is only appropriate, no matter 
what court it is, that when you go to court and a decision is 
handed down, everyone is entitled to an appeal. The fact that the 
gaming industry has the track record it has, these issues have the 
potential to be flushed out in the lower courts and then also have 
the right to file an appeal to that court's decision. 
 So I stand and support Mr. Schroder's amendment for the 
purposes of I think that no industry or no one person should be 
shut out for a right of an appeal for the court. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Representative 
Stern. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In 2004, whenever the original gambling legislation was 
passed and this provision was inserted in the original gambling 
legislation, it concerned many of us here in the General 
Assembly. We felt that it was not proper to be putting 
something like that in the original gambling legislation, and it 
makes it no better here this evening inserting it in the table 
game legislation than it did in 2004. To pass something like this 
tonight just for political expediency because we have to do it 
because of budget-related purposes makes no sense whatsoever. 
There is a process to go through. There is no appeal process if 
something happens and you take it directly to the Supreme 
Court. That is part of the problem. Part of the problem is, it 
should go through and our Constitution adds and allows for us 
to have an appeal process. We have a Commonwealth Court for 
a reason. 
 If we do not need the Commonwealth Court, then why does 
not this General Assembly just do away with the 
Commonwealth Court and the Superior Court? We could save 
all kinds of judicial fees if that would be the case. But we do 
have a Constitution, we do have those courts in place, and we 
should use them, Mr. Speaker. 
 I support the Schroder amendment. I mean, if we just want to 
throw the Constitution out the window, then do not vote for this 
tonight for political expediency, to get this budget passed.  
I support the Schroder amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Philadelphia, Representative Manderino. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the gentleman, the maker of the amendment, stand for 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Schroder, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentlelady is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am, quite frankly, a little bit confused.  
I thought I understood what this was doing, and I think I am just 
a little confused because there has been a lot of rhetoric as 
people are explaining their reasonings that is not necessarily the 
substance of the amendment. So I just want to make sure  
I understand the substance of the amendment. 
 The substance of the amendment is taking out the direct 
appeal to the Supreme Court of any final order or decision that 
was made by the Gaming Board. Is that correct? 
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 Mr. SCHRODER. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. It removes 
the exclusive jurisdiction, the Supreme Court's section for that. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. Now, then this could be a 
mistake. It is kind of hard to follow when you are—  I did try 
follow the language, but when you are just deleting things, it is 
hard to figure out what it is referring to in the actual, original 
law. But it appeared to me that it was dealing with where the 
slot licenses would be located. So my question is, A, am  
I correct about that so that this right now becomes a moot point 
except for those places where a final determination of location 
of slot licenses has not been made? And then the follow-up is, if 
I am incorrect, how does this impact the addition of table games 
to already existing sites? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I heard part of your 
question, and I am going to answer the part that I heard and ask 
you to repeat the latter part, if I understand you here. One of the 
sections that is being repealed does deal with approval, 
issuance, denial, or conditioning of a slot machine license. So  
I do believe, Mr. Speaker, that appeals for any of the sites, the 
casinos that are not built yet, would be impacted by this and 
would then go to the Commonwealth Court before the Supreme 
Court. 
 Now, I believe that was the first question you asked, and  
I did not get to the second. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. If I may, because it was not fair. I kind 
of asked a compound question in a way that made it difficult to 
answer. So let me break it down specifically. For every—  The 
way this is drafted, every place that already has its slot license, 
the appeal of determination, it becomes a moot point because 
there are no more appeals of the determination of the location of 
the slot license. That is what I heard you say right now. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Well, moot point, assuming for the sake 
of argument that there could be no other litigation brought from 
that, and that might be the case. Standing here today, I am not 
totally sure, but assuming that any further litigation would be 
precluded, I believe you would be correct. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. For those for whom licenses have 
already been issued but the facility has not yet been built, unless 
the Gaming Board repeals the granting of that licensure because 
they cannot build it or something like that and sends it out anew 
for bid, those also are beyond ripe, so to speak? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, it is not clear to me, your 
question is not quite clear to me. If there was, say, a revocation 
somehow of the existing location that was awarded or granted, 
then conceivably it could be impacted here. Otherwise, I do not 
know that it would. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. Thank you. 
 Finally then, for existing licenses that are now assuming this 
law would pass adding what this proposal is talking about, 
which is table games, that is not an approval, issuance, denial, 
or condition of a slot machine license that would have a 
challenge or declaratory judgment action associated with it, and 
so therefore, there are not decisions that would be going on 
appeal to the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. Is that 
correct or is that incorrect? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. One of the sections, Mr. Speaker, that is 
being taken out here is the exclusive jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court to hear any challenge or render a declaratory judgment 
concerning the constitutionality of this part, and the table games 
is included in the language of this part. So as far as 
constitutionality, that would not go directly to the Supreme 
Court under this. 

 Otherwise, I believe your statement is correct that it would 
still go directly to the Supreme Court. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
I have finished my interrogation and have no remarks. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 On the question, will the House adopt the amendment? On 
that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester 
County, Representative Schroder, for the second time. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, just to respond to a couple of the comments 
that were made. 
 I actually think the gentleman from Philadelphia, I actually 
probably agree with his comments more than he might believe. 
He argued that there are appellate courts that have original 
jurisdiction in a number of cases, and as a matter of fact, 
Mr. Speaker, that is what we are trying to accomplish so that the 
Commonwealth Court, as he correctly stated, would have 
jurisdiction here, not the Supreme Court. So to the arguments 
that the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, made, I am actually in 
agreement with a lot of his outlook and philosophy on that, but 
would just point out that that is precisely what we are trying to 
accomplish, to prevent cases going directly to the Supreme 
Court under original jurisdiction. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of commentary about 
the budget process and the situation that we find ourselves in 
here in the early part of October. Mr. Speaker, I think the 
arguments about this delay in the budget process are just 
misplaced. This is not going to have any impact on how quickly 
we do or do not pass a budget in the coming days. It is going to 
take a while for this income from table games to start coming 
into the Commonwealth anyway. I just do not see the 
connection – and I believe it is a specious argument at best – 
that this would impact our current budget deliberations. 
 So I appreciate the commentary and the questions here and 
would ask for support of the amendment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the majority whip, Representative DeWeese, who 
requests the following leave of absence for: the gentleman, 
Representative CURRY, from Montgomery County for the day. 
Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–93 
 
Adolph Fleck Marshall Rapp 
Baker Gabig Marsico Reed 
Barrar Geist McGeehan Reese 
Bear Gillespie Mensch Roae 
Benninghoff Gingrich Metcalfe Rock 
Boback Godshall Metzgar Rohrer 
Boyd Grell Millard Ross 
Brooks Grove Miller Sabatina 
Causer Harris Milne Saylor 
Christiana Helm Moul Schroder 
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Civera Hennessey Murt Smith, S. 
Clymer Hess Mustio Sonney 
Cox Hickernell O'Brien, M. Stern 
Creighton Hornaman O'Neill Stevenson 
Cutler Hutchinson Oberlander Swanger 
Day Kauffman Payne Tallman 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Peifer Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Killion Petri True 
DiGirolamo Knowles Phillips Turzai 
Ellis Krieger Pickett Vereb 
Evans, J. Maher Pyle Vitali 
Everett Major Quigley Vulakovich 
Fairchild Manderino Quinn Watson 
Farry    
 
 NAYS–101 
 
Barbin Drucker Kula Samuelson 
Belfanti Eachus Levdansky Santarsiero 
Beyer Evans, D. Longietti Santoni 
Bishop Fabrizio Mahoney Scavello 
Boyle Frankel Mann Seip 
Bradford Freeman Markosek Shapiro 
Brennan Galloway Matzie Siptroth 
Briggs George McI. Smith Smith, K. 
Brown Gerber Melio Smith, M. 
Burns Gergely Micozzie Solobay 
Buxton Gibbons Mirabito Staback 
Caltagirone Goodman Mundy Sturla 
Carroll Grucela Murphy Taylor, R. 
Casorio Haluska Myers Thomas 
Cohen Hanna Oliver Walko 
Conklin Harhai Pallone Wansacz 
Costa, D. Harhart Parker Waters 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski Wheatley 
Cruz Houghton Payton White 
Daley Johnson Perzel Williams 
Dally Josephs Petrarca Youngblood 
DeLuca Keller, W. Preston Yudichak 
DePasquale Kessler Readshaw  
Dermody Kirkland Reichley McCall, 
DeWeese Kortz Roebuck    Speaker 
Donatucci Kotik Sainato  
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
O'Brien, D.    
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCHRODER offered the following amendment  
No. A04157: 
 

Amend Bill, page 177, line 24, by striking out ", 1504" 
Amend Bill, page 178, lines 13 through 25, by striking out all of 

said lines 
 
 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment removes the authorization in 
the bill to wager on credit; in other words, to be extended credit 
by the casino in order to gamble, whether it is slots or table 
games—  Excuse me; it is just slots. I stand corrected. 
Mr. Speaker, I think there is an anomaly in this bill. The use of 
debit cards is actually prohibited to be used for slot machine 
playing, yet we are going to allow credit to be extended. So 
what we are actually saying here is you cannot access the 
money you actually have vis-à-vis your debit card, but if you 
want to borrow some money from us and borrow money that 
you do not have to play, well, that is okay. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that is nonsensical and potentially very 
harmful to those that will be using the casinos and I believe that 
this should be taken out. Let us not encourage compulsive 
gambling by allowing people to go into debt, further into debt 
than they otherwise might be, especially when we are not going 
to allow them to access their own money vis-à-vis their debit 
cards. 
 So I ask for support of the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand to oppose amendment 4157. If this amendment was 
put in, Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania would be the only State that 
would not allow credit. It limits play. It puts another roadblock 
up for our casino patrons and hurts us as, again, we try to raise 
the revenue that we need to help with this budget deficit. 
 So I would respectfully ask my colleagues to vote against the 
Schroder amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–92 
 
Adolph Fairchild Major Quinn 
Baker Farry Marsico Rapp 
Barrar Fleck McGeehan Reed 
Bear Gabig Mensch Reese 
Benninghoff Geist Metcalfe Reichley 
Boback Gillespie Metzgar Roae 
Boyd Gingrich Millard Rock 
Brooks Godshall Miller Rohrer 
Causer Grell Milne Ross 
Christiana Grove Moul Sabatina 
Civera Harhart Murt Saylor 
Clymer Harris Mustio Schroder 
Cox Helm O'Brien, D. Smith, S. 
Creighton Hennessey O'Brien, M. Sonney 
Cutler Hess O'Neill Stern 
Dally Hickernell Oberlander Stevenson 
Day Hutchinson Payne Swanger 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Tallman 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petri True 
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DiGirolamo Killion Phillips Turzai 
Ellis Knowles Pickett Vereb 
Evans, J. Krieger Pyle Vulakovich 
Everett Maher Quigley Watson 
 
 NAYS–103 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Longietti Santarsiero 
Belfanti Fabrizio Mahoney Santoni 
Beyer Frankel Manderino Scavello 
Bishop Freeman Mann Seip 
Boyle Galloway Markosek Shapiro 
Bradford George Marshall Siptroth 
Brennan Gerber Matzie Smith, K. 
Briggs Gergely McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Brown Gibbons Melio Solobay 
Burns Goodman Micozzie Staback 
Buxton Grucela Mirabito Sturla 
Caltagirone Haluska Mundy Taylor, J. 
Carroll Hanna Murphy Taylor, R. 
Casorio Harhai Myers Thomas 
Cohen Harkins Oliver Vitali 
Conklin Hornaman Pallone Walko 
Costa, D. Houghton Parker Wansacz 
Costa, P. Johnson Pashinski Waters 
Cruz Josephs Payton Wheatley 
Daley Keller, W. Perzel White 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Williams 
DePasquale Kirkland Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Kortz Readshaw Yudichak 
DeWeese Kotik Roebuck  
Donatucci Kula Sainato McCall, 
Drucker Levdansky Samuelson    Speaker 
Eachus    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCHRODER offered the following amendment  
No. A04233: 
 

Amend Bill, page 190, lines 23 through 30; page 191, lines 1 
through 30; page 192, lines 1 through 5, by striking out all of said lines 
on said pages and inserting 

Section 14.1.  Section 1513 of Title 4 is reenacted and amended 
to read: 
§ 1513.  Political influence. 

(a)  Contribution restriction.–The following persons shall be 
prohibited from contributing any money or in-kind contribution to a 
candidate for nomination or election to any public office in this 
Commonwealth, or to any political party committee or other political 
committee in this Commonwealth or to any group, committee or 
association organized in support of a candidate, political party 
committee or other political committee in this Commonwealth: 

(1)  An applicant for a slot machine license, manufacturer 
license, supplier license, principal license, key employee license 
or horse or harness racing license. 

(2)  A slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, 
licensed supplier or licensed racing entity. 

(3)  A licensed principal or licensed key employee of a 
slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, licensed supplier or 
licensed racing entity. 

(4)  An affiliate, intermediary, subsidiary or holding 
company of a slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, 
licensed supplier or licensed racing entity. 

(5)  A licensed principal or licensed key employee of an 
affiliate, intermediary, subsidiary or holding company of a slot 
machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, licensed supplier or 
licensed racing entity. 

(6)  A person who holds a similar gaming license in 
another jurisdiction and the affiliates, intermediaries, 
subsidiaries, holding companies, principals or key employees 
thereof. 
(a.1)  Contributions to certain associations and organizations 

barred.–The individuals prohibited from making political contributions 
under subsection (a) shall not make a political contribution of money or 
an in-kind contribution to any association or organization, including a 
nonprofit organization, that has been solicited by, or knowing that the 
contribution or a portion thereof will be contributed to, the elected 
official, executive-level public employee or candidate for nomination 
or election to a public office in this Commonwealth. 

(a.2)  Internet website.– 
(1)  The board shall establish an Internet website that 

includes a list of all applicants for and holders of a slot machine 
license, manufacturer license, supplier license or racing entity 
license, and the affiliates, intermediaries, subsidiaries, holding 
companies, principals and key employees thereof, all persons 
holding a similar gaming license in another jurisdiction, and the 
affiliates, intermediaries, subsidiaries, holding companies, 
principals and key employees thereof, and any other entity in 
which the applicant or licensee has any debt or equity security or 
other ownership or profits interest. An applicant or licensee shall 
notify the board within seven days of the discovery of any 
change in or addition to the information. The list shall be 
published semiannually in the Pennsylvania Bulletin. 

(2)  An individual who acts in good faith and in reliance 
on the information on the Internet website shall not be subject to 
any penalties or liability imposed for a violation of this section. 

(3)  The board shall request the information required 
under paragraph (1) from persons licensed in another jurisdiction 
who do not hold a license in this Commonwealth and from 
regulatory agencies in the other jurisdiction. If a licensee in 
another jurisdiction refuses to provide the information required 
under paragraph (1), the person and its officers, directors or 
persons with a controlling interest shall be ineligible to receive 
any license under this part. 
(b)  Annual certification.–The chief executive officer, or other 

appropriate individual, of each applicant for a slot machine license, 
manufacturer license or supplier license, licensed racing entity, licensed 
supplier, licensed manufacturer or licensed gaming entity shall 
annually certify under oath to the board and the Department of State 
that such applicant or licensed racing entity, licensed supplier, licensed 
manufacturer or licensed gaming entity has developed and 
implemented internal safeguards and policies intended to prevent a 
violation of this provision and that such applicant or licensed racing 
entity or licensed gaming entity has conducted a good faith 
investigation that has not revealed any violation of this provision 
during the past year. 

(c)  Penalties.–The first violation of this section by a licensed 
gaming entity or any person that holds a controlling interest in such 
gaming entity, or a subsidiary company thereof, and any officer, 
director or management-level employee of such licensee shall be 
punishable by a fine of not less than an average single day's gross 
terminal revenue of the licensed gaming entity derived from the 
operation of slot machines and gross table game revenue from the 
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operation of table games in this Commonwealth; a second violation of 
this section, within five years of the first violation, shall be punishable 
by at least a one-day suspension of the license held by the licensed 
gaming entity and a fine not less than an average two days' gross 
revenue of the licensed gaming entity; a third violation of this section 
within five years of the second violation shall be punishable by the 
immediate revocation of the license held by the licensed gaming entity. 
The first violation of this section by a manufacturer or supplier licensed 
pursuant to this part or by any person that holds a controlling interest in 
such manufacturer or supplier, or a subsidiary company thereof, and 
any officer, director or management-level employee of such a licensee 
shall be punishable by a fine of not less than one day's average of the 
gross profit from sales made by the manufacturer or supplier in 
Pennsylvania during the preceding 12-month period or portion thereof 
in the event the manufacturer or supplier has not operated in 
Pennsylvania for 12 months; a second violation of this section within 
five years of the first violation shall be punishable by a one-month 
suspension of the license held by the manufacturer or supplier and a 
fine of not less than two times one day's average of the gross profit 
from sales made by the manufacturer or supplier in Pennsylvania 
during the preceding 12-month period or portion thereof in the event 
the manufacturer or supplier has not operated in Pennsylvania for  
12 months. In no event shall the fine imposed under this section be in 
an amount less than $50,000 for each violation. In addition to any fine 
or sanction that may be imposed by the board, any person who makes a 
contribution in violation of this section commits a misdemeanor of the 
third degree. 

(d)  Definitions.–As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Contribution."  Any payment, gift, subscription, assessment, 
contract, payment for services, dues, loan, forbearance, advance or 
deposit of money or any valuable thing made to a candidate or political 
committee for the purpose of influencing any election in this 
Commonwealth or for paying debts incurred by or for a candidate or 
committee before or after any election. The term shall include the 
purchase of tickets for events including dinners, luncheons, rallies and 
other fundraising events; the granting of discounts or rebates not 
available to the general public; or the granting of discounts or rebates 
by television and radio stations and newspapers not extended on an 
equal basis to all candidates for the same office; and any payments 
provided for the benefit of any candidate, including payments for the 
services of a person serving as an agent of a candidate or committee by 
a person other than the candidate or committee or person whose 
expenditures the candidate or committee must report. The term also 
includes any receipt or use of anything of value received by a political 
committee from another political committee and also includes any 
return on investments by a political committee. 

"Political committee."  Any committee, club, association or other 
group of persons which receives contributions or makes expenditures. 

Section 14.2.  Section 1514(b), (f), (g) and (h) of Title 4 are 
amended to read: 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, quite simply, this amendment reenacts the 
prohibition on campaign contributions by those licensed under 
the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
you could be excused if you are thinking to yourself, well, gee,  
I thought the bill already did this; have we not heard that the 
prohibition on campaign contributions has been reinstated? 
Mr. Speaker, when I finally had the chance to sit down and look 
at the bill, and I might add that was after the amendment was 
voted in committee because we were given less than 24 hours to 

review and read a 97-page amendment that went into this bill in 
the Gaming Oversight Committee, when we finally had a 
chance to sit down and look at this, we realized that the attempt 
that was made in this bill was very inadequate. There are two 
things that need to be dealt with, and this amendment in the bill 
only dealt with one of them. 
 Quite simply, the Supreme Court in the DePaul case 
enjoined the operation of this section of the law prohibiting 
contributions for a very simple, I believe, incorrect and wrong, 
yet a very simple reason. They said that the legislative intent 
portion of the bill, the preamble of the bill, only spoke to the 
concerns that the legislature had about large campaign 
contributions, and in the statutory section of the bill, we went 
beyond that and banned all campaign contributions. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I could go on at length about the nonsensical 
nature of the holding and how that flips and turns basic rules of 
statutory construction on its head, but suffice it to say, that is 
what we have to deal with. Now, the amendment only addressed 
the legislative intent portion of the language. It did not reinstate 
the statutory prohibition that was enjoined from enforcement by 
the Supreme Court. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment takes care of both. It clarifies 
the intent of the General Assembly vis-à-vis the preamble and 
the intent section, and it specifically and very clearly reinstates 
the prohibition so that there is no inconsistency between the 
two, which is the only thing the court relied upon in the DePaul 
decision, in striking down the ban. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, for those reasons I ask for your support of 
this amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Earlier the gentleman from Cumberland asked me to look 
into my heart and work in a bipartisan manner, and I am going 
to heed his advice and I am going to ask my members to support 
this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Longietti Reese 
Baker Everett Maher Reichley 
Barbin Fabrizio Mahoney Roae 
Barrar Fairchild Major Rock 
Bear Farry Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Fleck Mann Rohrer 
Benninghoff Frankel Markosek Ross 
Beyer Freeman Marshall Sabatina 
Bishop Gabig Marsico Sainato 
Boback Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Melio Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Millard Siptroth 
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Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petri Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–1 
 
Perzel    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCHRODER offered the following amendment  
No. A04147: 
 

Amend Bill, page 208, line 20, by inserting after "CARD" 
, credit card. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Schroder, is recognized 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment prohibits those using the 
casinos from putting their credit cards into the electronic portion 
of the machine for both slots and table games. So in other 
words, Mr. Speaker, you would not be able to gamble on credit 
by sitting there at the slot machine and inserting your credit card 

and going to town with money that you do not have; neither 
would you be permitted to do it for the table games that are 
contemplated in this bill also. 
 Mr. Speaker, once again I think the lure of easy credit and 
easy money mixed with the excitement and the other factors 
involved in casino gaming is a bad mix. I think it is the 
responsible thing to do to prevent the danger posed by folks 
who will put their credit cards into a machine and perhaps lose 
all sense of how much they have really spent and what they are 
able to responsibly handle during an outing. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We support the 
amendment. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Maher Reese 
Baker Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fairchild Major Roae 
Barrar Farry Manderino Rock 
Bear Fleck Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Frankel Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Freeman Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabig Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback Geist McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd George McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gerber Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gergely Mensch Saylor 
Brennan Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Briggs Gillespie Metzgar Schroder 
Brooks Gingrich Micozzie Seip 
Brown Godshall Millard Shapiro 
Burns Goodman Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grell Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grove Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Grucela Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Civera Harhart Mustio Stern 
Clymer Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hornaman Pallone Thomas 
Cruz Houghton Parker True 
Cutler Hutchinson Pashinski Turzai 
Daley Johnson Payne Vereb 
Dally Josephs Payton Vitali 
Day Kauffman Peifer Vulakovich 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
DeLuca Keller, W. Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Kessler Petri Waters 
DePasquale Killion Phillips Watson 
Dermody Kirkland Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Knowles Preston White 
DiGirolamo Kortz Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kotik Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Krieger Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Kula Rapp  
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Ellis Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Longietti Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCHRODER offered the following amendment  
No. A04199: 
 

Amend Bill, page 122, line 4, by inserting after "1328(A)(1)" 
and (d)  

Amend Bill, page 124, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
(d)  Fee reduction.–The board may in its discretion eliminate the 

need for qualification and/or proportionately reduce, but not eliminate, 
the new license fee otherwise required pursuant to this section in 
connection with a change of control of a licensee, depending upon the 
type of transaction, the relevant ownership interests and changes 
thereto resulting from the transaction and other considerations deemed 
relevant by the board. In no case shall the fee be reduced below 
$10,000,000 for a Category 1 or Category 2 license or $1,000,000 for a 
Category 3 license. 

* * * 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, under the current law, there is really no 
minimum dollar value assigned to the transfer of a casino 
license. In other words, the $50 million casino license that the 
original owner purchased and paid for, that $50 million, could 
be theoretically transferred for as little as $1 under the current 
law. This would pose a minimum floor so that if licenses are, in 
fact, transferred, in no case would the fee be reduced below  
$10 million for a category 1 license or category 2 license or 
below $1 million for a category 3 license. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I think this just protects the Commonwealth 
and makes sure that if these transactions take place, that another 
entity, an outfit, is not coming in and really getting the license 
for a steal and for nominal value. So let us put a floor in. I think 
these are reasonable figures to do that. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We agree with the gentleman and ask for a "yes" vote on his 
amendment. Thank you. 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Thomas, on the question. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I interrogate the chairman? 
 The SPEAKER. Which chairman? 
 Mr. THOMAS. My chairman. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Santoni, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman may 
proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. I just have a point of clarification. Are we 
comfortable with the fact that this amendment is not tantamount 
to a restraint on trade? 
 Mr. SANTONI. Yes, we are comfortable with that. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Maher Reese 
Baker Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fairchild Major Roae 
Barrar Farry Manderino Rock 
Bear Fleck Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Frankel Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Freeman Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabig Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback Geist McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd George McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gerber Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gergely Mensch Saylor 
Brennan Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Briggs Gillespie Metzgar Schroder 
Brooks Gingrich Micozzie Seip 
Brown Godshall Millard Shapiro 
Burns Goodman Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grell Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grove Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Grucela Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Civera Harhart Mustio Stern 
Clymer Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hornaman Pallone Thomas 
Cruz Houghton Parker True 
Cutler Hutchinson Pashinski Turzai 
Daley Johnson Payne Vereb 
Dally Josephs Payton Vitali 
Day Kauffman Peifer Vulakovich 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
DeLuca Keller, W. Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Kessler Petri Waters 
DePasquale Killion Phillips Watson 
Dermody Kirkland Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Knowles Preston White 
DiGirolamo Kortz Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kotik Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Krieger Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Kula Rapp  
Ellis Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Longietti Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
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 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Monroe County, Representative Scavello, rise? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. I needed to correct the record, 
Mr. Speaker. From what I understand, you wait until the end. 
 The SPEAKER. Yes. You are better off waiting to the end of 
the debate on the bill to correct the record. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. KAUFFMAN offered the following amendment  
No. A04178: 
 

Amend Bill, page 70, line 2, by striking out "A SUBSECTION" 
and inserting 

subsections 
Amend Bill, page 75, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
(h.4)  Restrictions on appointment of legislators.–No member of 

the Senate or House of Representatives shall be eligible for 
appointment as a member of the board during the term of office for 
which the person was elected and for a period of 12 months thereafter. 

* * * 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Franklin County, Representative Kauffman. 
 Mr. KAUFFMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My amendment attempts to address something that I am 
assuming may not have been contemplated whenever the 
original legislation passed this House, and that would provide 
for a 1-year waiting period between the time someone serving in 
this legislature, either the House or the Senate, could be 
appointed to the Gaming Board. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand to oppose amendment 4178. It is really unnecessary, 
Mr. Speaker. It restricts many people who choose their 
representative to the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board.  
 

I think it is really a solution looking for a problem. So I would 
ask my members to oppose this amendment and vote "no." 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Kauffman amendment. 
 Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if we can prohibit 
legislators from lobbying the General Assembly for 1 year after 
they leave office, we could very easily prohibit legislators from 
serving on the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board for at least 
a year when they leave office. 
 Mr. Speaker, there is already the perception and many would 
argue the reality of a revolving door within State government 
and State government agencies. This is just one very targeted, 
very direct effort to make sure that this issue is addressed and 
that we do not have the type of issues that have occurred in the 
past when certain appointments have been attempted. 
 I think it is a good commonsense issue and I think will give 
the public greater confidence in the integrity of the operation, 
and I support Representative Kauffman's amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Franklin County, Representative Kauffman. 
 Mr. KAUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, as I have been in this 
legislature, this was actually passed prior to my arrival here in 
the legislature. I was out door-to-door the summer that this 
gaming issue came before the legislature, and I believe as  
I arrived here, it was the year of the infamous pay raise. The 
next year, the next session was the session of reform. 
 Now, you know, at this point most of that reform has kind of 
flown the coop, but at least we need to be cognizant as the 
General Assembly to avoid the appearance of impropriety. The 
appearance that something could happen is important to 
reestablishing the integrity, the respect, the dignity of this body, 
and if you cannot recognize that with an affirmative vote, then, 
frankly, I question if you are listening to the folks at home that 
are telling you about their concerns and their feelings on this 
General Assembly. 
 I urge an affirmative vote for the people of this 
Commonwealth. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–147 
 
Adolph Everett Kotik Quinn 
Baker Fairchild Krieger Rapp 
Barbin Farry Kula Reed 
Barrar Fleck Levdansky Reese 
Bear Gabig Longietti Reichley 
Belfanti Galloway Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Geist Major Rock 
Beyer George Marshall Rohrer 
Boback Gibbons Marsico Ross 
Boyd Gillespie Matzie Sabatina 
Boyle Gingrich McGeehan Sainato 
Bradford Godshall McI. Smith Samuelson 
Briggs Goodman Mensch Santarsiero 
Brooks Grell Metcalfe Saylor 
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Brown Grove Metzgar Scavello 
Burns Haluska Micozzie Schroder 
Caltagirone Hanna Millard Shapiro 
Carroll Harhai Miller Smith, K. 
Causer Harhart Milne Smith, M. 
Christiana Harris Mirabito Smith, S. 
Civera Helm Moul Sonney 
Clymer Hennessey Murphy Stern 
Conklin Hess Murt Stevenson 
Costa, D. Hickernell O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Cox Hornaman O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Creighton Houghton O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cutler Hutchinson Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Dally Johnson Oliver True 
Day Josephs Pallone Turzai 
Delozier Kauffman Payne Vereb 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Peifer Vitali 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Vulakovich 
DiGirolamo Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Donatucci Killion Phillips Watson 
Drucker Kirkland Pickett Wheatley 
Ellis Knowles Pyle White 
Evans, J. Kortz Quigley  
 
 NAYS–47 
 
Bishop Fabrizio Mundy Solobay 
Brennan Frankel Mustio Staback 
Buxton Freeman Myers Sturla 
Casorio Gerber Parker Thomas 
Cohen Gergely Pashinski Walko 
Costa, P. Grucela Payton Waters 
Cruz Harkins Perzel Williams 
Daley Maher Readshaw Youngblood 
DePasquale Manderino Roebuck Yudichak 
Dermody Mann Santoni  
DeWeese Markosek Seip McCall, 
Eachus Melio Siptroth    Speaker 
Evans, D.    
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Preston    
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CUTLER offered the following amendment  
No. A04198: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 44, by inserting after "PROVIDING" 
for referendum on additional licensed facilities and  

Amend Bill, page 208, line 12, by striking out "A SECTION" 
and inserting 

 sections 
Amend Bill, page 209, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 

§ 1524.  Referendum on additional licensed facilities. 
(a)  Procedure.–Prior to the addition of licensed facilities in this 

Commonwealth, an election shall be held on the date of the general or 
primary election immediately preceding any general election to 

determine the will of the electors with respect to the addition of 
licensed facilities within the limits of this Commonwealth under the 
provisions of this part. Where an election shall have been held at the 
primary election in any year, another election may not be held under 
the provisions of this part sooner than four years after the prior 
election. Whenever electors equal to 25% of the highest vote cast for 
any office in any Statewide office at the last preceding general election 
shall file a petition with the Secretary of the Commonwealth to place 
such a question on the ballot, the Department of State shall cause the 
following question to be placed on the ballot or on the voting machine 
board: 

Do you favor the addition of licensed facilities in the 
Commonwealth? 

(b)  Vote.–No addition of licensed facilities shall be granted 
unless the majority of the electors voting on the question vote "yes," 
but if a majority of the electors voting on the question vote "no," there 
shall be no addition of licensed facilities in this Commonwealth, unless 
and until, at an election at least four years later, a majority of the voting 
electors vote "yes" on the question. 

(c)  Voting proceedings.–Proceedings under this section shall be 
in accordance with the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), known 
as the Pennsylvania Election Code. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This one is slightly different than a prior amendment that 
was offered in regards to this would allow for a statewide 
referendum prior to adoption of additional gaming facilities. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Again, I am going to ask you to oppose this amendment 
4198. 
 In an attempt to delay the implementation of table games and 
the implementation of other licenses that are ready to come on 
board and the delay in getting the needed revenues that we are 
looking to fill our budget hole in this historic budget impasse, 
the gentleman is looking to, again, cause unnecessary delays, 
and I would ask my members to vote against this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to simply clarify 
something. I believe this is something that the people should be 
involved in. They should be, absolutely, because I do not 
believe that this slows down the process whatsoever. We have 
heard that we should oppose it based simply on that matter, that 
it slows the process down and that we need the money. I would 
simply ask, when did we sacrifice good policy for money? 
 Mr. Speaker, if gambling is okay for Pennsylvania, then  
I believe the casinos and all of those involved should have to 
prove it to everyone in the Commonwealth, not just those of us 
here in this room. If it is good, they will win. 
 Mr. Speaker, if it does slow down the process, I think it is 
appropriate because a decision that is this important should not 
be rushed. The policy should not be birthed in crisis, 
Mr. Speaker. It should be born out of good decisionmaking and 
debate and good policy, Mr. Speaker, not simply for the need of 
money. 
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 For that reason I would urge the adoption of this amendment 
and allow everyone in Pennsylvania to have a voice. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 One additional point that I wanted to make. Again, this is not 
blocking anybody out from the process. There is a process in 
place that licensees have to go through to get licensed. Public 
hearings are involved, public input is involved, and necessary 
safeguards are in that process. This, again, would cause 
unnecessary delays with regards to our table game 
implementation, and the budget impasse would be hurt, would 
be moved forward, and we are looking for additional revenues. 
 And again, we would ask for a "no" vote on the amendment. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–93 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Rapp 
Baker Farry Major Reed 
Barrar Fleck Marsico Reese 
Bear Gabig Mensch Reichley 
Benninghoff Geist Metcalfe Roae 
Beyer Gillespie Metzgar Rock 
Boback Gingrich Micozzie Rohrer 
Boyd Godshall Millard Ross 
Bradford Grell Miller Saylor 
Brooks Grove Milne Scavello 
Causer Harhart Mirabito Schroder 
Christiana Harris Moul Smith, S. 
Civera Helm Murt Sonney 
Clymer Hennessey O'Brien, D. Stern 
Cox Hess O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Creighton Hickernell Oberlander Swanger 
Cutler Hutchinson Payne Tallman 
Dally Kauffman Peifer True 
Day Keller, M.K. Phillips Turzai 
Delozier Kessler Pickett Vereb 
Denlinger Killion Pyle Vitali 
Ellis Knowles Quigley Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Krieger Quinn Watson 
Everett    
 
 NAYS–102 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Mahoney Sainato 
Belfanti Fabrizio Manderino Samuelson 
Bishop Frankel Mann Santarsiero 
Boyle Freeman Markosek Santoni 
Brennan Galloway Marshall Seip 
Briggs George Matzie Shapiro 
Brown Gerber McGeehan Siptroth 
Burns Gergely McI. Smith Smith, K. 
Buxton Gibbons Melio Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Goodman Mundy Solobay 
Carroll Grucela Murphy Staback 
Casorio Haluska Mustio Sturla 
Cohen Hanna Myers Taylor, J. 
Conklin Harhai O'Neill Taylor, R. 
Costa, D. Harkins Oliver Thomas 
Costa, P. Hornaman Pallone Walko 
Cruz Houghton Parker Wansacz 
Daley Johnson Pashinski Waters 

DeLuca Josephs Payton Wheatley 
DePasquale Keller, W. Perzel White 
Dermody Kirkland Petrarca Williams 
DeWeese Kortz Petri Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Yudichak 
Donatucci Kula Readshaw  
Drucker Levdansky Roebuck McCall, 
Eachus Longietti Sabatina    Speaker 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CUTLER offered the following amendment  
No. A04216: 
 

Amend Bill, page 158, by inserting between lines 16 and 17 
(a.1)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this act or any 

other statute, if a general appropriation act is not enacted by July 1 of 
any year, the tax imposed under subsection (a) shall be deposited into 
the Budget Stabilization Reserve Fund established pursuant to section 
1701-A of the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176), known as The 
Fiscal Code, until the date that a general appropriation act is enacted 
for that year. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Very simply, this amendment would redirect the gaming tax, 
currently set at, I believe, 34 percent, to the Rainy Day Fund in 
the event of a budget impasse after July 1 of any year. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask my colleagues to oppose amendment 4216. This 
is, again, directly related to the budget and would hurt the 
amount of money that would go toward coming to some 
conclusion on our budget impasse that we are currently in. So  
I would ask for a "no" vote. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I would simply say that this is 
important. It is an added impetus for us to get a budget done on 
time. It would move, I believe, the budget process forward. 
 And the other alternative is simply this, Mr. Speaker, that 
according to the fiscal note that I received, it would be about 
$677,000 per day that will be redirected to the Rainy Day Fund. 
I think that that is appropriate given the fact that the Rainy Day 
Fund will be completely exhausted in balancing this year's 
budget. We need to have a mechanism in place, Mr. Speaker, to 
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replenish those funds in the event of another budget shortfall, 
and I think that a budget impasse would be the perfect example 
to use that. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Would the maker of the amendment stand 
for brief interrogation, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Cutler, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Schroder, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you. 
 I just have a question about the intent of your amendment 
and the use of the funds that go into the Rainy Day Fund. Is 
your intent or is there anything in here that would require that 
once the table games money was put into the Rainy Day Fund, 
that they would have to be spent on the budget that was being 
negotiated or when the final product comes through, or is your 
intent merely to replenish the Rainy Day Fund and have that 
money stay in there? 
 Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, if I understand your question 
correctly, in regards to the money usage, it would actually be 
deposited into the Rainy Day Fund so that it could be used in 
the future and to replenish that fund. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. So it is for replenishment, not for 
revenues for the budget, for the late budget under this scenario 
in order to facilitate higher spending or anything like that? 
 Mr. CUTLER. Yes, Mr. Speaker; that is correct. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Okay. 
 Mr. CUTLER. The intent is to save the money, because  
I believe, Mr. Speaker, if we as a legislature, jointly with the 
Governor, cannot get a budget passed in time, then there should 
be some kind of penalties associated with that. 
 And I think this is a good opportunity, one, because it saves 
money going forward, but in addition to that, Mr. Speaker, if we 
all know that there will be revenue shortfalls to the programs 
that we all support, I think it will make us act quicker. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just ask that we support the amendment. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, figuratively speaking, it is raining now. We are 
figuratively in the midst of a tremendous torrent. We have gone 
past our deadline by 3 months, and I certainly hope we will get 
this budget passed quickly and that next year will be a model of 
efficiency. But we have a very, very serious international 
recession, and it is quite possible that next year we will not be 
able to meet the July 1 deadline. All we are doing with this 
amendment is making it much harder for us if we fail to meet 
the July 1 deadline next year. We have enough obstacles as it is. 
 This process of passing a budget is pretty complicated. It is 
especially complicated when we have severe revenue shortfalls, 
and the fact is that in July of 2009 we were behind where we 
were in July 2008, in August 2009 we were behind where we 
were in August 2008, and so forth. And hopefully the recession 
will end soon and hopefully all the efforts of the Bush and 
Obama administrations will be successful to end the recession, 
but they are not successful as of right now, and I think it will be 
risky to assume they will be successful in the future. It is not 

that each of us collectively has decided to drag this on. We are 
buffeted by contrasting opinions as to what we are going to do 
about a very severe fiscal crisis. 
 I would strongly urge we vote "no" on this amendment.  
A "no" vote is a vote for fiscal responsibility. A "no" vote is a 
vote, actually, for quicker passage of the budget. This is just a 
new obstacle course that is being placed before us for the  
2010-2011 budget. We have plenty of obstacles now. We do not 
need any more obstacles in the future. 
 I urge a "no" vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–90 
 
Adolph Everett Major Reed 
Baker Fairchild Marshall Reese 
Barrar Farry Marsico Reichley 
Bear Fleck Mensch Roae 
Benninghoff Gabig Metcalfe Rock 
Beyer Geist Metzgar Rohrer 
Boback Gillespie Millard Ross 
Boyd Gingrich Miller Saylor 
Brooks Grell Milne Scavello 
Causer Grove Moul Schroder 
Christiana Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Civera Harris O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Clymer Helm O'Neill Stern 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Stevenson 
Creighton Hess Payne Swanger 
Cutler Hickernell Peifer Tallman 
Dally Hutchinson Phillips Taylor, J. 
Day Kauffman Pickett True 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Pyle Turzai 
Denlinger Killion Quigley Vereb 
DiGirolamo Knowles Quinn Vulakovich 
Ellis Krieger Rapp Watson 
Evans, J. Maher   
 
 NAYS–105 
 
Barbin Fabrizio Mahoney Sainato 
Belfanti Frankel Manderino Samuelson 
Bishop Freeman Mann Santarsiero 
Boyle Galloway Markosek Santoni 
Bradford George Matzie Seip 
Brennan Gerber McGeehan Shapiro 
Briggs Gergely McI. Smith Siptroth 
Brown Gibbons Melio Smith, K. 
Burns Godshall Micozzie Smith, M. 
Buxton Goodman Mirabito Solobay 
Caltagirone Grucela Mundy Staback 
Carroll Haluska Murphy Sturla 
Casorio Hanna Mustio Taylor, R. 
Cohen Harhai Myers Thomas 
Conklin Harkins O'Brien, M. Vitali 
Costa, D. Hornaman Oliver Walko 
Costa, P. Houghton Pallone Wansacz 
Cruz Johnson Parker Waters 
Daley Josephs Pashinski Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, W. Payton White 
DePasquale Kessler Perzel Williams 
Dermody Kirkland Petrarca Youngblood 
DeWeese Kortz Petri Yudichak 
Donatucci Kotik Preston  
Drucker Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Eachus Levdansky Roebuck    Speaker 
Evans, D. Longietti Sabatina  
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 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Centre County, Representative Benninghoff. It is the Chair's 
understanding you are withdrawing amendment A04226 and 
offering amendment A04117? 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Yes. In the spirit of cooperation, we 
will do one for two. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF offered the following amendment  
No. A04117: 
 

Amend Bill, page 91, line 24, by inserting after "1207(4)," 
 (7), 

Amend Bill, page 92, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
(7)  Enforce prescribed hours for the operation of slot 

machines so that slot machine licensees may operate slot 
machines on any day during the year, except the licensed facility 
shall be closed from the hours of 2 a.m. until 6 a.m., in order to 
meet the needs of patrons or to meet competition. 
Amend Bill, page 92, line 8, by inserting after "YEAR" 

, except the licensed facility shall be closed from the hours 
of 2 a.m. until 6 a.m., 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Centre County, Representative Benninghoff. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is pretty straightforward. This just requires that casinos, 
much like our taverns and bars, are to be closed from 2 a.m. to  
6 a.m. Considering that our taverns and bars have suffered the 
hit of the smoking ban, are not allowed to be giving free drinks 
out, we only think it is fair competition that the gambling 
institutions follow the same pattern. 
 Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask for opposition to the Benninghoff amendment. 
 I do not think it is our duty to dictate to the casino operators 
what time they should be open and closed, and we do not know 
when are the best hours to gamble. Maybe those of you that 

have been to other casinos in other States, sometimes the 
gamblers are there at all hours of the night, and I do not think it 
is in our duty or our object to allow us to dictate the hours of the 
casinos. So I would ask for a "no" vote. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Centre County, Representative Benninghoff. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Very briefly, I think the chairman makes an interesting 
comment there that we do not know when the best time to be 
gambling is, but I think even by our own House rules, we do 
know that doing things after midnight, after a long day being 
very fatigued, generally lends to mischief, and that gambling at 
2 in the morning, after being supplied with free liquor all day 
long or maybe coming off a 12-hour shift and happen to be 
stopping into the casinos, I think the chairman is correct, we do 
not know what goes on at 2 a.m. to 6 a.m. All the more reason 
we have got to follow the same pattern that we require our 
private entities that own taverns and bars and close them up at  
2 a.m. to 6 a.m. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lawrence County, Representative Sainato. 
 Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose this amendment. I think we forgot about one 
issue. With table games, that is labor-intensive. Those are jobs 
that people are working and there is a midnight shift at gaming 
facilities. And many times they may not have as many people 
that work the day shift and the afternoon shift, but those are 
taxpayers; they are earning money, and by shutting down 4 or  
6 hours, those are people that will not be earning money during 
that timeframe and those are less dollars that will be coming 
into the economy of Pennsylvania. 
 As the chairman had said, there are people who like to 
gamble late in the evening because they think sometimes those 
machines may be ready to kick or something and give them that 
opportunity, and when you are shutting them down, that is less 
money that is coming in for property tax reform or property tax 
revenues. 
 So I would urge my colleagues to oppose this because of the 
labor issue and the people that are actually working and the new 
jobs that are being created. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Benninghoff 
amendment. 
 Just two quick points. Number one, the State does regulate 
the hours. We regulate the hours of the taverns and bars. We set 
the time that they can open and close. 
 And secondly, if you speak to any emergency medical 
professionals, they will tell you that there are many accidents 
early in the morning. Some are drug-related, some are alcohol-
related, but again, coming out of the casinos, they may have 
been gambling, influenced by alcohol and drugs, and it just 
makes sense to provide an opportunity for them to get home and 
not drive during those early morning hours. 
 So I ask support for his amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Kortz. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to this amendment. I would like to point 
out to the members of the House that there are many other 
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businesses that work around the clock. Many in the railroad 
community work around the clock. They do not stop the trains 
at 2 in the morning. Coming from the steel industry, I can assure 
you we work around the clock. We do not turn our blast 
furnaces off at 2 in the morning and go home. We cannot do 
that. So there are many other businesses that do work 
throughout the midnight shift, and I would urge opposition to 
this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–65 
 
Baker Fairchild Mensch Reichley 
Barrar Fleck Metcalfe Roae 
Bear Gabig Metzgar Rock 
Benninghoff Gillespie Miller Rohrer 
Boback Gingrich Milne Ross 
Boyd Godshall Moul Saylor 
Brooks Grove Murt Schroder 
Causer Harris O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Clymer Hennessey Oberlander Stern 
Cox Hickernell Peifer Stevenson 
Creighton Hutchinson Phillips Swanger 
Cutler Kauffman Pickett Tallman 
Day Keller, M.K. Pyle True 
Delozier Knowles Quigley Turzai 
Denlinger Krieger Rapp Vereb 
Ellis Major Reese Vitali 
Everett    
 
 NAYS–130 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Longietti Reed 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Belfanti Farry Mahoney Sabatina 
Beyer Frankel Manderino Sainato 
Bishop Freeman Mann Samuelson 
Boyle Galloway Markosek Santarsiero 
Bradford Geist Marshall Santoni 
Brennan George Marsico Scavello 
Briggs Gerber Matzie Seip 
Brown Gergely McGeehan Shapiro 
Burns Gibbons McI. Smith Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Melio Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Micozzie Smith, M. 
Carroll Grucela Millard Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mirabito Solobay 
Christiana Hanna Mundy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murphy Sturla 
Cohen Harhart Mustio Taylor, J. 
Conklin Harkins Myers Taylor, R. 
Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Thomas 
Costa, P. Hess O'Neill Vulakovich 
Cruz Hornaman Oliver Walko 
Daley Houghton Pallone Wansacz 
Dally Johnson Parker Waters 
DeLuca Josephs Pashinski Watson 
DePasquale Keller, W. Payne Wheatley 
Dermody Kessler Payton White 
DeWeese Killion Perzel Williams 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Petrarca Youngblood 
Donatucci Kortz Petri Yudichak 
Drucker Kotik Preston  
Eachus Kula Quinn McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Readshaw    Speaker 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 

 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. REICHLEY offered the following amendment  
No. A04114: 
 

Amend Bill, page 158, line 16, by striking out "INTO THE 
GENERAL FUND." and inserting 
: 

(1)  into the General Fund for fiscal years 2010 through 
2014, and thereafter 

(2)  into the General Fund to be transferred to the Public 
School Employees' Retirement Fund. 

 Amend Bill, page 158, lines 29 and 30; page 159, lines 1  
through 7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lehigh County, Representative Reichley. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Excuse me for an indulgence; if you could 
hold on for just one second. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your indulgence.  
 Mr. Speaker, while we certainly are in the midst of probably 
the most calamitous economic circumstance we have had in the 
Commonwealth for a number of years, we have ahead of us 
something which is going to be just as dire and perhaps even 
more so in the matter of 3 years from now when the potential 
contributions from the employer side into the Public School 
Employees' Retirement System spike by as much as 500 percent 
in 2012. This would have the effect of causing massive property 
tax increases at the local school district level. 
 In an attempt to mitigate or reduce the potential impact on 
our residents from higher property taxes at the school district 
level, this amendment 4114 proposes that money would go into 
the General Fund for fiscal years 2010 through 2014, but after 
that time, the table game revenue would be transferred from the 
General Fund over to the Public School Employees' Retirement 
Fund. This will still allow for the immediate address of the 
financial or fiscal problems we have, even through the period in 
which the Federal stimulus money will be abated in about 
another 18 months, but allow us to make substantial 
contributions toward mandated retirement obligations which we 
are forced to pay and help us to lessen the impact on school 
district property taxes, all to the betterment of all of our 
residents. 
 So I would ask the members for an affirmative vote.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Cohen. 
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 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, close to 100 years ago the man who was the 
Warren Buffett of his day, a financier named Bernard Baruch, 
who happened to be sitting out in park benches, was stopped by 
a reporter, who asked Mr. Baruch what the stock market will do 
in the future, and Baruch thought quickly and gave probably the 
most famous answer of his life. The stock market, he said, 
"…will fluctuate," and sure enough, he was right. The stock 
market did fluctuate in the years to come and has continued to 
fluctuate now. 
 Now, in the last 8 months the stock market has gone up by 
over 50 percent. The stock market is what governs our need to 
contribute money to the pension fund. It is the fact that the stock 
market went down dramatically in 2008 that has created the 
financial crisis. We have no idea what the stock market will do 
over the next several years. Hopefully, it will continue to go up. 
If it goes back up where it was before – it is about 14,000, 
which would be another increase of about 50 percent like we 
have had in the last 8 months – we are not going to have to put 
very much money, possibly no money at all, into the pension 
fund. If it does not go up by over 50 percent, then we have a 
financial problem. If it goes down, we have a bigger financial 
problem. 
 But one thing we know is that we have a financial problem 
balancing the State budget right now and for the foreseeable 
future. And the stock market may do better than the overall 
economy as it has done in the last 8 months. It may do the same 
as the overall economy. It may do worse than the overall 
economy. We do not know. But what we know is we need 
flexibility in order to make intelligent decisions. We are 
predicting that in 3 years our State budget will be in great shape 
and the stock market will be in terrible shape. It is difficult to 
characterize. It is hardly responsible. We have no idea what is 
going to happen. Maybe the stock market will be the same as it 
is now. Maybe it will be far better than it is now. Maybe it will 
be worse than it is now. Maybe our budget problems will be 
solved, maybe they will not. We need flexibility. We need the 
ability to act. We need the ability to act in a timely fashion. 
 This is much too early for us to know for sure what is going 
to happen, and I think the safe bet, the safe action for the fiscal 
solvency of this Commonwealth is to vote "no" on this 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just to follow up on the gentleman from Philadelphia,  
I certainly agree with his comments. I do not think it is prudent 
for us to restrict ourselves in 2009 where the money is going to 
go in 2014. 
 And I also hope, my hope is as we move forward and the 
economy picks up and hopefully the stock market does well, 
that the money generated from table games we can put into the 
Property Tax Relief Fund to help our homeowners' property tax 
back home. 
 So that is what the plan is as we move forward, but to restrict 
ourselves today for something that occurs in 2014 is a problem, 
and I would ask for a "no" vote on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh 
County, Mr. Reichley, for the second time. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

 As far as the comments from the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, I think it is fair to say that nobody has any 
recollection of the stock market increasing 50 percent over the 
last few months. What we have seen as a bottoming out of the 
market is now just barely coming back. 
 The kinds of potential profits that he is projecting or 
suggesting are exactly why we are in a problem with the PSERS 
pension fund. There has been reckless disregard for when 
school districts and State government deliberately reduce their 
contribution rates instead of maintaining a consistent level of 
contribution that produces this wild roller-coaster ride of the 
stock market investments and therefore the return on those 
investments that causes these fluctuations and spikes, which are 
going to be exacerbated starting in 2012. There is no way, no 
legal way to avoid the 500-percent increase in contributions 
which school districts and the State will share starting in 2012, 
and that is coming back to our taxpayers. 
 This amendment does nothing to endanger what is needed 
right now. If you want to utilize table games revenue to address 
budget deficits, it maintains that flow of money for the next  
5 years, but then it addresses what will be the worst economic 
calamity this State will see. With the mandated obligations for 
defined benefits which we must pay, this amendment will allow 
us to chip away at that and will allow for as much as, I think the 
fiscal note I have is, $254.8 million to be contributed on an 
annual basis. That is $254.8 million less than what people will 
have to pay on their property taxes. We already hear from 
people, particularly in Berks County, of how they are going just 
ballistic with the escalation in property taxes. This is a way to 
start making a down payment towards that and reducing the 
burden which is going to be on every taxpayer throughout 
Pennsylvania. This does not affect the amount which would go 
into the property tax relief, because the way the bill is currently 
written, it is only if you have more than $750 million which can 
be moved over to that. 
 This will be of great assistance to taxpayers in every portion 
of the State. This affects every school district, and this is a 
sincere attempt at addressing what is going to be a problem 
affecting every one of us in the coming years. This is the 
tsunami ahead of us. We put out a resolution last week to have a 
bipartisan special session to try to start tackling the issue of 
pension reform. This would be a substantial step towards that to 
show to the people of Pennsylvania we take this issue seriously, 
and I would urge the members to put aside the partisan labels 
we are looking at and look at the best interest of your residents 
and your taxpayers who are going to face property taxes so 
severe very few seniors will be able to stay in their homes if we 
do not start taking action now to chip away at that huge PSERS 
retirement obligation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose this amendment and support the chairman 
from Berks. 
 This moment requires us to focus keenly on this budget 
deficit. While I understand the gentleman's arguments, this 
General Assembly needs maximum flexibility to ensure that we 
can face the days to come, the difficult challenges of our 
national economy, the loss of employment that we have seen, 
the lack of housing starts, and all the things we are dealing with. 
No one can calculate how long that will be. 
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 The interest in trying to construct a model here tonight that 
can help us through these difficult times by using this expansion 
in table games revenue rather than taxes is an essential piece of 
the puzzle. That is why I rise to oppose the amendment, and  
I thank the membership. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Cambria County, Representative 
Barbin. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to the amendment by the honorable 
gentleman, and I have two reasons. Number one, we sit here 
today on the 96th day of a budget dispute and we say there is no 
other way that we can solve our problems other than having a 
gambling bill. Well, that is not true and everyone here knows it. 
There is a billion-dollar loophole in the corporate taxes, there is 
a $5 billion loophole in the sales taxes, and because we have 
said no new taxes tonight, on Sunday, we have a gambling bill. 
 The second reason to oppose this particular amendment is a 
little bit of history. In 1936 this legislature passed the 
Johnstown flood tax. It was a flood tax. It was for 10 percent on 
liquor in Pennsylvania. Before the General Assembly ever 
allowed Johnstown to receive one penny of the Johnstown flood 
tax money, the legislature, in their wisdom, decided to put the 
money into the General Fund. Now, tonight we are not asked to 
put it in the fund for 1 year later. We are not asked to put it in 
the fund for 2 years later. We are talking about 2014. 
 Now, if we were to agree to this amendment, number one, 
there would be no way to assure that the money went for 
property tax reform, because that is not where money in the 
General Fund goes. Money in the General Fund goes to 
whatever is necessary at the moment. 
 So with all due respect to the fact that the General Fund may 
be an appropriate place to put money 5 years in the future,  
I would say tonight we need to vote down this bill and we need 
to get on with the people's business. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Armstrong County, 
Representative Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the amendment A4114 as 
offered by the gentleman from Lehigh. 
 Mr. Speaker, a few days ago we had a revenue plan, a tax 
code, to be voted on, and one of the logic pieces used is kind of 
contrary to what we are doing now. We have to vote this budget 
or else our school districts are going to raise property taxes. 
 Now, Mr. Reichley's amendment here addresses the very 
same thing. If we use the money from table games in the 
casinos, as was originally promised to our homeowners, we will 
cut into that PSERS pension mess that is going to explode like 
an atom bomb in 2 years. 
 Using the table games money restores the original promise 
made to the people of the Commonwealth a few years ago when 
the gambling and slots vote was put up. We have a chance to 
make it right. We have a chance to validate the Governor's 
promise to deliver real property tax reform, and it would be a 
rare day that you heard a Republican put that forth. 
 Mr. Speaker, the pension mess that is pending is very real, it 
is very substantial, and we have a chance to be proactive and get 
out in front of it. I would offer to these august members of this 
 
 

body, if you are serious about advancing and cutting into 
somebody's property tax, vote for the Reichley amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Cumberland County, 
Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Mr. Speaker, will Chairman Santoni stand for 
brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Santoni, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Gabig, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just heard a speaker over there say that the 
money from the table games—  We cannot vote for this 
amendment – and I know there are some other amendments that 
put all the money in the property tax coming up – but we cannot 
vote for this amendment that addresses the pension fund and 
indirectly addresses property tax because we do not want the 
money going in the General Fund from table games. Could you 
clarify for the House and maybe for that member, where is the 
money going under the bill with or without the amendment – 
without the amendment, without the amendment. I am sorry. 
 Mr. SANTONI. The General Fund. The table games revenue 
will go into the General Fund. 
 Mr. GABIG. All the money from the table games is going 
where? 
 Mr. SANTONI. The General Fund. 
 Mr. GABIG. None of it goes anywhere else? 
 Mr. SANTONI. Correct. 
 Mr. GABIG. It goes into the General Fund. It does not go 
into property tax. Is that right? 
 Mr. SANTONI. Under the legislation proposed, yes. 
 Mr. GABIG. All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Briefly. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. Well, I just wanted to clarify it for the House, 
to be honest with you, and I appreciate the chairman clarifying 
that. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–92 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Rapp 
Baker Farry Major Reed 
Barrar Fleck Marshall Reese 
Bear Gabig Marsico Reichley 
Benninghoff Geist Mensch Roae 
Beyer Gillespie Metcalfe Rock 
Boyd Gingrich Metzgar Rohrer 
Brooks Godshall Millard Ross 
Causer Grell Miller Saylor 
Christiana Grove Milne Scavello 
Civera Harhart Moul Schroder 
Clymer Harris Murt Smith, S. 
Cox Helm Mustio Sonney 
Creighton Hennessey O'Neill Stern 
Cutler Hess Oberlander Stevenson 
Dally Hickernell Payne Swanger 
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Day Hutchinson Peifer Tallman 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Phillips True 
DiGirolamo Kessler Pickett Turzai 
Ellis Killion Pyle Vereb 
Evans, J. Knowles Quigley Vulakovich 
Everett Krieger Quinn Watson 
 
 NAYS–103 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Mahoney Sainato 
Belfanti Fabrizio Manderino Samuelson 
Bishop Frankel Mann Santarsiero 
Boback Freeman Markosek Santoni 
Boyle Galloway Matzie Seip 
Bradford George McGeehan Shapiro 
Brennan Gerber McI. Smith Siptroth 
Briggs Gergely Melio Smith, K. 
Brown Gibbons Micozzie Smith, M. 
Burns Goodman Mirabito Solobay 
Buxton Grucela Mundy Staback 
Caltagirone Haluska Murphy Sturla 
Carroll Hanna Myers Taylor, R. 
Casorio Harhai O'Brien, D. Thomas 
Cohen Harkins O'Brien, M. Vitali 
Conklin Hornaman Oliver Walko 
Costa, D. Houghton Pallone Wansacz 
Costa, P. Johnson Parker Waters 
Cruz Josephs Pashinski Wheatley 
Daley Keller, W. Payton White 
DeLuca Kirkland Petrarca Williams 
DePasquale Kortz Petri Youngblood 
Dermody Kotik Preston Yudichak 
DeWeese Kula Readshaw  
Donatucci Levdansky Roebuck McCall, 
Drucker Longietti Sabatina    Speaker 
Eachus    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. TALLMAN offered the following amendment  
No. A04113: 
 

Amend Bill, page 91, line 24, by inserting after "1207(4)," 
(7),  

Amend Bill, page 92, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
(7)  Enforce prescribed hours for the operation of slot 

machines so that slot machine licensees may operate slot 
machines on any day during the year, except a day on which a 
primary, general or municipal election is held, in order to meet 
the needs of patrons or to meet competition. 
Amend Bill, page 92, line 8, by inserting after "YEAR" 

, except a day on which a primary, general or municipal 
election is held, 

 
 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. If I can correct myself as well, I recognized 
the gentleman for amendment A04113. 
 The gentleman from Adams County, Representative 
Tallman, is recognized for that purpose. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Just real quickly, may I ask a question of 
the Speaker, please? 
 The SPEAKER. Are you standing for a parliamentary 
procedure, a point of order? 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Well, I would like to withdraw two of my 
amendments, and 4113 is one of those, 4220 is another one, and 
I am going to leave 4230 on for discussion. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair and the rest of the members thank 
the gentleman. 
 The gentleman is withdrawing amendments A04113 and 
A04220 and offering amendment A04230, which the clerk will 
read. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. TALLMAN offered the following amendment  
No. A04230: 
 

Amend Bill, page 91, line 24, by inserting after "1207(4)," 
(7), 

Amend Bill, page 92, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
(7)  Enforce prescribed hours for the operation of slot 

machines so that slot machine licensees may operate slot 
machines on any day during the year, except the 25th day of 
December, in order to meet the needs of patrons or to meet 
competition. 
Amend Bill, page 92, line 8, by inserting after "YEAR" 

, except the 25th day of December, 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Adams County, Representative Tallman. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just real quickly for the members. This is an amendment to 
have the casinos closed on Christmas Day, which is recognized 
by our Federal government as a holiday, and I am going to refer 
to "Miracle on 34th Street" when we recognize that. 
 But the other thing is I would like to have the people that 
both work in the casinos and those folks that patronize casinos 
have this day off, because we defeated the amendment from  
2 a.m. to 6 a.m. Now we are 24/7, 365. We need to have a day 
off. This is a holy day. I would like to see, to have at least 
Christmas Day off. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
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 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask for a "no" vote on amendment 4230. We talked a 
little bit about why when we talked about restricting hours, and 
having us come in and tell private enterprise what to do and 
how to run their business and whether to be open on Christmas 
or not, I think is not good policy, and I would ask the members 
to vote against the amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lackawanna County, Representative Wansacz. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker 
of the amendment, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Tallman, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. Mr. Speaker, does this amendment also 
address Russian Christmas? 
 Mr. TALLMAN. You can offer that. It does not. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. Does this amendment address Russian 
Christmas? 
 Mr. TALLMAN. It only affects December 25, Christ's mass. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. So it ignores everybody else? 
 Mr. TALLMAN. You can offer those amendments, and  
I will support them on third consideration, under suspension of 
the rules. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. WANSACZ. I rise to oppose this as there are many more 
religions out there such as Russian Christmas, which is 
celebrated on January 7. We should not be prejudiced against 
anybody else. So I would ask to defeat this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Northumberland County, 
Representative Belfanti. 
 Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, many of those of us in this room today grew up 
in the day of the blue laws of this State. While other States 
allowed all types of entertainment facilities, including movie 
theaters and shopping malls, et cetera, to be open on Sundays, 
Pennsylvania's law prohibited that, and it took many, many 
years for the State legislature to recognize that we should not be 
interfering with mom-and-pop business, like Wal-Mart, who has 
a million times more employees than the casinos put together. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, if we are not going to close Wal-Mart on 
Sunday so that those employees working minimum wage with 
no tips can go home and be with their families, why should we 
close any other venue in this State? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Kortz. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to this amendment for much of the same 
reason as my honored colleague just stated. We do not terminate 
blast furnaces, we do not terminate continuous casters in the 
steel industry, and we should not be terminating casinos if they 
want to work on that day. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, 
Representative Clymer. 

 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think what the maker of the amendment is 
trying to put forth is that this indeed is a national holiday and 
that people should be with their families. This is a time of 
rekindling friendships in the neighborhood and a time when 
people are more kindly and have a better attitude toward each 
other. 
 And the other thing is, Mr. Speaker, we regulate this industry 
because it is not the same as a hospital or a steel company 
because it has a serious problem with gambling, with gambling 
addiction, so to say that we should not regulate it because it is 
the same as Wal-Mart is just not true. There are some major 
differences between a casino in a neighborhood with its 
gambling than a Wal-Mart or a hospital or another facility that 
is open and may be open on Christmas. 
 So I am going to support the maker's amendment. Thank 
you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I sense the presence of a 
number of grinches in the hall of the House tonight, those who 
would steal Christmas from the employees of the casinos who 
are working hard to support their families and should expect to 
have a day off for Christmas. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no problem with other 
amendments that might come forth to recognize other holidays 
of other religions. We could offer an amendment to close on 
Festivus if we want. We can entertain that. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, let us understand a couple key differences 
between State-sanctioned gambling enterprises that are only 
here because of the existence of State statutes that allow them 
and put them into law and Wal-Marts and other examples that 
were cited that did not need— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
 The House will come to order. The House will come to 
order. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Schroder, may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you. 
 The point I was trying to make is that the General Assembly 
did not create Wal-Mart or any other retail outlet. We did not 
have to pass enabling legislation to legalize their existence and 
their ability to do business and commerce in our State. The 
gambling industry, on the other hand, is something completely 
different. There is an expectation of regulation and oversight 
and parameters set for that industry. So to equate them with a 
mom-and-pop drugstore or a Wal-Mart is just really not 
relevant. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I support the Tallman amendment and urge 
that we give a little holiday cheer to those individuals that work 
in our casinos and so that they can enjoy that time with their 
family on that special day. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery County, 
Representative Shapiro. 
 Mr. SHAPIRO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker, the chairman and a 
distinguished colleague and friend, spoke of how he sensed that 
there were some grinches here trying to steal Christmas. 
Mr. Speaker, what I hear in opposition to this amendment is a 
group of legislators who care deeply about all faiths, who care 
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deeply about all holidays, who care deeply about all 
Pennsylvanians, not just those who choose to celebrate a 
holiday on the 25th of December. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment ought to go down to defeat and 
it ought to go down to defeat now. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Adams County, 
Representative Tallman, for the second time. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will just offer to my colleagues, I will be second on your 
amendment to offer to have the casinos closed on whatever 
holiday you wish to have it closed. 
 But let me just tell you this, I want to see the vote up here on 
the board for you folks voting against Christmas. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Williams. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I guess this would be a personal privilege. 
 The SPEAKER. It would not be personal privilege. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, a parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. A parliamentary inquiry is in order. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if we can, can we speak to 
the honorable gentleman about using the words "you folks"? 
Some would feel that those words or the term that is being 
displayed could be— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
 A parliamentary inquiry will be directed to the Chair. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if you could speak to the 
gentleman, if you wanted to speak to him at the rostrum, 
whatever. The term "you folks" could be considered as 
offensive and directed toward—  Well, there we go— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
 That is not a parliamentary inquiry, but we will have a 
discussion at the rostrum. 
 
 (Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Schuylkill County, Representative Seip. For what purpose does 
the gentleman rise? 
 Mr. SEIP. On the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SEIP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just very briefly, I appreciate what the gentleman from 
Adams County is trying to do. But one point I do want to make 
is there are individuals who work at the casinos who may want 
that opportunity to possibly earn higher pay by working on 
December 25. So I would not want to take away that 
opportunity from the employee either. So for that reason I will 
be voting "no." 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Kortz, for the second time. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise for the second time in opposition to this amendment. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are many businesses in this State that 
operate 365 days a year. We have the telephone industry, and 
where I come from, the steel industry, and they work 365 days, 
24 hours a day. And in my career at U.S. Steel, I have worked 
over half of those years on Christmas Day, on Easter, on July 4, 
and I was not looking for anybody in the legislature to come and 
dictate, hey, Bill, you can have off. No, I was not. That is an 

issue that the union can negotiate with management, which they 
do. Now, we are going to take that away from the unions? 
 I disagree with this, Mr. Speaker, and I would ask that 
everybody vote "no" on this position. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–71 
 
Baker Everett Killion Quigley 
Barrar Fairchild Knowles Rapp 
Bear Fleck Krieger Reed 
Benninghoff Gabig Maher Reese 
Boback Geist Marsico Reichley 
Boyd Gillespie Mensch Roae 
Brooks Gingrich Metcalfe Rock 
Causer Godshall Metzgar Rohrer 
Christiana Grell Miller Saylor 
Civera Grove Milne Schroder 
Clymer Harhart Moul Stern 
Cox Harris Murt Stevenson 
Creighton Hennessey O'Neill Swanger 
Cutler Hess Oberlander Tallman 
Day Hickernell Petrarca True 
Delozier Hutchinson Phillips Turzai 
Denlinger Kauffman Pickett Vereb 
Ellis Keller, M.K. Pyle  
 
 NAYS–124 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Markosek Samuelson 
Barbin Farry Marshall Santarsiero 
Belfanti Frankel Matzie Santoni 
Beyer Freeman McGeehan Scavello 
Bishop Galloway McI. Smith Seip 
Boyle George Melio Shapiro 
Bradford Gerber Micozzie Siptroth 
Brennan Gergely Millard Smith, K. 
Briggs Gibbons Mirabito Smith, M. 
Brown Goodman Mundy Smith, S. 
Burns Grucela Murphy Solobay 
Buxton Haluska Mustio Sonney 
Caltagirone Hanna Myers Staback 
Carroll Harhai O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Casorio Harkins O'Brien, M. Taylor, J. 
Cohen Helm Oliver Taylor, R. 
Conklin Hornaman Pallone Thomas 
Costa, D. Houghton Parker Vitali 
Costa, P. Johnson Pashinski Vulakovich 
Cruz Josephs Payne Walko 
Daley Keller, W. Payton Wansacz 
Dally Kessler Peifer Waters 
DeLuca Kirkland Perzel Watson 
DePasquale Kortz Petri Wheatley 
Dermody Kotik Preston White 
DeWeese Kula Quinn Williams 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Readshaw Youngblood 
Donatucci Longietti Roebuck Yudichak 
Drucker Mahoney Ross  
Eachus Major Sabatina McCall, 
Evans, D. Manderino Sainato    Speaker 
Evans, J. Mann   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Gabler Lentz Perry 
Deasy Harper Miccarelli Wagner 
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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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VULAKOVICH offered the following amendment  
No. A04191: 
 

Amend Bill, page 69, line 30, by inserting after "(15)" 
, (i)(1) 

Amend Bill, page 75, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
(i)  Compensation.– 

(1)  [The Executive Board as established in the act of 
April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), known as The Administrative 
Code of 1929, shall establish the compensation of the members.] 

(i)  Members, including members serving on the 
effective date of this subparagraph, shall receive an 
annual salary of $68,284, except the chairman, who shall 
receive an annual salary of $71,084. 

(ii)  Members shall be eligible to receive a cost-
of-living adjustment consistent with the provisions of 
section 3(e) of the act of September 30, 1983 (P.L.160, 
No.39), known as the Public Official Compensation Law. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Vulakovich. 
 Mr. VULAKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The amendment that I have shall establish the compensation 
of the members of the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board. 
The salaries of the chairmen and the members of the board shall 
be set and reduced as follows: The chairman would receive an 
annual salary of $71,084. The chairman's current salary is 
$150,000. That would be a reduction of $78,000. The members 
shall receive an annual salary of $68,284. A member's current 
salary is $145,000. This is a reduction of $77,000. The total 
savings would be about $540,000, over a half a million dollars, 
but the members would be eligible to receive a cost-of-living 
adjustment consistent with how we receive our cost of living 
here in the State House. This reduction would bring them in line 
with the Liquor Control Board, which is a comparable State 
agency. In fact, the Liquor Control Board actually runs the 
business and it sets up the business; it regulates it. The Gaming 
Control Board regulates and oversees a business but it does not 
run a business. 
 Now that the gaming licenses have been awarded and many 
of the most difficult policy decisions have been made, there is 
absolutely no justification for the Gaming Control members to 
be earning six-digit salaries. 
 We are draining over half a million dollars per year from the 
slots machine revenue. It can certainly be put to better use to 
hire more law enforcement personnel to police the slots law. 
The bottom line is that the directors of similar types of State 
agencies should receive similar salaries. I believe it should be 
the PA General Assembly who sets these salaries. It is we who 
are responsible for the budgets. We should set these salaries. 
 Thank you. 
 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand in opposition to the Vulakovich amendment. 
 Mr. Speaker, we impose a lot of responsibilities on the 
members of the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board. The 
board that decides their salary came up with that figure after 
much serious debate and observations as to their 
responsibilities, and I think that we should not be deciding what 
their salary should be, cutting them in half essentially. The 
salary that the gentleman is talking about, I believe, would limit 
the pool, the number of quality people that we need to take on 
the serious responsibilities that we impose upon the 
Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board and the oversight that they 
have on our gaming industry in Pennsylvania. 
 So I would respectfully ask for a "no" vote on the 
Vulakovich amendment A4191. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Would the maker of the amendment stand 
for a brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Vulakovich, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Schroder, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that under current law 
the members of the Gaming Control Board are permitted to 
have outside employment in addition to their six-figure salaries 
as you cited. 
 Now, my question to you is, do you know currently of the 
existing makeup of the board, how many of those members do 
in fact have outside employment? 
 Mr. VULAKOVICH. I cannot answer that positively. I know 
that there are a few through the readings in the newspapers 
about different jobs, but I do not have any factual information 
on that. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I support the Vulakovich amendment. I would not have any 
problem with the six-figure salaries that the gentleman cited if 
members of the Gaming Control Board were required to have 
that as their exclusive employment, but the fact is they are not. 
So they can treat being a member of the Gaming Control Board 
with a six-figure salary as a part-time job and still have other 
outside employment interests. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that is detrimental to the role of a board 
member, and I think we should do one of two things, either 
reduce the salary of the board or prohibit outside employment. 
It so happens that the avenue before us is Mr. Vulakovich's 
amendment to reduce the salary, and I believe it is reasonable,  
I believe it is the correct way to go, and I urge support for the 
amendment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the minority whip, Representative Turzai, who 
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requests a leave of absence for the gentleman from Bucks 
County, Representative PETRI, for the remainder of the day. 
Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Vulakovich, for the second 
time. 
 Mr. VULAKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I believe this is reasonable. I believe it is sensible. I know 
that in my many talks with constituents about gaming, it is 
probably about a 50-50 issue in my district. The one thing they 
brought up to me in the very beginning was that the Gaming 
Board's salaries, with all the expenses and the amount of money 
being taken out of the special relief fund that is inside of the 
property tax, this year I believe we authorized $23,500,000. 
That is a lot of money. We do that every year, and this is 
something that was important to many of my constituents, that 
the salaries were too high. They do have business expenses on 
there, they do have other jobs, and I think that in the very 
beginning maybe those salaries were justified. It is hard to put 
something new together, but now everything is pretty much in 
place. We can bring those salaries down to a reasonable level. 
 And I want to say that every member in this House has just 
as much and much more responsibility than those members on 
that Gaming Board, and their salaries are much higher than 
what ours even are. 
 So I believe this is reasonable, and I would ask for an 
affirmative vote on my amendment. Thank you very much. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–117 
 
Adolph DePasquale Kortz Rapp 
Baker Drucker Krieger Reed 
Barbin Ellis Longietti Reese 
Barrar Everett Major Reichley 
Bear Fairchild Marshall Roae 
Benninghoff Farry Marsico Rock 
Beyer Fleck Matzie Rohrer 
Boback Gabig McI. Smith Ross 
Boyd Geist Mensch Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Metcalfe Saylor 
Bradford Gillespie Metzgar Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Millard Schroder 
Brooks Grell Miller Shapiro 
Brown Grove Milne Siptroth 
Burns Harhart Mirabito Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Harris Moul Sonney 
Carroll Helm Murphy Stern 
Causer Hennessey Murt Stevenson 
Christiana Hess O'Neill Swanger 
Civera Hickernell Oberlander Tallman 
Clymer Hornaman Pallone Taylor, R. 
Costa, D. Houghton Payne True 
Cox Hutchinson Peifer Turzai 
Creighton Johnson Petrarca Vereb 
Cutler Kauffman Phillips Vulakovich 
Dally Keller, M.K. Pickett Wansacz 
 
 
 

Day Kessler Pyle Waters 
Delozier Killion Quigley Watson 
DeLuca Knowles Quinn White 
Denlinger    
 
 NAYS–77 
 
Belfanti Galloway Mann Samuelson 
Bishop George Markosek Santoni 
Brennan Gerber McGeehan Seip 
Buxton Gergely Melio Smith, M. 
Casorio Godshall Micozzie Smith, S. 
Cohen Goodman Mundy Solobay 
Conklin Grucela Mustio Staback 
Costa, P. Haluska Myers Sturla 
Cruz Hanna O'Brien, D. Taylor, J. 
Daley Harhai O'Brien, M. Thomas 
Dermody Harkins Oliver Vitali 
DeWeese Josephs Parker Walko 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Pashinski Wheatley 
Donatucci Kirkland Payton Williams 
Eachus Kotik Perzel Youngblood 
Evans, D. Kula Preston Yudichak 
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw  
Fabrizio Maher Roebuck McCall, 
Frankel Mahoney Sabatina    Speaker 
Freeman Manderino Sainato  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN offered the following amendment  
No. A04079: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 32, by striking out the comma after 
"CREDIT" and inserting 

and 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 33, by striking out the comma after 

"AUTHORITY" and inserting 
; providing for deteriorated designations; further providing 

Amend Bill, page 179, by inserting between lines 2 and 3 
Section 13.2.  Title 4 is amended by adding a section to read: 

1507.1.  Deteriorated property designations. 
Real property wherein a licensed gaming facility is located may 

not be designated as, included in or considered a deteriorated property 
as defined in the act of December 1, 1977 (P.L.237, No.76), known as 
the Local Economic Revitalization Tax Assistance Act. 

Amend Bill, page 179, line 3, by striking out "13.2" and inserting 
13.3 

Amend Bill, page 183, line 5, by striking out "13.3" and inserting 
13.4 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Michael 
O'Brien. 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise this evening to offer amendment A4079. 
 In the city of Philadelphia, the two casino licensees do not 
pay property tax. In the city of Philadelphia, they have taken 
advantage of a 10-year tax abatement. Now, it seems to me that 
the engine that was created for property tax relief should not be 
the first to experience it. 
 I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Longietti Reese 
Baker Everett Maher Reichley 
Barbin Fabrizio Mahoney Roae 
Barrar Fairchild Major Rock 
Bear Farry Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Fleck Mann Rohrer 
Benninghoff Frankel Markosek Ross 
Beyer Freeman Marshall Sabatina 
Bishop Gabig Marsico Sainato 
Boback Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Melio Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Millard Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
 
 
 

Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair County, Representative Stern. 
 The Chair's information is he is withdrawing amendment 
A04120 and offering amendment A04195. Is that correct? 
 Mr. STERN. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. STERN offered the following amendment No. A04195: 
 

Amend Bill, page 92, lines 22 and 23, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 8.2.  Section 1208(1) of Title 4 is amended and the 
section is amended by adding a paragraph to read: 

Amend Bill, page 94, by inserting between lines 17 and 18 
(3)  To require each slot machine licensee to collect a $2 

per patron admission charge, which shall be transmitted by the 
slot machine licensee to the State Treasurer weekly for deposit in 
the Property Tax Relief Fund. 
Section 8.3.  Sections 1209(b) and (f) and 1210 of Title 4 are 

amended to read: 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Blair County, Representative Stern. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment proposes a $2-per-patron admission fee. 
The money that would be generated from this amendment 
would go to the Property Tax Relief Fund. 
 This legislation, SB 711, that we are debating here this 
evening, all the money that is generated from any tax revenues 
or fees or anything from this bill is all directed this evening to 
the General Fund. I am thinking with the possibilities of the 
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table games being added to the casinos and the slot machines 
that are out there, we could see a reduction in revenues that are 
going into the property tax fund, Mr. Speaker, and with this  
$2-per-person, per-patron admission charge, that would direct 
all the money into the Property Tax Relief Fund that would be 
generated from this amendment. 
 So this amendment merely attempts to enhance the Property 
Tax Relief Fund, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I respect the gentleman dearly, but I do not think he knows 
really what he is doing. He is basically imposing a tax on senior 
citizens. If my dad had a cell phone to call me, he would call me 
up and say, you better not vote for this tax. If he did an e-mail, 
he would send me an e-mail and say, you better not vote for this 
$2 tax. I like to go to the casinos. I do not want to have to pay to 
get in. 
 So I would ask my colleagues and members of this body to 
vote against this tax. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is not a tax. It is merely a cover charge. It 
is a cover charge just like you pay if you go into a nightclub to 
go see a band or something like that. I do not know where 
senior citizens—  They might go someplace where they have 
cover charges, I do not know, but the bottom line is, this is a 
cover charge for the entertainment value that people will receive 
when they go into the casinos, and the good part about this 
cover charge is it will go to property tax reduction. Now, my 
guess is that seniors are going to be more in support of property 
tax reduction than they are going to be worried about paying a 
nominal $2 cover charge to get into a casino. 
 So I think the Stern amendment for this modest property  
tax-related cover charge is just fine and would urge support. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Armstrong County, Representative Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
 The House will come to order. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I did something earlier I did not think I would do, which is 
actually backing up one of the Governor's initiatives he made  
7 years ago to deliver real property tax relief. 
 And what the Stern amendment 4195 does, there are some 
that will say this is a tax or this is, wait a minute, recurring 
revenue. I agree with the gentleman from Chester. If you are 
going to a casino and you intend to drop less than 2 bucks, you 
probably should not be going to a casino. 
 Now, since this goes directly into property tax relief, I want 
to support this, because at some point I feel we ought to validate 
those promises made to the people of the Commonwealth, and 
what better way to do it than get a cover charge on table games. 
Vote "yes" on 4195. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Westmoreland County, Representative Pallone. 
 
 

 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I guess I have a rhetorical question: Where are you all from? 
Taxes. 
 While the gaming industry is certainly a relatively new 
revenue source for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and 
with the potential advent of including table games, which will 
attract a whole new group of gamers in Pennsylvania, gambling 
is proving to be a real nice revenue source for Pennsylvania, and 
it is a revenue source in other areas and communities and States 
and other areas throughout the world, I guess, that have gaming. 
But it is not quite the money tree that you all might think it is. It 
is a business just like any other business in Pennsylvania, and 
we cannot overly tax it so bad that gaming will leave the 
Commonwealth and then we will have nothing. We will have no 
tax reform and property tax savings for the senior citizens and 
other residential property owners in Pennsylvania. We will not 
have the thousands of jobs that are created in the gaming 
industry, and not just the casinos but the spinoff and the 
collateral benefits that come from it – the hotels, the suppliers, 
the food purveyors, the security services, the State Police, the 
Gaming Control Board, and everything else that goes with it. 
 This is nothing more than just another tax on another 
business in Pennsylvania that is trying to provide economic 
stimulus for the State and jobs for people who live here. 
 I encourage you to vote "no." Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Monroe County, Representative 
Scavello. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, may I question the maker of 
the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Stern, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Scavello, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Does your amendment also include the 
racetrack casinos or just the stand-alone casinos? 
 Mr. STERN. It would be the stand-alone casino. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. I would think that that is not fair here. You 
have got something here that is not across the board. 
 Mr. STERN. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I stand corrected. It 
does go across the board to all. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Armstrong County, Representative Pyle, for the second time. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am confused. A couple nights ago when we 
had this same debate about Marcellus drilling, it was argued that 
this was going to be a gigantic windfall for the people of 
Pennsylvania, and what amendment 4195 – I know I have to 
remain germane – does is no different than what the majority 
vote did the other night. They put a great encumbrance on an 
industry not yet born, but that was recurring revenues. And 
again, I am not debating anybody, because you-uns guys clearly 
have the majority and are probably going to vote the way you 
want. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that at the end of this Governor's 
administration, we might be able to deliver more than 88 bucks 
to the average homeowner for property tax relief, and this is a 
very salient way to do it. Again, if you are going to a casino, 
you are going to drop more than $2. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Support 4195. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. Does the gentleman waive off? 
 Does the gentleman, Representative Santoni, wish to be 
recognized for the second time? 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, 
Representative Stern. 
 Mr. STERN. Real brief, Mr. Speaker. I do not want to 
continue this debate this evening, but one of my senior citizens 
is the one that actually asked me to offer this amendment 
because he is not seeing the promised property tax relief that the 
Governor promised us 7 years ago. So I am just trying to be 
creative here this evening and adding to the gambling revenue 
and also the Property Tax Relief Fund, and I would ask the 
House for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–58 
 
Baker Gillespie Mensch Rock 
Bear Gingrich Metzgar Rohrer 
Boback Godshall Millard Ross 
Boyd Grove Miller Santarsiero 
Bradford Harris Moul Saylor 
Clymer Helm Murt Schroder 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Stern 
Creighton Hess Pickett Swanger 
Cutler Hickernell Pyle Tallman 
Delozier Houghton Quigley True 
Denlinger Hutchinson Quinn Turzai 
Everett Kauffman Rapp Vereb 
Farry Kessler Reese Vulakovich 
Fleck Krieger Roae Watson 
Geist Major   
 
 NAYS–136 
 
Adolph Eachus Maher Reed 
Barbin Ellis Mahoney Reichley 
Barrar Evans, D. Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Evans, J. Mann Sabatina 
Benninghoff Fabrizio Markosek Sainato 
Beyer Fairchild Marshall Samuelson 
Bishop Frankel Marsico Santoni 
Boyle Freeman Matzie Scavello 
Brennan Gabig McGeehan Seip 
Briggs Galloway McI. Smith Shapiro 
Brooks George Melio Siptroth 
Brown Gerber Metcalfe Smith, K. 
Burns Gergely Micozzie Smith, M. 
Buxton Gibbons Milne Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Goodman Mirabito Solobay 
Carroll Grell Mundy Sonney 
Casorio Grucela Murphy Staback 
Causer Haluska Mustio Stevenson 
Christiana Hanna Myers Sturla 
Civera Harhai O'Brien, D. Taylor, J. 
Cohen Harhart O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Conklin Harkins O'Neill Thomas 
Costa, D. Hornaman Oliver Vitali 
Costa, P. Johnson Pallone Walko 
Cruz Josephs Parker Wansacz 
Daley Keller, M.K. Pashinski Waters 
Dally Keller, W. Payne Wheatley 

Day Killion Payton White 
DeLuca Kirkland Peifer Williams 
DePasquale Knowles Perzel Youngblood 
Dermody Kortz Petrarca Yudichak 
DeWeese Kotik Phillips  
DiGirolamo Kula Preston McCall, 
Donatucci Levdansky Readshaw    Speaker 
Drucker Longietti   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–9 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
Gabler    
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. It is the Chair's understanding that the 
gentleman, Representative Baker, is withdrawing amendment 
A04123? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. GABIG offered the following amendment No. A04171: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 43, by inserting after "PROVIDING" 
for automated teller machines and  

Amend Bill, page 208, line 4, by striking out "SECTION" where 
it occurs the second time and inserting 

 Sections 1520 and 
Amend Bill, page 208, line 4, by striking out "IS" and inserting 

 are 
Amend Bill, page 208, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 

§ 1520.  Automated teller machines. 
(a)  Rules.–The board shall promulgate rules and regulations 

governing the placement of automated teller machines (ATMs). 
(b)  Surcharge.–Each ATM located within a licensed facility shall 

collect a surcharge of $1 per transaction, which shall be transmitted 
weekly by the slot machine licensee to the department for deposit into 
the Property Tax Relief Fund established in section 1409 (relating to 
Property Tax Relief Fund). 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Cumberland County, Representative Gabig.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 In the interest of bipartisan cooperation here, I look to the 
majority chairman and ask him, does he like this amendment or 
not like this amendment? 
 He does not like it, so I am going to withdraw it then. He 
changed his heart before for us, so I am going to change my 
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heart now and withdraw it to keep this process moving, 
Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Gabig, has 
two more amendments. Is he also going to be gracious and 
withdraw those as well?  
 Mr. GABIG. You know, it is called a trifecta, Mr. Speaker.  
I do not know if you have ever been there before, but it is a 
trifecta. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Armstrong County, Representative Pyle, who offers 
amendment— 
 Mr. PYLE. Mr. Speaker, I know the hour is late and the 
Steelers kick off in 50 minutes. I will be withdrawing those 
amendments. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Pittsburgh delegation thanks the 
gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment  
No. A04169:  
 

Amend Bill, page 190, line 23, by striking out "1513(C)" and 
inserting 

 1513 
Amend Bill, page 190, lines 26 through 30; page 191, lines 1 

through 30; page 192, lines 1 through 5, by striking out all of said lines 
on said pages and inserting 

(a)  Contribution restriction.–The following persons shall be 
prohibited from contributing any money or in-kind contribution to a 
candidate for nomination or election to any public office in this 
Commonwealth, or to any political party committee or other political 
committee in this Commonwealth or to any group, committee or 
association organized in support of a candidate, political party 
committee or other political committee in this Commonwealth: 

(1)  An applicant for a slot machine license, manufacturer 
license, supplier license, principal license, key employee license 
or horse or harness racing license. 

(2)  A slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, 
licensed supplier or licensed racing entity. 

(3)  A licensed principal or licensed key employee of a 
slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, licensed supplier or 
licensed racing entity. 

(4)  An affiliate, intermediary, subsidiary or holding 
company of a slot machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, 
licensed supplier or licensed racing entity. 

(5)  A licensed principal or licensed key employee of an 
affiliate, intermediary, subsidiary or holding company of a slot 
machine licensee, licensed manufacturer, licensed supplier or 
licensed racing entity. 

(6)  A person who holds a similar gaming license in 
another jurisdiction and the affiliates, intermediaries, 
subsidiaries, holding companies, principals or key employees 
thereof. 
(a.1)  Contributions to certain associations and organizations 

barred.–The individuals prohibited from making political contributions 
under subsection (a) shall not make a political contribution of money or 

an in-kind contribution to any association or organization, including a 
nonprofit organization, that has been solicited by, or knowing that the 
contribution or a portion thereof will be contributed to, the elected 
official, executive-level public employee or candidate for nomination 
or election to a public office in this Commonwealth. 

(a.2)  Internet website.– 
(1)  The board shall establish an Internet website that 

includes a list of all applicants for and holders of a slot machine 
license, manufacturer license, supplier license or racing entity 
license, and the affiliates, intermediaries, subsidiaries, holding 
companies, principals and key employees thereof, all persons 
holding a similar gaming license in another jurisdiction, and the 
affiliates, intermediaries, subsidiaries, holding companies, 
principals and key employees thereof, and any other entity in 
which the applicant or licensee has any debt or equity security or 
other ownership or profits interest. An applicant or licensee shall 
notify the board within seven days of the discovery of any 
change in or addition to the information. The list shall be 
published semiannually in the Pennsylvania Bulletin. 

(2)  An individual who acts in good faith and in reliance 
on the information on the Internet website shall not be subject to 
any penalties or liability imposed for a violation of this section. 

(3)  The board shall request the information required 
under paragraph (1) from persons licensed in another jurisdiction 
who do not hold a license in this Commonwealth and from 
regulatory agencies in the other jurisdiction. If a licensee in 
another jurisdiction refuses to provide the information required 
under paragraph (1), the person and its officers, directors or 
persons with a controlling interest shall be ineligible to receive 
any license under this part. 
(b)  Annual certification.–The chief executive officer, or other 

appropriate individual, of each applicant for a slot machine license, 
manufacturer license or supplier license, licensed racing entity, licensed 
supplier, licensed manufacturer or licensed gaming entity shall 
annually certify under oath to the board and the Department of State 
that such applicant or licensed racing entity, licensed supplier, licensed 
manufacturer or licensed gaming entity has developed and 
implemented internal safeguards and policies intended to prevent a 
violation of [this provision] subsection (a) or (a.1) and that such 
applicant or licensed racing entity or licensed gaming entity has 
conducted a good faith investigation that has not revealed any violation 
of [this provision] subsection (a) or (a.1) during the past year. 

(c)  Penalties.–The first violation of [this section] subsection (a) 
or (a.1) by a licensed gaming entity or any person that holds a 
controlling interest in such gaming entity, or a subsidiary company 
thereof, and any officer, director or management-level employee of 
such licensee shall be punishable by a fine of not less than an average 
single day's gross terminal revenue of the licensed gaming entity 
derived from the operation of slot machines and gross table game 
revenue from the operation of table games in this Commonwealth; a 
second violation of [this section] subsection (a) or (a.1), within five 
years of the first violation, shall be punishable by at least a one-day 
suspension of the license held by the licensed gaming entity and a fine 
not less than an average two days' gross revenue of the licensed gaming 
entity; a third violation of [this section] subsection (a) or (a.1) within 
five years of the second violation shall be punishable by the immediate 
revocation of the license held by the licensed gaming entity. The first 
violation of [this section] subsection (a) or (a.1) by a manufacturer or 
supplier licensed pursuant to this part or by any person that holds a 
controlling interest in such manufacturer or supplier, or a subsidiary 
company thereof, and any officer, director or management-level 
employee of such a licensee shall be punishable by a fine of not less 
than one day's average of the gross profit from sales made by the 
manufacturer or supplier in Pennsylvania during the preceding 12-
month period or portion thereof in the event the manufacturer or 
supplier has not operated in Pennsylvania for 12 months; a second 
violation of [this section] subsection (a) or (a.1) within five years of the 
first violation shall be punishable by a one-month suspension of the 
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license held by the manufacturer or supplier and a fine of not less than 
two times one day's average of the gross profit from sales made by the 
manufacturer or supplier in Pennsylvania during the preceding 12-
month period or portion thereof in the event the manufacturer or 
supplier has not operated in Pennsylvania for 12 months. In no event 
shall the fine imposed under this section be in an amount less than 
$50,000 for each violation. In addition to any fine or sanction that may 
be imposed by the board, any person who makes a contribution in 
violation of [this section] subsection (a) or (a.1) commits a 
misdemeanor of the third degree. 

(c.1)  Accepting improper contributions.–A candidate for 
nomination or election to any public office in this Commonwealth, or 
to any political party committee or other political committee in this 
Commonwealth or to any group, committee or association organized in 
support of a candidate, political party committee or other political 
committee in this Commonwealth, who knowingly and intentionally 
accepts a political contribution of money or an in-kind contribution 
from an individual prohibited from making contributions under 
subsection (a) commits a misdemeanor of the third degree. 

(d)  Definitions.–As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Contribution."  Any payment, gift, subscription, assessment, 
contract, payment for services, dues, loan, forbearance, advance or 
deposit of money or any valuable thing made to a candidate or political 
committee for the purpose of influencing any election in this 
Commonwealth or for paying debts incurred by or for a candidate or 
committee before or after any election. The term shall include the 
purchase of tickets for events including dinners, luncheons, rallies and 
other fundraising events; the granting of discounts or rebates not 
available to the general public; or the granting of discounts or rebates 
by television and radio stations and newspapers not extended on an 
equal basis to all candidates for the same office; and any payments 
provided for the benefit of any candidate, including payments for the 
services of a person serving as an agent of a candidate or committee by 
a person other than the candidate or committee or person whose 
expenditures the candidate or committee must report. The term also 
includes any receipt or use of anything of value received by a political 
committee from another political committee and also includes any 
return on investments by a political committee. 

"Political committee."  Any committee, club, association or other 
group of persons which receives contributions or makes expenditures. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Representative Barrar.  
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment simply just makes it a misdemeanor offense 
for an elected official or a person running for office in the 
Commonwealth to accept a campaign contribution from any 
gaming organization or person involved in gaming.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask for a negative vote on amendment 4169. When 
we are imposing criminal penalties on someone, those need to 
be clear and specific. People need to know what they are doing 
is a criminal penalty. And I would ask that this amendment does 
not specify that, is not clear to that, and I think would be 
overturned by the courts because of that, and I would ask for a 
negative vote.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Barrar.  
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, I came up with this idea for this 
amendment because I felt the emphasis of the crime should be 
put on the elected official who accepts. We should know better 
than to take a campaign contribution from someone or an 
organization involved in the gaming industry. That is the main 
reason that I felt this was important, especially after the 
Supreme Court ruling that came down last year that overturned 
what I felt was a safeguard to protect the taxpayers from having 
us take campaign contributions from people in the gaming 
industry.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester 
County, Representative Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Would the gentleman consent to brief 
interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Schroder, is in order and may 
proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand your 
amendment, the crime would be for knowingly and intentionally 
accepting a political contribution from casino interests. So if 
you inadvertently took a contribution – in other words, you did 
not know that someone was in fact licensed, so you did not do it 
intentionally – I take it that would not be a crime under your 
amendment?  
 Mr. BARRAR. I think that type situation has happened to all 
of us, Mr. Speaker, where I know in the past that members have 
gotten campaign contributions from corporations, and we did 
not know they were a corporation until you saw the check and it 
said "Inc." on it. And I think at that point the thing to do is not 
to accept the check and send it back to them. I think the same 
thing would apply here, that the criminal intent would happen 
when you cash that check and knowingly report it. 
 We are required on our forms to have the name, address, and 
occupation of everyone who gives us a contribution over and 
above, over and above the $50 limit. So I would think it would 
be something very easy to police, and we would know right 
away if they were involved in the gaming industry.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I understand the point that you are making—  
On the amendment, Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. While I understand the point that you are 
making, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that in your analogy, 
corporations, for example, are prohibited under law from giving 
campaign contributions. In a similar vein, earlier tonight we put 
an amendment into this bill that reinstates the ban on licensees, 
people who are licensed in this industry, from making 
contributions to members.  
 I guess the difficulty I have with your amendment is this: If 
someone is charged under this, it requires you to prove a 
negative in order to prove your innocence. So in other words, if 
Candidate A or Legislator A would be charged under this, and 
the Attorney General or D.A. comes along and says "We believe 
and we have evidence that you knowingly and intentionally 
took this contribution," that person is then in a position of 
arguing the negative, saying "No, I did not, and here is why," 
and we all know it is very difficult to prove that negative.  
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 I mean, I certainly support the intent of this amendment here, 
and I support taking those steps that will certainly strengthen 
and deter the ability or the desire, whatever you want to call it, 
to accept an illegal contribution. I just cannot help but wonder, 
however, if what we put into the law tonight or into the bill 
tonight should perhaps be sufficient and if we are not opening 
people up for possible entrapment or unintended consequences, 
I guess, of this particular measure.  
 So I reluctantly, very reluctantly, I am afraid I am going to 
have to oppose it. But I will tell you, I would certainly be 
willing to work on another concept or another method perhaps 
of making sure that what you are trying to accomplish in this 
amendment certainly does not happen. 
 So thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mercer County, Representative Longietti.  
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this amendment. I believe 
it has been inartfully drafted. The text of the amendment states 
that a person is guilty of an offense if they knowingly or 
intentionally accept a political contribution from a person that is 
prohibited. 
 You could knowingly accept the contribution but not know 
that the person is prohibited from giving it. It should have been 
worded that you accept a political contribution knowing that the 
person is prohibited from giving it to you under the act, and  
I am afraid it has been inartfully drafted. It could potentially 
lead to an offense just because you knew that you accepted a 
contribution, even though you did not know that the person that 
you accepted it from is prohibited under the act.  
 So given that, I think it is inartfully drafted, it is problematic, 
and I oppose it and urge members to oppose it. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene County, the majority whip, Representative DeWeese.  
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You do not need this amendment. I have been involved in the 
gaming dialogue since the 1990s when the riverboat question 
first was proffered. I was involved knowing that Governor 
Casey was not a fan of the riverboat gaming operations in the 
State. 
 Secondly, I was enthusiastic when Governor Ridge, at that 
time Candidate Ridge, was able to garner over $100,000 from 
gaming interests and project his candidacy for the Chief 
Executive's job. Within 35 days of his inaugural, he said that he 
had been rethinking it and he wanted to have a referendum on 
gaming.  
 So it took, it took Mr. Rendell and this legislature, until a 
few years ago, it took almost a decade and a half. And during 
those years I was the happy beneficiary of gaming 
contributions, and so were many others. I do not think that that 
was wrong, but it is a subjective judgment. The gentleman's 
amendment would take it beyond a subjective judgment. When  
I talked to that warmhearted, genial, jovial protagonist of the 
Fourth Estate, Brad Bumsted, in my office a few months ago,  
I indicated that I would not be taking contributions from casino 
operators because I was the prime sponsor of one of those bills.  
 So what I am saying is, I am going to vote against your 
amendment, take your line of thought, and follow it. I just do 
not think we need to do this statutorily. I think we can do it 
voluntarily, I think we can do it politically, and I think that it is 
not necessary, as I said in my first sentence. So it is not that we 

disagree fundamentally in the direction you are going; I just 
think we can do it other than in statute.  
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. It is the Chair's understanding that the 
gentleman from Delaware, Representative Barrar, is 
withdrawing the amendment? The Chair thanks the gentleman.  

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
notes the presence of the gentleman from Clearfield County, 
Representative Gabler, on the House floor. His name will be 
added to the master roll.  

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Barrar, offering amendment A04134?  
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment would create the— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. Let me get it on the board.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment  
No. A04134: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 46, by inserting after "SCHOOLS" 
 and for volunteer first responder grants 

Amend Bill, page 217, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
CHAPTER 17A 

VOLUNTEER FIRST RESPONDER GRANTS 
Sec. 
17A01.  Scope. 
17A02.  Definitions. 
17A03.  Volunteer First Responder Grant Program. 
17A04.  Grant awards. 
17A05.  (Reserved). 
17A06.  Administration. 
17A07.  Point system. 
17A08.  Certification. 
17A09.  Guidelines. 
§ 17A01.  Scope. 

This chapter relates to volunteer first responder grants. 
§ 17A02.  Definitions. 

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

"Active volunteer."  A volunteer for a volunteer ambulance 
service, volunteer fire company or volunteer rescue company certified 
as meeting the criteria specified in section 17A07 (relating to point 
system). 

"Active volunteer first responder."  An active volunteer. 
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"Agency."  The Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance 
Agency. 

"Commissioner."  The State Fire Commissioner appointed under 
section 3 of the act of November 13, 1995 (P.L.604, No.61), known as 
the State Fire Commissioner Act. 

"Director."  The director of the Bureau of Emergency Medical 
Services in the Department of Health. 

"Program."  The Volunteer First Responder Grant Program. 
"Qualified active volunteer first responder applicant."  A person 

who, in that person's first year of active volunteer service following 
completion of a postsecondary degree or certification program and, in 
each subsequent year, meets all of the following criteria: 

(1)  Has graduated from a postsecondary institution in 
this Commonwealth. 

(2)  Is certified by the Office of the State Fire 
Commissioner. 

(3)  Executes a sworn affidavit, under penalty of perjury, 
that the person does not have a delinquent payment owing to any 
Commonwealth agency. 

(4)  Is currently an active volunteer or becomes an active 
volunteer subsequent to the effective date of this section. 
"Volunteer organization."  A volunteer ambulance service, 

volunteer fire company and volunteer rescue company as defined under 
section 102 of the act of July 31, 2003 (P.L.73, No.17), known as the 
Volunteer Fire Company and Volunteer Ambulance Service Grant Act. 
§ 17A03.  Volunteer First Responder Grant Program. 

(a)  Establishment.–The Volunteer First Responder Grant 
Program is established. 

(b)  Funding.–Twenty-five million dollars of the tax collected 
under section 1362A (relating to table games taxes and assessment) 
shall be set transferred to the agency and set aside to provide grants to 
qualified active volunteer first responder applicants. 
§ 17A04.  Grant awards. 

(a)  Qualifications.–A recipient of a grant award must be an 
active volunteer first responder who is certified by the commissioner or 
director. The active volunteer must submit such documentation of 
continued eligibility as the agency may require. 

(b)  Preference.–The agency may give preference in approving 
loan forgiveness awards under the program to renewal applications. 
§ 17A05.  (Reserved). 
§ 17A06.  Administration. 

The agency shall administer the program and shall adopt such 
regulations, policies, procedures and forms as are necessary and not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this chapter. 
§ 17A07.  Point system. 

(a)  General rule.–The commissioner and the director shall jointly 
develop and implement a point system establishing the annual 
requirements for certification of active volunteers. 

(b)  Factors.–To determine whether to certify an individual as an 
active volunteer, the point system shall consider the following factors: 

(1)  The number of emergency calls to which the 
individual responded. 

(2)  The individual's level of training and participation in 
formal training and drills. 

(3)  Time spent by the individual on administration and 
support activities, including fundraising and maintenance of 
facilities and equipment. 

(4)  Involvement by the individual in other projects that 
directly benefit the organization's financial viability, emergency 
response or operational readiness. 

§ 17A08.  Certification. 
(a)  Self-certification.–The active volunteer must sign and submit 

the application to the chief of the volunteer fire company or the 
president of the volunteer ambulance service or volunteer rescue 
company that the active volunteer serves. 

(b)  Local sign-off.–The chief and another officer of the 
volunteer fire company, the president and another officer of the 
volunteer ambulance service or rescue company shall: 

(1)  Sign the application attesting to the individual's 
status as an active volunteer. 

(2)  Forward the application to the agency for final 
review and processing. 

§ 17A09.  Guidelines. 
The agency shall adopt guidelines, including forms, necessary to 

administer this chapter. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Representative Barrar.  
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 This amendment would create the Volunteer First Responder 
Grant Program. This would be a grant program that goes out to 
our volunteer firefighters and would give grants to our 
firefighters and ambulance services for postsecondary 
education. The grant program would receive an annual 
appropriation of $25 million on the tax imposed on table games. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader, Representative 
Eachus, on the amendment.  
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose this amendment on germaneness, 
Mr. Speaker. The content in the gentleman's amendment is 
simply not germane to this bill. 
 I ask the members to support that germaneness motion.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, the majority leader, 
Representative Eachus, raises the point of order that amendment 
No. A04134 is not germane.  
 The Speaker— 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw 
that amendment.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The 
gentleman is withdrawing the amendment.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Geist, rise?  
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 We understand that there is a very important meeting with 
the Governor tonight concerning the budget, and I also 
understand that a lot of people in western Pennsylvania, both 
Republicans and Democrats, want to attend Our Lady of the 
Steelers services tonight. And I was just wondering what the 
order of the House was going to be and if a motion to adjourn 
around 8 o'clock would be appropriate and come back tomorrow 
and get about the important business of these amendments.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman could make the motion to 
adjourn, but I think it is the intent of the majority leader to work 
until 11 o'clock, and if we can work later than 11 o'clock, we 
will do that.  
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader.  
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 Mr. EACHUS. Respectfully to the gentleman, there is a 
simpler solution: Withdraw all the amendments and let us do 
this on final passage. 
 Look, I am about work right now. We have a budget that is 
overdue. I am respectful, and I am an Eagles fan, so—  And we 
are on a bye week, so I do not have to worry about watching a 
game. And I missed my son's game at Colgate, but he had  
129 yards and three touchdowns. 
 So let me maybe just say to you all, let us keep working. The 
people expect it. I know, I understand football is important, but 
this budget is more important.  
 But please, if anybody wants to withdraw their amendment 
and move this process along and pass this thing tonight, let us 
get on with it.  
 The SPEAKER. Representative Eachus, my son, Keith 
Robert, had four touchdowns today and 180 yards, and I missed 
the game. 
 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Representative Murt, 
who offers amendment A04207, which the clerk will read. The 
gentleman is withdrawing the amendment. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 Is the gentleman, Representative Boyd, withdrawing his 
amendment? The Chair thanks the gentleman. Both 
amendments? The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 Is the gentleman, Mr. Denlinger, withdrawing all three of his 
amendments?  
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Representative Denlinger. It is the information of the Chair that 
the gentleman, Representative Denlinger, is withdrawing 
amendments A04155 and A04244 and offering amendment 
A04247. Is that correct? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. DENLINGER offered the following amendment  
No. A04247:  
 

Amend Bill, page 157, line 4, by striking out "$20,000,000" and 
inserting 

$50,000,000 
Amend Bill, page 157, line 6, by striking out "$7,500,000" and 

inserting 
$3,000,000 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Denlinger.  
 Mr. DENLINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Suddenly I feel I am in treacherous territory this evening, but 
I will move ahead and offer this. And very simply, this 
amendment seeks to raise the license fees, categories 1 and 2, 
that we would derive from the gaming venues, because, quite 
frankly, of the significant budget challenge that we face, and  
I do think it is an appropriate step to take, to increase the license 
fees.  
 
 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I stand to oppose amendment 4247. We are interested in 
generating as much income as we can to go toward this budget 
impasse that we have spoken about all day long. But there is a 
point of no return when we impose something like $50 million. 
We still need to get these facilities up and running; we still need 
to get people that want to put in table games, and by imposing 
that financial burden on our casinos, it just will not happen. So  
I would ask respectfully for my colleagues to vote "no" on the 
Denlinger amendment.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Venango County, 
Representative Hutchinson.  
 Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in favor of the Denlinger amendment.  
 Mr. Speaker, the people of Pennsylvania know that gambling 
provides a major burden on many citizens, and that is why, 
when gambling was brought to Pennsylvania, many of us felt 
that the license fees, which are worth much more than they were 
charged, many people thought that those should have been put 
out to auction. We did not get anywhere near the value that 
people were willing to pay for those licenses.  
 And, Mr. Speaker, they were willing to pay for those licenses 
because what the gambling law does is legalize a monopoly. So 
once you own one of those licenses, you have a virtual 
monopoly. You only have a very limited number of competitors 
in your State. So I think it is incumbent upon us to get the best 
value that we can from these licenses, licenses for a monopoly, 
and make the owners of these casinos and parlors pay the value 
of what they are getting and pay for it up front.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I rise in favor of this amendment. It is much 
needed, and it would be a great thing for Pennsylvania. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, I support the amendment. 
 Let us not repeat the mistakes that we made when we passed 
Act 71 and we basically gave away those licenses for  
$50 million when we could and should have auctioned them off 
to the highest bidder. Instead what we had were politically 
connected, favored licensees buying these licenses on the cheap. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, that was an egregious and grave mistake 
that we made back then. Let us not repeat it. Let us adopt the 
Denlinger amendment and at least try to recapture some of that 
money for the Commonwealth.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Representative 
Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, Representative Schroder said 
exactly some of the things I was going to say, and that is we had 
an investment banker named Jeff Hooke from the Maryland 
area come in, right into our caucus or into the committees, and 
he told us that those licenses in Philadelphia, for example, were 
worth $500 million, those out in Pittsburgh $300 million, and he 
based it on his expertise, because this is what he does for a 
living.  
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 Now, are they worth that much? The answer is yes. When 
Mohegan Sun purchased one of the horse racing licenses from 
Penn National, they paid $280 million. When Harrah's bought a 
50-percent interest in Chester Downs, they paid $250 million. 
And so, Mr. Speaker, it is very obvious to say that the 
Commonwealth was shortchanged when they gave those 
licenses out at $50 million. And the only reason they got  
$50 million was because the House of Representatives made 
that an issue. We were saying, why were you giving these away 
for practically nothing?  
 So Representative Denlinger is right on target. We need the 
money for our budget. Here is a wonderful opportunity to get a 
fair market value, and I ask support of his amendment. Thank 
you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Kotik.  
 Mr. KOTIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Once again I feel compelled to rise and oppose this 
amendment. I could see myself possibly supporting this 
amendment if I thought it would change anything, but let us not 
kid ourselves. We could make it $100 million and they still 
would not vote for it. Whom are we trying to kid in this debate? 
 The money is not the point. The other side just does not 
believe in gambling, so they are going to raise the ante and raise 
the ante and raise the ante. Let us just be honest. The reason you 
are making it $50 million is because you oppose gambling. That 
is fine, but let us not make it look like we are trying to help the 
taxpayers by raising this amount to $50 million.  
 Vote against the amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester, Representative Schroder, for the 
second time.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, in response to those last 
comments, yes, there might be many people on this side of the 
aisle that are going to vote against this bill regardless of whether 
these licenses are given away for free or for $500 million. But, 
Mr. Speaker, let us not forget, it is your side of the aisle that 
decided this was going to be part of the budget deliberations and 
would be a key component in solving the budget crisis and 
moving this forward. And our members have every right and 
every reasonable expectation to offer this type of an 
amendment, whether they vote for it or not, to make sure that 
you once again do not make the same mistakes that most of you 
made when Act 71 was enacted into law.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster, Representative Denlinger, for the second time.  
 Mr. DENLINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 A couple of speakers ago, the gentleman from Allegheny 
County suggested that this is simply an effort to oppose 
gambling, and that is generally my position. However, I think 
members on both sides of the aisle come forward with 
amendments to try to strengthen or improve bills that they have 
concerns about, and that is the spirit in which I offer my 
amendment here.  
 And just to be clear to the members, in a time when we are 
facing acute fiscal challenges, this amendment would bring  
300 million additional dollars into the General Fund at a time 
when we are struggling with how to enhance, as some folks call 
it, our revenue stream. I would call it taxes. Maybe this is an 
alternative. Maybe this is something we can do in place of that, 
because gambling is an elective behavior.  
 

 So, Mr. Speaker, $300 million. There it is. I offer this 
amendment to try to improve our situation, to try to strengthen 
this bill, 711, in the hope that it can become something better 
for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and I ask for an 
affirmative vote. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, the majority leader, Representative Eachus.  
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 And I heard the gentleman's characterization that, you know, 
he was trying to offer his argument in the spirit of the moment, 
but there was a mischaracterization that I must correct, that 
somehow the Democrats at the negotiating table put this on the 
table. In fact, that is not the case. So I just want to correct you, 
since you have no one at the table, I want to make sure, I just 
want to make sure that I am clear that you are not clear.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, Representative Pashinski.  
 Mr. PASHINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 With all due respect, I stand in opposition of this 
amendment, and I would just like to share some thoughts 
relative to the gaming industry.  
 Sometimes when you get yourself involved in a new 
business, there are several different options that you could 
acquire that business in. You could pay a very large sum of 
money up front and pay little or no royalties, or you could pay a 
small amount of money up front and pay a large amount of 
royalties for an extended period of time.  
 It is imperative that everyone realize that Pennsylvania has 
one of the best and most fruitful percentages, yielding  
55 percent of every dollar that is wagered in the casinos 
throughout the State of Pennsylvania. Fifty-five cents of every 
single dollar comes back to the people of Pennsylvania in one 
way, shape, or another.  
 In contrast, New Jersey. New Jersey garners 9.25 cents of 
every dollar back to the citizens of New Jersey. In 
Pennsylvania, 34 cents of every dollar goes to property tax 
relief. And although it has not achieved the ultimate goal of a 
billion dollars in relief, we only have 7 and 8 facilities out of the 
14 up and running. 
 Twelve cents out of every dollar went to restore a failing, 
declining equine industry. That equine industry represents over 
35,000 jobs in Pennsylvania, an enormous amount of purchase 
of feed and materials and provides countless jobs.  
 To our second, to our second most productive industry in 
Pennsylvania— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield.  
 Mr. PASHINSKI. Yes, sir. 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Gabig, rise?  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wonder if the gentleman could talk about the amendment or 
at least about table games. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will keep his remarks to the 
question before the House.  
 Mr. PASHINSKI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and  
I do appreciate that. I am just trying to emphasize the fact that in 
Pennsylvania, we actually are doing very well with the system. 
It is our job now to make sure that it is regulated properly and 
fairly so that tables can then enhance what we already have.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise in opposition of this 
amendment.  
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Franklin County, Representative 
Kauffman.  
 Mr. KAUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
gentleman's amendment.  
 As a member of the Gaming Oversight Committee, this 
summer I sat through a rather lengthy hearing which actually 
gave some information as prepared by the Innovation Group. 
The Innovation Group was a group that was hired by the 
gaming corporations to tell us in Pennsylvania what we should 
charge for gaming licenses. 
 Well, in this report that was paraded out as the support to 
bring table games to Pennsylvania, the license fee was  
$10 million. Well, just a couple of days ago when we 
considered this at the House Gaming Oversight Committee, all 
of a sudden in the legislation it was raised to $20 million.  
I asked the question why; what was the justification, you know, 
where the market analysis for this was. Nobody could give me 
an answer, but it was just a good idea to raise it to $20 million.  
 Well, frankly, the gentleman from Allegheny may be correct. 
Some of us will not be supporting gaming at any level, but, by 
George, if we can raise it to $20 million, why not raise it to  
$50 million? If we are going to have table games in the 
Commonwealth, I would much rather see the taxpayers of this 
Commonwealth make out than the big gaming corporations 
from outside Pennsylvania.  
 I am going to stand with the taxpayers tonight. Will you?  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Mensch.  
 Mr. MENSCH. It was not too long ago, most of us can recall, 
that Pennsylvania was quite an industrial State. We had the steel 
industries. We had the largest railroad in the world 
headquartered here, the largest truck manufacturer, Mack Truck, 
in the world headquartered here at one time.  
 Today those industries have all gone, and we need to be 
focusing on industrial development. Now, if this debate were 
about net operating loss carryforward or if we were talking 
about improving corporate net income tax, then we could 
honestly say that we were working for economic development. 
Instead, we are arguing about a gambling industry, and when we 
have a chance to do some economic development here to 
improve the license fee to $50 million, we say we want to leave 
that money on the table.  
 We have lost so much of our industrial might in this State. 
We have an opportunity to make several hundred million 
dollars, $300 million, into the coffers on a one-time. We need to 
seriously consider this proposal. This is not about ideology 
between that side of the aisle and this side of the aisle. This is 
about $300 million that can go into our coffers. We owe it to the 
State, we owe it to the residents, to vote for this amendment.  
 I stand in support of this amendment.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–96 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Quigley 
Baker Farry Major Quinn 
Barrar Fleck Marshall Rapp 

Bear Gabig Marsico Reed 
Benninghoff Gabler Mensch Reese 
Beyer Geist Metcalfe Reichley 
Boback Gillespie Metzgar Roae 
Boyd Gingrich Millard Rock 
Bradford Godshall Miller Rohrer 
Brooks Grell Milne Saylor 
Causer Grove Mirabito Schroder 
Christiana Harhart Moul Shapiro 
Civera Harris Murt Smith, M. 
Clymer Helm O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Cox Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Creighton Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Cutler Hickernell Oberlander Swanger 
Dally Houghton Payne Tallman 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Taylor, J. 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel True 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petrarca Turzai 
Ellis Killion Phillips Vereb 
Evans, J. Knowles Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Krieger Pyle Watson 
 
 NAYS–99 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Longietti Samuelson 
Belfanti Fabrizio Mahoney Santarsiero 
Bishop Frankel Manderino Santoni 
Boyle Freeman Mann Scavello 
Brennan Galloway Markosek Seip 
Briggs George Matzie Siptroth 
Brown Gerber McGeehan Smith, K. 
Burns Gergely McI. Smith Smith, S. 
Buxton Gibbons Melio Solobay 
Caltagirone Goodman Micozzie Staback 
Carroll Grucela Mundy Sturla 
Casorio Haluska Murphy Taylor, R. 
Cohen Hanna Mustio Thomas 
Conklin Harhai Myers Vitali 
Costa, D. Harkins Oliver Walko 
Costa, P. Hornaman Pallone Wansacz 
Cruz Johnson Parker Waters 
Daley Josephs Pashinski Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, W. Payton White 
DePasquale Kessler Preston Williams 
Dermody Kirkland Readshaw Youngblood 
DeWeese Kortz Roebuck Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Kotik Ross  
Donatucci Kula Sabatina McCall, 
Drucker Levdansky Sainato    Speaker 
Eachus    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. VEREB offered the following amendment No. A04261:  
 

Amend Bill, page 76, line 30, by inserting after "1202(A)(1)" 
and (2) 

Amend Bill, page 77, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
(2)  The board shall employ individuals as necessary to 



2058 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE OCTOBER 4 

carry out the powers and duties of the board, who shall serve at 
the board's pleasure. An employee of the board shall be 
considered a State employee for purposes of 71 Pa.C.S. Pt. XXV 
(relating to retirement for State employees and officers). For the 
purposes of this paragraph, the board shall not be considered an 
executive or independent agency under the act of October 15, 
1980 (P.L.950, No.164), known as the Commonwealth Attorneys 
Act. The board shall not take final action in filling the positions 
of executive director of the board, director of the bureau, chief 
counsel of the board or director of the Office of Enforcement 
Counsel until receipt and review of the results of the background 
investigation under section 1517(c)(1.1) (relating to 
investigations and enforcement). 
Amend Bill, page 193, line 17, by inserting after "BOARD." 

Regulations and procedures under this section shall do all of the 
following: 

(1)  Provide that the executive director and the chief 
counsel of the board shall not direct or limit the scope of a 
background investigation conducted by the bureau. 

(2)  Incorporate subsection (c.1), on prohibitions, of 
section 1202.1(c.1) (relating to code of conduct) and any other 
applicable provisions of section 1202.1. 
Amend Bill, page 193, lines 20 and 21, by striking out "A" in 

line 20 and "PARAGRAPH" in line 21 and inserting 
paragraphs 

Amend Bill, page 194, by inserting between lines 23 and 24 
(1.1)  Promptly conduct a background investigation on an 

individual selected by the board to fill the position of executive 
director of the board, director of the bureau, chief counsel of the 
board or the director of the Office of Enforcement Counsel and 
submit the results to the board. 

* * * 
Amend Bill, page 217, by inserting between lines 17 and 18 
Section 20.1.  The amendment of 4 Pa.C.S. § 1202(a)(2) and the 

addition of 4 Pa.C.S. § 1517(c)(1.1) shall not apply to an individual: 
(1)  who, on July 1, 2009, was serving officially or acting 

as Executive Director of the Pennsylvania Gaming Control 
Board, Chief Counsel of the board, or the Director of the Office 
Of Enforcement Counsel within the Bureau of Investigations and 
Enforcement and; 

(2)  on whom the bureau or the Pennsylvania State Police 
completed a background investigation as a condition of 
employment with the board. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Vereb, is 
offering a corrective reprint of amendment 4253 and offering 
the corrective reprinted amendment No. A04261. 
 The question is, will the House agree to the amendment? On 
that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Vereb.  
 Mr. VEREB. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 For the last couple of years I have been working with a lot of 
my colleagues on issues involving the Bureau of Investigations 
and Enforcement with the Gaming Board, and a lot of things 
have changed over the years, including a new chair and 
including some bipartisan input in the last 24 to 48 hours by the 
chairman of Judiciary, the chairman of the Gaming Oversight 
Committee, as well as staff on both sides of the aisle, and 
realizing that in detail, the language that I would have liked to 
have seen put into this bill, realizing that its life expectancy at 
the other end of this building was not carved in stone. 
 I worked in a bipartisan way with the support of leaders to 
not necessarily move BIE but take one greater step to clean up 

this gaming law by ensuring that some of the issues that have 
taken place over the last 3 years will not take place again. And 
one of those issues is the four executive positions of the Gaming 
Board – the director of the bureau, the executive director, the 
chief counsel, the director of BIE. The top four positions within 
the Gaming Board are positions that have been backgrounded 
by the Bureau of Investigations and Enforcement.  
 This amendment will allow the Pennsylvania State Police, 
who currently does the backgrounds on the Gaming Board 
members, to also do the backgrounds of these four individuals. 
If we enact this legislation in the near future with this language, 
the first position to be backgrounded by the State Police will be 
the new director or the candidate for the position of director of 
Bureau of Investigations and Enforcement.  
 Another issue was the exchange of information between the 
Gaming Board and the Bureau of Investigations while 
background investigations were ongoing and the fact that maybe 
sometimes that information was inappropriately discussed. This 
amendment provides language to restrict and to mandate that 
there be no conversation between the board or any of its 
representatives and the actual investigators and staff of BIE. So 
therefore, we provide for a background investigation that is not 
monitored, suppressed, or exaggerated by anyone from the 
board itself.  
 So again, Mr. Speaker, I will keep it brief as promised. 
While it is not the bite of the apple that I certainly have looked 
for all along, I realize that a lot of folks are concerned about the 
issue, my colleagues and leaders from the Democratic side of 
the aisle who worked with me, to at least take this bite to ensure 
that some of the issues of the past will not happen again.  
 So thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I ask for your support on this 
amendment.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Yes, the gentleman, Mr. Vereb, has worked very hard on this 
issue, and I am happy to say that we are in support of the 
amendment and would ask the members to vote "yes."  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, 
Representative Caltagirone.  
 Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have worked very closely with Representative Vereb on 
this very issue. There are other pieces that we want to get 
completed. I would urge members on both sides of the aisle – 
and especially those of you that serve on the House Judiciary 
with us, this is a very important issue – I would ask for your 
affirmative vote.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reese 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Reichley 
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Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Roae 
Barrar Farry Major Rock 
Bear Fleck Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Rohrer 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Ross 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Sabatina 
Bishop Gabler Marsico Sainato 
Boback Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Melio Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Millard Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  

RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Vereb, who moves to 
 

suspend the rules for the immediate consideration of 
amendment A04278. 
 On that question of the suspension of the rules, those in favor 
of suspending the rules will vote "aye"; those opposed, "nay."  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–191 
 
Adolph Everett Maher Reichley 
Baker Fabrizio Mahoney Roae 
Barbin Fairchild Major Rock 
Barrar Farry Manderino Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Mann Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Markosek Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Marshall Sabatina 
Beyer Gabler Marsico Sainato 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boback Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyd George McI. Smith Santoni 
Boyle Gerber Melio Saylor 
Bradford Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Brennan Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Briggs Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brooks Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Brown Godshall Millard Siptroth 
Burns Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Buxton Grove Milne Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Smith, S. 
Carroll Haluska Moul Solobay 
Casorio Hanna Mundy Sonney 
Causer Harhai Murphy Staback 
Christiana Harhart Murt Stern 
Civera Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Clymer Harris Myers Sturla 
Cohen Helm O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Conklin Hennessey O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, D. Hess O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Hickernell Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cox Hornaman Oliver Thomas 
Creighton Houghton Parker True 
Cruz Hutchinson Pashinski Turzai 
Daley Johnson Payne Vereb 
Dally Josephs Payton Vitali 
Day Kauffman Peifer Vulakovich 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
DeLuca Keller, W. Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Kessler Phillips Waters 
DePasquale Killion Pickett Watson 
Dermody Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DeWeese Knowles Pyle White 
DiGirolamo Kortz Quigley Williams 
Donatucci Kotik Quinn Youngblood 
Drucker Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Eachus Kula Readshaw  
Ellis Levdansky Reed McCall, 
Evans, D. Longietti Reese    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–4 
 
Cutler Gabig Grell Pallone 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
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 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. VEREB offered the following amendment No. A04278:  
 

Amend Bill, page 195, lines 22 through 25, by striking out "THE 
NUMBER AND NATURE OF DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS" in line 22, 
all of lines 23 and 24 and "(VII)" in line 25 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Vereb.  
 Mr. VEREB. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment strips language from the bill that provided 
for disciplinary actions taken against or complaints made 
against the Pennsylvania State Police. It made that information 
available through normal reporting to the board. This 
amendment simply strips this language out, supported by the 
State Police as well as the Troopers Association and my 
colleague, the chairman of Judiciary, and other leaders.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(TIMOTHY J. SOLOBAY) PRESIDING 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 We support the amendment. Thank you.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reese 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Reichley 
Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Roae 
Barrar Farry Major Rock 
Bear Fleck Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Rohrer 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Ross 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Sabatina 
Bishop Gabler Marsico Sainato 
Boback Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Melio Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Millard Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 

Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended?  
 
 Mr. P. COSTA offered the following amendment  
No. A04267: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 28, by striking out the comma after 
"INTENT" and inserting 

and 
Amend Bill, page 1, line 29, by striking out the comma after 

"DEFINITIONS" and inserting 
; providing for video gaming; further providing 

Amend Bill, page 69, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
Section 2.1.  Title 4 is amended by adding a chapter to read: 

CHAPTER 11A 
VIDEO GAMING 

Sec. 
11A01.  Definitions. 
11A02.  Powers and duties. 
11A03.  Video gaming. 
11A04.  Licensing of manufacturers, distributors and vendors. 
11A05.  Licensed establishment license. 
11A06.  Limitations on licensed establishments. 
11A07.  Central communications system. 
11A08.  Video gaming machine prototype. 
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11A09.  Fees. 
11A10.  Unlawful use by minors. 
11A11.  Inducements prohibited. 
11A12.  Multiple types of licenses prohibited. 
11A13.  Illegal activities. 
11A14.  Establishment of account; distribution of funds. 
11A15.  Preemption of local taxes and license fees. 
11A16.  Exemption from State gaming laws. 
11A17.  Exemption from Federal regulation. 
§ 11A01.  Definitions. 

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

"Account."  The Video Gaming Account. 
"Coin-operated amusement machine."  A machine that requires 

the insertion of a coin, currency or tokens to play or activate a game, 
the outcome of which is primarily determined by the skill of the player. 
The term does not include a video lottery terminal. 

"Distributor."  Any individual, partnership, association or 
corporation, licensed by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board to 
buy, sell, service or distribute video gaming machines. The term does 
not include a machine vendor or a manufacturer. 

"Gaming machine."  A device or machine that has the outcome of 
play primarily determined by chance. The term includes an antique slot 
machine under 18 Pa.C.S. § 5513(c) (relating to gambling devices, 
gambling, etc.) when used for profit. The term shall not include any of 
the following: 

(1)  A coin operated amusement machine. 
(2)  A video lottery terminal that has all of its seals or 

identification plates. 
(3)  Slot machines as defined under 4 Pa.C.S. § 1103 

(relating to definitions). 
(4)  A game of chance under the act of December 19, 

1988 (P.L.1262, No.156), known as the Local Option Small 
Games of Chance Act. 

(5)  Lottery terminals used under the act of August 26, 
1971 (P.L.351, No.91), known as the State Lottery Law. 
"Licensed establishment."  A restaurant, bar, tavern, hotel or club 

that has a valid liquor or malt or brewed beverage license under Article 
IV of the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), known as the Liquor 
Code. 

"Machine vendor."  Any individual, partnership, association or 
corporation that: 

(1)  is licensed by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control 
Board; and 

(2)  owns, services and maintains video gaming machines 
for placement in licensed establishments. 
"Manufacturer."  Any individual, partnership, association or 

corporation that is: 
(1)  licensed by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board; 

and 
(2)  manufactures or assembles video gaming machines. 

"Net profits."  All money put into a video gaming machine minus 
the cash awards paid out to players. 

"State Lottery."  The lottery established and operated under the 
act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, No.91), known as the State Lottery 
Law. 

"Video gaming machine."  A device or machine: 
(1)  that, upon insertion of a coin or currency, will play or 

simulate the play of a video poker, bingo, keno, blackjack or 
other game authorized by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control 
Board; 

(2)  that utilizes a video display and microprocessors; and 
(3)  in which, by the skill of the player or by chance, the 

player may receive free games or credits that may be redeemed 
for cash. 

 
 

§ 11A02.  Powers and duties. 
The board shall regulate and adopt standards for all gaming 

activities in this Commonwealth, including video gaming as authorized 
in this chapter. 
§ 11A03.  Video gaming. 

The board shall provide for video gaming at licensed 
establishments. With the exception of tickets indicating credits won, 
which are redeemable for cash, no machine may directly dispense 
coins, cash, tokens or anything else of value. 
§ 11A04.  Licensing of manufacturers, distributors and vendors. 

(a)  Background investigation; application fee.–The board shall 
conduct a background investigation of an applicant for a 
manufacturer's, distributor's or machine vendor's license as to personal 
and business character, honesty and integrity. An applicant must pay a 
nonrefundable application fee of $5,000. The investigation may utilize 
information on the applicant compiled by the Pennsylvania Liquor 
Control Board. The investigation includes the following: 

(1)  An examination of criminal or civil records. 
(2)  An examination of personal, financial or business 

records. This paragraph includes tax returns, bank accounts, 
business accounts, mortgages and contracts to which the license 
applicant is a party or has an interest. 

(3)  An examination of personal or business relationships 
which: 

(i)  include a partial ownership or voting interest 
in a partnership, association or corporation; and 

(ii)  bear on the fitness of the applicant for 
licensure. 

(b)  Production of information.–An applicant to become a 
licensee must produce information, documentation and assurances as 
required by the board. This subsection includes the following: 

(1)  Each license applicant must: 
(i)  consent in writing to and provide for the 

examination of financial and business accounts, bank 
accounts, tax returns and related records in the 
applicant's possession or under the applicant's control 
that establish by clear and convincing evidence the 
financial stability, integrity and responsibility of the 
license applicant; and 

(ii)  authorize all third parties in possession or 
control of accounts or records under subparagraph (i) to 
allow for their examination as deemed necessary by the 
board in conducting background investigations. 
(2)  Each license applicant must disclose on the 

application form any criminal convictions for offenses graded 
above summary offenses covering the ten-year period 
immediately preceding the filing of the application. The license 
applicant must also include on the application form any 
convictions of the gambling laws of any jurisdiction. 

(3)  If the license applicant has conducted a gaming 
operation in a jurisdiction that permits such activity, the license 
applicant must produce letters of reference from the gaming or 
casino enforcement or control agency that specify the 
experiences of the agency with the license applicant, the license 
applicant's associates and the license applicant's gaming 
operations. If the license applicant is unable to obtain these 
letters within 60 days of the request, the license applicant may 
submit a copy of the letter requesting the information together 
with a statement under oath or affirmation that, during the period 
activities were conducted, the license applicant was in good 
standing with the appropriate gambling or casino enforcement 
control agency. 

(4)  Each license applicant must provide information, 
documentation and assurances as required by the board to 
establish by clear and convincing evidence the license applicant's 
good character, honesty and integrity. Information under this 
 

 



2062 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE OCTOBER 4 

paragraph may relate to family, habits, character, reputation, 
business affairs, financial affairs, business associates, 
professional associates and personal associates, covering the ten-
year period immediately preceding the filing of the application. 
(b.1)  Felony conviction prohibition.–A person that has been 

convicted of a felony within ten years of the date of application shall 
not be issued a license under this chapter. 

(c)  Third-party disclosure.–Each license applicant must accept 
any risk of adverse public notice, embarrassment, criticism, damages or 
financial loss, which may result from disclosure or publication by a 
third party of material or information requested by the board pursuant 
to action on an application. The license applicant expressly must waive 
a claim against the board, executive director or the Commonwealth and 
its employees from damages as a result of disclosure or publication by 
a third party. 

(d)  Hearing upon denial.–A person who is denied a license has 
the right to a hearing before the board in accordance with the 
provisions of 2 Pa.C.S. Chs. 5 Subch. A (relating to practice and 
procedure of Commonwealth agencies) and 7 Subch. A (relating to 
judicial review of Commonwealth agency action). 

(e)  Sole proprietor vendors.–A sole proprietor vendor must 
comply with all of the following: 

(1)  Be a resident of this Commonwealth for at least two 
years prior to application for a license. 

(2)  Be of good moral character and reputation in the 
community. 

(3)  Be at least 18 years of age. 
(4)  Be current in the payment of all taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(5)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to place and service video gaming 
machines. 
(f)  Partnership vendors.–Partnership vendors must comply with 

all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to place and service video gaming 
machines. 

(3)  Have each partner be: 
(i)  of good moral character and reputation in the 

community; 
(ii)  at least 18 years of age; and 
(iii)  a resident of this Commonwealth for at least 

two years prior to application for a license. 
(4)  At all times subsequent to licensing, a majority of the 

partnership ownership interest must be held by residents of this 
Commonwealth. 
(g)  Association and corporate vendors.–Association or corporate 

vendors must comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to place and service video gaming 
machines. 

(3)  Have each shareholder holding more than 10% of the 
stock of a corporation be: 

(i)  of good moral character and reputation in the 
community; 

(ii)   at least 18 years of age; and 
(iii)  a resident of this Commonwealth for at least 

two years prior to application. 

(h)  Sole proprietor distributors.–A sole proprietor distributor 
must comply with all of the following: 

(1)  Be a resident of this Commonwealth for at least one 
year prior to application. 

(2)  Be of good moral character and reputation in the 
community. 

(3)  Be at least 18 years of age. 
(4)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(5)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to sell and service video gaming machines. 
(i)  Partnership distributors.–Partnership distributors must 

comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to sell and service video gaming machines. 

(3)  Have each partner be: 
(i)  of good moral character and reputation in the 

community; 
(ii)  at least 18 years of age; and 
(iii)  a resident of this Commonwealth for at least 

one year prior to application. 
(4)  At all times subsequent to licensing, a majority of the 

partnership ownership interest must be held by residents of this 
Commonwealth. 
(j)  Association and corporate distributors.–Association or 

corporate distributors must comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to sell and service video gaming machines. 

(3)  Have each shareholder holding more than 10% of the 
stock of a corporation be: 

(i)  of good moral character and reputation in the 
community; and 

(ii)  at least 18 years of age. 
(4)  For at least one year immediately prior to 

application, have maintained and operated a coin machine 
distributorship office and sales staff within this Commonwealth. 
This paragraph does not apply to an association distributor. 
(k)  Sole proprietor manufacturers.–A sole proprietor 

manufacturer must comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be of good moral character and reputation in the 

community. 
(2)  Be at least 18 years of age. 
(3)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(4)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to manufacture and sell video gaming 
machines through a licensed distributor. 
(l)  Partnership manufacturers.–Partnership manufacturers must 

comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to manufacture and sell video gaming 
machines through a licensed distributor. 
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(3)  Have each partner be: 
(i)  at least 18 years of age; and 
(ii)  of good moral character and reputation in the 

community. 
(m)  Association and corporate manufacturers.–Association or 

corporate manufacturers must comply with all of the following: 
(1)  Be current in the payment of taxes, interest and 

penalties owed to the Commonwealth and political subdivisions. 
This paragraph excludes items under formal dispute or appeal 
under applicable law. 

(2)  Demonstrate sufficient financial resources to support 
the activities required to manufacture and sell video gaming 
machines through a licensed distributor. 

(3)  Have each shareholder holding more than 10% of the 
stock of the corporation or association be: 

(i)  of good moral character and reputation in the 
community; and 

(ii)  at least 18 years of age. 
(n)  Written agreement.–Each licensed establishment shall have a 

written agreement with a licensed machine vendor for a minimum six-
month term. The agreement shall be approved by the department and 
on file at the licensed establishment. 

(o)  Nonaccessibility to minors.–No video gaming machine may 
be in an area easily accessible to minors. A floor-to-ceiling wall is not 
required, but the area must be secure and easily seen and observed by 
the employees or management of the licensed establishment. 

(p)  Advertising prohibited.–No licensed establishment with a 
video gaming license may advertise gaming in any form, written or 
electronic, nor may its name include the words "casino," "gambling," 
"gaming" or any other term that may be interpreted to advertise 
gaming. 
§ 11A05.  Licensed establishment license. 

The board shall issue a license to any licensed establishment 
upon a showing that its liquor or retail dispenser license is valid and is 
in good standing with the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board. The 
annual fee for a licensed establishment shall be $500 per video gaming 
machine. 
§ 11A06.  Limitations on licensed establishments. 

Licensed establishments shall be subject to the following 
limitations: 

(1)  No licensed establishment may have more than five 
video gaming machines. A licensed establishment which requests 
a video gaming machine must receive one machine before any 
other licensed establishment receives second or subsequent 
machines. 

(2)  No applicant may hold more than one type of license 
authorized by this chapter. 

(3)  Each licensee is responsible for payment of its 
license fee. Payment of the fee by a person, partnership or 
corporation other than the licensee is prohibited. 

§ 11A07.  Central communications system. 
The board shall establish and procure a central communications 

system capable of monitoring and communicating with each licensed 
video gaming machine. The board may, by agreement between the 
board and the Pennsylvania State Lottery, utilize the central 
communications system utilized by the State Lottery. All licensed video 
gaming machines must be linked to the central communications system 
either at the board or, by agreement between the board and the 
Pennsylvania State Lottery, at the Pennsylvania State Lottery. 
§ 11A08.  Video gaming machine prototype. 

The board shall develop a prototype video gaming machine that 
includes hardware and software specifications. These specifications 
shall include: 

(1)  All machines must have the ability to interact with 
the central communications system. 

(2)  Unremovable identification plates shall appear on the 
exterior of the machine containing the name of the manufacturer 
and the serial and model number of the machine. 

(3)  Rules of play shall be displayed on the machine face 
or screen as promulgated by the board. 

(4)  A video gaming machine may not directly dispense 
coins, cash, tokens or any other article of exchange or value 
except for tickets. Such tickets shall be dispensed by pressing the 
ticket dispensing button on the machine at the end of one's turn 
or play. The ticket shall indicate the total amount of credits and 
the cash award, and the player shall turn in this ticket to the 
appropriate person at the licensed establishment to receive the 
cash award. The cost of the credit shall be $.25, and the number 
of credits played per game shall not exceed ten. 

(5)  No cash award for any individual game may exceed 
$1,000. 

(6)  All video gaming machines must be designed and 
manufactured with total accountability, to include gross proceeds, 
net profits, winning percentages and any other information the 
board requires. 

(7)  Each machine shall pay out a minimum of 80% of 
the amount wagered. 

§ 11A09.  Fees. 
(a)  Vendors license and fee.–The annual fee for a machine 

vendors license shall be $25,000 for the first 50 video gaming 
machines and an additional $500 per video gaming machine license in 
excess of 50. A machine vendor license permits the vendor to sell video 
gaming machines to another licensed machine vendor or licensed 
distributor. 

(b)  Distributor's license fee.–The annual fee for a distributor's 
license shall be $25,000. 

(c)  Manufacturer's license fee.–The annual fee for a 
manufacturer's license shall be $25,000. 
§ 11A10.  Unlawful use by minors. 

(a)  Minors.–No individual under 21 years of age may use or play 
a video gaming machine. An individual who violates this subsection 
commits a summary offense. 

(b)  Licensees.– 
(1)  A licensed establishment may not, regardless of 

knowledge or intent, permit an individual under 21 years of age 
to play or use a video gaming machine. 

(2)  A licensed establishment that violates this subsection 
commits a misdemeanor of the second degree. 

§ 11A11.  Inducements prohibited. 
(a)  General rule.–A video gaming machine owner may not offer 

or give any type of inducement or incentive to a licensed establishment 
to secure a machine placement agreement. 

(b)  Definition.–As used in this section, the term "inducement" or 
"incentive" means consideration from a licensed machine vendor to a 
licensed establishment owner as an enticement to solicit or maintain the 
licensed establishment owner's business. The term includes cash, gifts, 
loans and prepayment of commissions. 
§ 11A12.  Multiple types of licenses prohibited. 

(a)  Manufacturer's restriction.–A manufacturer may not be 
licensed as a machine vendor or own, manage or control a licensed 
establishment and shall be licensed only to sell to licensed distributors. 

(b)  Distributor's restriction.–A licensed machine distributor may 
not be licensed as a machine vendor or own, manage or control a 
licensed establishment and shall only contract with licensed machine 
vendors. 

(c)  Vendor's restriction.–A machine vendor may not be licensed 
as a manufacturer or distributor or own, manage or control a licensed 
establishment and shall be licensed only to contract with licensed 
distributors and licensed establishments. This shall not prohibit a 
licensed vendor from selling used equipment to another licensed 
vendor. 

(d)  Establishment owner restriction.–An owner of a licensed 
establishment may not be licensed as a manufacturer, distributor or 
vendor and shall only contract with a machine vendor to place and 
service equipment. 
§ 11A13.  Illegal activities. 
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A person may not sell, distribute, service, own, operate or place 
on location a video gaming machine unless the person is licensed 
pursuant to this chapter and is in compliance with all requirements of 
this chapter. 
§ 11A14.  Establishment of account; distribution of funds. 

(a)  Video Gaming Account.–There is established a separate 
account in the State Treasury to be known as the Video Gaming 
Account. Fees and fines under this chapter and the portion of net 
profits under subsection (b)(2)(iii) and (iv) shall be deposited in the 
account. 

(b)  Distribution of net profits.– 
(1)  Net profits shall be calculated by subtracting cash 

awards from the total consideration played on the machine. 
(2)  The net profits from each video gaming machine 

shall be distributed in the following manner: 
(i)  30% to the licensed establishment. 
(ii)  30% to the licensed vendor. 
(iii)  30% to the account. 
(iv)  10% to the account to be returned to the 

municipality in which the video gaming machine is 
located. 

(c)  Board funding.–The board shall derive all funding for its 
operations related to the establishment, enforcement and operation of 
video gaming from the account. 

(d)  Payments to municipalities.–In addition to the funds 
distributed under subsection (b)(2)(iv) the following shall apply: 

(1)  The board shall pay each municipality from the 
account $1,000 per licensed machine located in the municipality 
to each municipality. 

(2)  The board may provide grants to municipalities for 
the purpose of defraying the costs of local enforcement of the 
provisions of this chapter, including enforcement activities 
related to operation and use of illegal gaming devices. The total 
of annual grants under this paragraph shall not exceed 1% of the 
annual revenue of the account. 
(e)  Funds maintained in account.–An annual minimum balance 

of $2,000,000 shall be maintained in the account. Money in excess of 
this amount at the end of each fiscal year shall be distributed to the 
General Fund. 

(f)  Funding for compulsive gambling programs.–The board shall 
allocate from the account at least $1,000,000 annually for the purpose 
of treating compulsive gambling in this Commonwealth. 
Approximately $500,000 shall be earmarked for treatment and the 
remainder directed toward prevention, education, training, research and 
intervention. 

(g)  Continuous appropriation.–The money in the account is 
continuously appropriated to the account and shall not lapse at the end 
of any fiscal year. 
§ 11A15.  Preemption of local taxes and license fees. 

(a)  Statutes.–Video gaming machines shall be exempt from taxes 
levied under the following: 

(1)  The act of August 5, 1932 (Sp.Sess., P.L.45, No.45), 
referred to as the Sterling Act. 

(2)  The act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, No.511), 
know as The Local Tax Enabling Act. 

(3)  53 Pa.C.S. Pt.III Subpt. E (relating to home rule and 
optional plan government). 

(4)  Any statute that confers taxing authority to a political 
subdivision. 
(b)  Licensing fees.– 

(1)  Video gaming machines are exempt from local 
licensing fees. 

(2)  Local licensing fees imposed on all other coin-
operated amusement machines shall not exceed $150. 

 
 
 
 

§ 11A16.  Exemption from State gaming laws. 
Video gaming machines authorized under this chapter and their 

use as authorized under this chapter are exempt from 18 Pa.C.S. § 5513 
(relating to gambling devices, gambling, etc.). 
§ 11A17.  Exemption from Federal regulation. 

The General Assembly declares that the Commonwealth is 
exempt from section 2 of the Gambling Devices Transportation Act (64 
Stat. 1134, 15 U.S.C. § 1172). Shipments of approved video gaming 
machines into this Commonwealth in compliance with sections 3 and 4 
of the Gambling Devices Transportation Act (64 Stat. 1134, 15 U.S.C. 
§§ 1173 and 1174) shall be deemed legal shipments into this 
Commonwealth. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Costa. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank you for 
calling up my amendment.  
 I am happy for my buddy from Montgomery County that he 
just passed two amendments in a row. I hope we keep this 
rolling. Let us do a three-peat, please.  
 What this bill does, this allows video gaming in bars and 
taverns and establishments that basically have a liquor license in 
our Commonwealth. This is different from what the Governor 
proposed. My proposal is that the money be divided between 
the tavern owners, independent vendors, so it does not have to 
be one, it could be several of them, and also the Commonwealth 
would get a cut, and then host municipalities.  
 The Commonwealth's cut, if we keep pace with other States 
that also have video gaming, could be as much as $500 million 
a year. That is $500 million of recurring revenue every year for 
our Commonwealth. That is the common theme I have heard 
from both the Appropriations chair in our House and over in the 
Senate, that we need recurring revenue. Well, there it is for us to 
grab. It is an industry that I believe is ripe, and I believe that 
most people are in favor of charging this tax for video gaming, 
and I hope I can count on all your support. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Schroder from Chester County. The 
Chair recognizes Representative Schroder.  
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, everyone should pay close attention, because 
this is a major amendment and really quite a departure from 
what the bill seeks to do. This would bring video poker, as  
I understand what the maker of the amendment offered, this 
would bring video poker to our bars and taverns in the 
Commonwealth. 
 Mr. Speaker, video poker has been called, not by myself, not 
by the gentleman from Bucks County or other people in this 
room, but it has been called the crack cocaine of gambling. And 
it is called the crack—   Hey, I am not the expert who coined  
the term. I am not the one who wrote the papers and did  
the research, but it is all out there. And had I known this 
amendment was coming at this late hour, believe you me,  
I would have them in front of me to quote at large and at  
length on.  
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 But, Mr. Speaker, talk about an expansion of gambling, at 
least with what is being proposed here tonight with table games, 
it is confined to the existing casinos and those that are still 
projected to be built. It is still an expansion of gambling, but 
one could argue a limited expansion. This video poker proposal 
will put video poker machines into neighborhood corner bars 
and taverns, private clubs. In other words, this gambling will be 
coming to your neighborhood, to your community, whether 
people want it or not. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, while it is apparently true from hearings 
that we have had in the Gaming Oversight Committee on this 
issue that video poker is prevalent in some areas of the State 
because law enforcement and communities have chosen to look 
the other way and not enforce the laws that clearly prohibit this 
type of activity that is on the books, that is not the case in all 
corners of our Commonwealth, and indeed, they are 
concentrated in certain areas of the Commonwealth but not all 
areas and not other areas.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, a number of other things that we need to 
consider, the casino industry in Pennsylvania right now is 
poised to pounce on this issue should it pass into law, and I have 
had lobbyists and representatives from that industry tell me in 
no limited or uncertain terms that they will sue to get their  
$50 million license fee back from the Commonwealth should 
this go into law. So not only do we have a major expansion of 
the most addictive form of gambling that is out there coming to 
your neighborhood, you are going to have a huge disruption and 
a tremendous amount of litigation over the issue of refunding 
the licensing fees. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment is so disruptive to the process 
and so disruptive from what is trying to be accomplished here 
that I really need to urge all members to vote "no." Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the Representative 
from Fayette County, Mr. Mahoney.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Would the maker of the amendment rise for interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. Mr. Speaker, is it your intent on this 
amendment to legalize video poker that has been in our  
ma-and-pa taverns and our veterans halls for 25 years?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Yes. Anyone who has a liquor license right 
now would be eligible. 
 And it is my understanding and my belief, I have been to 
several bars, I have worked in some, and I have seen these video 
games. You know, we can all look the other way and pretend 
that it does not exist, but I believe that this is an opportunity. 
 I liken it to back a long time ago when I was a little kid that 
people used to run numbers off the stock exchange, and the 
State turned around and took it over and made the lottery 
system out of it. And because we took over the lottery, we have 
benefits for our State – we have rent rebate programs, we have 
property tax rebate programs, we have PACE (Pharmaceutical 
Assistance Contract for the Elderly), PACENET 
(Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly Needs 
Enhancement Tier), all these great things that came out of an 
illegal activity that everyone looked the other way and the State 
finally took it over and legalized it, and now the citizens of our 
Commonwealth are benefiting from it. 
 
 

 I am trying to do the same thing with this. I want our citizens 
to benefit. It is up to $500 million of revenue that is sitting out 
there, that everyone looks, I believe, looks the other way, and  
I think this is a golden opportunity that when we are hurting, 
this gives us a chance to help our budget.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. Mr. Speaker, can you tell me what you 
think the local community will benefit in revenue?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Well, the breakdown, if we are consistent 
with other States in other areas, the breakdown is the host 
municipality would get 10 percent of the money generated, the 
net money generated. And in addition to the fees that they can 
charge for the machines, it is close to $200 million a year 
annually.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. So we are talking about $750,000 annually 
a year of new revenue for the State?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Correct, $500 million— 
 Mr. MAHONEY. And the local governments?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Correct; $500 million for the State,  
$200 million spread out through all the municipalities.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. In your opinion, do you think these video 
poker machines have been helping the veterans for the last  
25 years pay their bills, where they can help veterans form?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Veterans, volunteer fire departments, just 
small businesses that rely on it; yes.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Thank you.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. On the bill, Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed.  
 Mr. MAHONEY. The maker of this amendment is right. It 
has been 25 years that the State of Pennsylvania has been 
looking the other way on this revenue that we desperately need, 
and I think it is time for us to look at this and legalize it and 
benefit from it. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Conklin from Centre County.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 May I ask the maker of the amendment just a couple quick 
questions? If we could have the maker of the amendment for 
just a couple quick questions?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Where is he coming from? Oh, I could not 
find you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees, and you 
may proceed.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. I just have a couple quick questions.  
 To stay on the theme that our other good friend had, again, 
just explain to me again, these are the same machines that 
volunteer fire companies – volunteer fire companies – are using 
today. These are the same machines that our veterans 
organizations are having today. These are the exact same 
machines. Is there any difference between these machines than 
these people that served our country that have these clubs? 
 And by the way, and this is where this is going, Mr. Speaker, 
since these are the same machines, is it up to the clubs 
themselves to decide whether these machines are put in, or is 
your amendment going to force them to have these machines?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Well, let me answer the first part first. The 
machines basically will be the same. The only difference now 
is, right now, there are individual machines that are like an 
island. If we are successful and this does become law, the 
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machine will be wired into the Commonwealth similar to a 
lottery machine today. If you go to a convenience store to buy a 
lottery ticket, the State knows right away how much money was 
spent. This would be exactly the same setup. It would be wired 
in that we would be able to keep track. You drop a quarter in, 
we know that there is a quarter in the machine.  
 To answer the second part of the question, are we forcing 
people to do this? Absolutely not. This is voluntary. As a matter 
of fact, in other States, the trend is about 85 percent of the 
eligible licenses actually participate in video gaming, and 
obviously 15 percent choose not to, and it is up to their free will 
whether they would like to do it or not. We are giving them an 
opportunity to legalize a business.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. My second question for the maker of the 
amendment, today presently, when the gambling bill was passed 
a few years ago, we had a sole vendor for these machines. Are 
we going to give one entity total control on these machines? Or 
are the local small mom-and-pop shops, these guys that work 
with maybe themselves or two or three employees and hire the 
local people, will they be able to participate, or is this going to 
be just like the last bill, through one large vendor is the only one 
that will be able to set the price and distribute these machines?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, my intent is to help small 
business owners, tavern owners, and volunteer fire departments 
and VFWs and whatnot, and I would also like to help out 
vendors, and how we are able to do that is it is open. We can 
have 1, 50, 2,000, whatever the market bears. We are not going 
to determine that. This bill allows businesses to determine the 
way they want to handle things. So there could be as many as 
thousands or there could be as many as one.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. One last question. 
 Earlier this year in Appropriations hearings, the State Police 
sat in front of us and they asked us if we would please make 
these machines so they can track them, legalize them so they 
could take man-hours that they could be catching criminals, 
man-hours that they could be, you know, coming down on 
crime, patrolling our highways, patrolling our streets, helping 
those rural areas, those city areas. Is this what they were talking 
about? Are these the machines that they were talking about?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I would assume that is what they were 
talking about. I cannot speak for the State Police.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. Thank you.  
 Just on the amendment, Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. As someone that does not gamble, I find 
gambling is a total waste of time and a waste of money, but we 
are blessed in this country to live in a free country, where a lot 
of times we sit back and we want to dictate what we feel is best. 
And if I could, I know we would be a singular nation. I know 
some people would want to do that. We should not allow that to 
happen. I know we would have one religion. Some people, like 
myself, do not believe that should happen. But I also believe in 
free will, and I believe our forefathers gave us that opportunity 
to set forth.  
 In light of when you see this amendment, of all the things we 
do – the State Police are asking for this, our veterans are asking 
for this, our volunteers are asking for this, and it is a matter of 
free will – for that reason I will be supporting this amendment. 
Although I may never put a dime or a quarter and a dollar in one 
 
 

of these machines, and I would actually ask people not to,  
I think this is a good way to support and give us an opportunity.  
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the Representative 
from Bucks County, Representative Clymer.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wonder if the maker of the amendment would stand for 
interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman says he will. 
You may proceed. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. Well, it depends on what he wants to ask.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you.  
 Mr. Speaker, how many licensed establishments would 
qualify for these video poker machines?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I believe it is 15,000 are eligible, but again, 
they are not all—  In other States, roughly about 85 percent of 
eligible licenses have taken advantage of this.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Okay. So we are talking of 12,000 licensed 
establishments at 5 machines. That is 60,000 video poker 
machines. Is that correct, approximately?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Although I am an accounting major, I cannot 
think off the top of my head.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Okay. Mr. Speaker, we have 61,000 slot 
machines that have been legalized in Act 71. Now we have a 
potential of somewhere between 55,000 and 60,000 video poker 
machines, as the chairman here just described as a very 
dangerous type of gambling.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Excuse me. Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I want to continue.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 It is getting a little noisy, folks.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I am having trouble hearing. I apologize.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 The House will come to order, please. The House will come 
to order.  
 The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, may proceed.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you.  
 What is the legal age of a person to sell these video poker 
machines? How old must they be?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. To sell the machine? 
 Mr. CLYMER. Yes. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. You mean a vendor?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Yes. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. I believe it is 18.  
 Mr. CLYMER. 18. That is quite interesting. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the legislation we have before us, we have a 
lifetime ban against a felony, anyone who had committed a 
felony cannot be involved in the casino gaming operation. What 
is the similar lifetime or what is the felony that a person has to 
have in order to be prohibited from being involved in the video 
poker machines and establishment?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I do not know what the penalties are.  
I would assume that the Gaming Oversight would handle 
penalties.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I think I saw in the amendment, 
which we just looked at a few minutes ago, 10 years. So in  
10 years, that means there are going to be many people who 
have had felonies that can be involved in the ownership of these 
video poker machines of having an establishment.  
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 And you say that it is $50 million that is going to be raised? 
Or $500 million— 
 Mr. P. COSTA. Again, I apologize. I am having a lot of 
trouble hearing you.  
 Mr. CLYMER. $500 million is going to be raised? Is that 
correct?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. If we keep on par with what other States are 
doing, the Commonwealth's share would be $500 million, the 
local municipalities' share would be $200 million, if you include 
the licensing fee, yes.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, that concludes my 
interrogation. I would like to speak on the amendment.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I am absolutely dumbfounded 
that at this hour of the night, on this Sunday, it is almost like 
déjà vu all over again. 
 Sunday, July 4, 2004— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield. The 
gentleman will yield.  
 Please take your conversations to the outer room. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you. —that we are doing, we are 
considering major legislation that is going to have a ruinous 
impact on the families and on the lives of our fellow 
Pennsylvanians.  
 Mr. Speaker, we just had a debate saying that $50 million for 
a table license was far too much for these casinos to pay, and 
yet there is going to be $500 million that is going to be taken 
out of the working public that is going to go to these video 
poker establishments. I do not think that is a doable number. If 
it is a doable number, I say that it is going to have a very 
negative impact on the State lottery, and we heard discussion 
earlier in the evening about that whole issue. On the local bingo, 
how can they survive if we are going to drive all this money 
into these video poker machine establishments? 
 And, Mr. Speaker, years ago those one-armed bandits were 
prohibited in many fraternal and veterans organizations because 
people were putting their paychecks in there and losing money 
that they could ill afford to lose, and now we are repeating the 
process. We have not learned from history.  
 Mr. Speaker, this is just a bad bill. It is a piece of legislation 
that is not going to be productive. It is geared in such a way that 
we are going to have more addiction, more social problems, and 
the money, well, I am telling you, it is not going to be all that 
that has been claimed. 
 I see us moving, Mr. Speaker, if we even consider this and 
pass it, we are going to be the new Las Vegas East. That is 
where we are going to go. We are going to surpass Las Vegas, 
and I think we are selling our birthright for something that we 
should not be doing, and I oppose this amendment.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Cumberland County, 
Representative Gabig.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Before I kick off, I wanted to know – yeah, I am going to 
kick off – I thought I heard the—  7-nothing? It must be a good 
game. I thought I heard the majority leader say would 
everybody withdraw these amendments, but I guess we are not 
going to withdraw this amendment, this very germane 
amendment, on a gambling reform bill. This is gambling reform 
Democrat style. Here we go. Unbelievable.  

 Now, I sit on this Gaming Oversight Committee, and I have 
been here all session, and there was a similar bill that was put 
together. We had hearings all over the State. The chairman of 
the committee did a great job bringing people in from all over 
the place. It was supported by the administration. The Secretary 
of Revenue came in and testified about it. We had people from 
the gaming industry come in and tell us that they had some real 
concerns that the machines were very close to what they called 
slot machines, and that the license that they purchase for  
$50 million a pop said that we were not as a legislature allowed 
to give out slot machines, gaming machines, poker machines, 
video machines, to other people in violation of that, and if we 
did, they are going to come back and get that $50 million a pop. 
I think it is, I do not know how many, hundreds of millions of 
dollars. Add it up.  
 So I guess I just want to know, I have been hearing you 
cannot run this amendment and you cannot do this, which is 
actual reform measures, because we are on the 90-some day of a 
budget and we have this deal. I keep hearing about a deal. So  
I guess I would ask the maker of the amendment, is this part of 
the budget deal? Is this part of the budget deal? Would he stand 
for interrogation to answer that?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, 
Representative Costa, stand for interrogation?  
 Mr. GABIG. I know he is busy. I mean, there is not much 
going on. It is only affecting the citizens of Pennsylvania— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I apologize. I was not paying attention. What 
did he say?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 Mr. GABIG. It is only your amendment.  
 Will he stand for interrogation or not, I guess would be the 
question on the floor.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 Would you restate your question to the gentleman,  
Mr. Costa? 
 Mr. GABIG. Is this amendment part of the budget deal 
reached by the three caucuses and the Governor?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. First of all, start the clock. There you go. 
Okay.  
 Do I know, is it part of a deal? First of all, I am not on the 
conference committee; I am not on the Appropriations 
Committee; I am not on the Gaming Oversight Board. I am not 
aware of any deal about anything. I am trying to introduce a bill 
that I tried back in 2004 when we initially did the gaming to 
help out our small business owners, help out our vendors, help 
out our volunteer organizations. I know nothing about any deal 
that anyone made about anything. I saw in the newspaper that 
there were deals about a budget, but apparently that is not true, 
so.  
 Mr. GABIG. Is it within the framework of the deal? Ninety 
percent of the deal, say? Is it some kind of evolving deal? Is this 
part of—  We are talking about $500 million, a budget for 
Pennsylvania. Is it part of the deal or not part of the deal? Just 
answer the question straight. Yes or no, Mr. Speaker?  
 Mr. P. COSTA. I have made no deal with anybody. I do not 
know anything about any deal.  
 Mr. GABIG. All right.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield. 
 The House will come to order. The House will come to 
order. Will the members please take your seats.  
 Mr. GABIG. All right. 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield. The 
gentleman will yield. 
 Members, please take your seats. Sergeants at Arms, will 
you— 
 The gentleman, Mr. Gabig, may continue.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Before I—  And maybe I will talk to somebody that might 
know what is in the deal or not deal or whatever. Does the 
administration, does the Governor— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield.  
 Are you finished with your interrogation? Is this comments?  
 Mr. GABIG. No. I want to ask one more question of the 
gentleman from Pittsburgh.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. He is a Steelers fan, I understand. He is making 
us miss the game because he wants to debate video poker when 
we are supposed to be doing reform.  
 But anyway, does the Governor support your amendment, 
Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. P. COSTA. I am not aware of it. I do know that the 
Governor did support a video poker concept that took the 
money and did it for higher education. And that is all well and 
good, but my intention was to split the money and put our share, 
to put it into the General Fund so we can do what we choose to 
do, we as the legislature. If we want to reduce property taxes, 
we will use it for that. This year, if we need it to plug a hole in 
our budget, we will use it for that. We have the option to do 
what we choose to do with it. The Governor's bill only gave it to 
higher education. If we want to give it to higher education, we 
should be the ones to make the decision.  
 So as far as that goes, the Governor and I are not on the same 
page with that.  
 Mr. GABIG. That is good. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. I have never asked their office where they 
stand on this issue because I want to make sure I get it through 
the House before I take the next step.  
 Mr. GABIG. Good. All right. 
 Well, there was a bill in here that we spent, as I said, months 
and months going over. I think it was Chairman Santoni's bill. 
Does he support your bill or his bill? I would wonder, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. P. COSTA. You will have to ask the chairman. I respect 
the chairman— 
 Mr. GABIG. You have not talked to him either. All right.  
I appreciate that.  
 On the amendment about reforming gaming here in 
Pennsylvania.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed.  
 Mr. GABIG. Unbelievable.  
 Mr. Speaker, I went to Duquesne Law School in that great 
city of Pittsburgh, on the bluff, and I had some great teachers at 
that school. They taught me what was legal and not legal. They 
taught me rules and regulations. They taught me how to follow 
rules and regulations. And there was something called 
germaneness – germaneness – when you are dealing with 
parliamentary procedures. And it seems to this humble,  
small-town lawyer from central Pennsylvania that did have that 
great education in Pittsburgh that this amendment is not 
 
 

germane, this amendment about video poker expansion in 
Pennsylvania is not germane, to reforming gaming in 
Pennsylvania. It is not germane.  

GERMANENESS QUESTIONED 

 Mr. GABIG. So I would make a motion on that to say that 
this amendment is out of order, and I do not want to sit here for 
more hours and hours missing a Steelers game to debate this.  
I would ask my colleagues to support me to say that this is not 
germane. We can do it some other time, some other date. After 
the budget is over, we can talk about this.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr. Gabig, 
challenging the germaneness of this particular amendment?  
 Mr. GABIG. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. Yes.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 The gentleman, Representative Gabig, raises the point of 
order that amendment No. 4267 to SB 711 is not germane. 
 The Speaker, under rule 27, is required to submit the 
question of germaneness of an amendment to the House for 
decision.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amendment?  
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the point of order, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Representative Gabig.  
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 You know, I do not mean to make light of this, although it is 
getting a little late here.  
 This is a major policy issue, a major, big policy issue, the 
expansion of video poker. But I do not think it is germane to 
what we are doing tonight, and I would just like to have the 
debate some other time on this issue. So I do not think it is 
germane, Mr. Speaker.  
 I would ask the Chair to clarify the vote. Some of my 
colleagues have asked me if the Speaker could clarify the vote.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the question of germaneness, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Santoni from Berks County.  
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 It pains me deeply to do this, because there is nobody that 
has worked harder or longer on this issue this session than  
I have, but I concur with the gentleman from Cumberland and  
I am going to ask the members to vote that it is not germane to 
the bill that we are debating tonight.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the question of germaneness, I call on the gentleman 
from Allegheny County, Representative Costa.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I have to say I am disappointed by the chairman's comments. 
But my argument is, I thought this was a two-part bill, one 
dealing with the expanding of gaming and reform, and also 
dealing with the budget, hence the 5-minute clock. So according 
to those rules, I believe that I am within the right, and I would 
hope that I can get a vote to say that it is germane. 
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 And if the Speaker could please clarify what vote I would 
like people to make? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. We will do that before the vote. 
 Does anyone else wish to speak on the bill? 
 The gentleman from Dauphin County, Representative 
Buxton.  
 Mr. BUXTON. On the motion, Mr. Speaker, I rise to support 
the gentleman from Allegheny County and ask my colleagues to 
vote that this is germane.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria County, 
Representative Barbin.  
 Mr. BARBIN. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 I rise to support the gentleman from Allegheny on the matter 
of germaneness. There are two parts to this bill. This bill came 
from the Senate as a reform bill. It was amended in committee 
and in Rules to provide that there was a second part of the bill 
that would help fund the budget debate, which is now in the 
96th day. 
 While you may be against table games or you may be against 
video poker, the fact of the matter is, both of the second parts, 
whether you take the amendment from the video poker or 
whether you take table games, will fill the budget need that we 
have at this moment.  
 So I would support a "no" vote. This motion to be denied on 
germaneness is not applicable. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Point of parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Your inquiry. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Earlier in the day, Mr. Speaker, we were 
told that the 5-minute clock was advisory rather than binding. Is 
that still the case? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On germaneness, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Costa. 
 Mr. D. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I, too, rise. I believe this is germane and I rise in support of 
my colleague from Allegheny County, the other Costa.  
Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–94 
 
Barbin DeWeese Kotik Sainato 
Barrar Donatucci Kula Samuelson 
Belfanti Ellis Levdansky Scavello 
Benninghoff Everett Mahoney Seip 
Beyer Fabrizio Mann Siptroth 
Bishop Farry Markosek Smith, K. 
Brennan Frankel Matzie Smith, M. 
Brown Freeman Melio Solobay 
Burns Gergely Metcalfe Staback 

Buxton Gibbons Mirabito Sturla 
Caltagirone Goodman Murphy Taylor, J. 
Carroll Grucela Myers Thomas 
Casorio Haluska O'Neill Walko 
Civera Hanna Oliver Wansacz 
Conklin Harhai Pallone Waters 
Costa, D. Harhart Parker Watson 
Costa, P. Harkins Payton Wheatley 
Cruz Harris Perzel White 
Daley Hornaman Petrarca Williams 
Dally Johnson Preston Youngblood 
Day Kessler Quinn Yudichak 
DeLuca Killion Readshaw  
DePasquale Kirkland Reichley McCall, 
Dermody Kortz Sabatina    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–101 
 
Adolph Gabler Manderino Rapp 
Baker Galloway Marshall Reed 
Bear Geist Marsico Reese 
Boback George McGeehan Roae 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Rock 
Boyle Gillespie Mensch Roebuck 
Bradford Gingrich Metzgar Rohrer 
Briggs Godshall Micozzie Ross 
Brooks Grell Millard Santarsiero 
Causer Grove Miller Santoni 
Christiana Helm Milne Saylor 
Clymer Hennessey Moul Schroder 
Cohen Hess Mundy Shapiro 
Cox Hickernell Murt Smith, S. 
Creighton Houghton Mustio Sonney 
Cutler Hutchinson O'Brien, D. Stern 
Delozier Josephs O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Denlinger Kauffman Oberlander Swanger 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Pashinski Tallman 
Drucker Keller, W. Payne Taylor, R. 
Eachus Knowles Peifer True 
Evans, D. Krieger Phillips Turzai 
Evans, J. Longietti Pickett Vereb 
Fairchild Maher Pyle Vitali 
Fleck Major Quigley Vulakovich 
Gabig    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was declared not germane. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN offered the following amendment  
No. A04260: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 23, by inserting after "TRUSTEE" 
 and for additional table game assessment 

Amend Bill, page 156, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
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§ 1363A.  Additional table game assessment. 
Amend Bill, page 159, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 

§ 1363A.  Additional table game assessment. 
(a)  Additional assessment.–An assessment in an amount equal to 

1% of the daily gross table game revenue from each certificate holder 
shall be paid by each certificate holder, deposited in the State Gaming 
Fund and quarterly distributed to the county hosting the certificate 
holder in accordance with section 1403(c)(2), except when the 
certificate holder is located in a county of the first class in which case 
the amount shall be deposited in an escrow account established by an 
advisory committee organized and overseen by the board and 
distributed pursuant to subsection (b). 

(b)  Distributions from first class county escrow account.–The 
advisory committee shall adopt and file with the board procedures for 
distributions from an escrow account established for a first class county 
under subsection (a). All funds in an escrow account shall be 
distributed only to nonprofit organizations, and no funds may be 
distributed out of the county of the first class. No less than 70% of 
funds in the escrow account shall be distributed to nonprofit 
organizations for the benefit of the immediate vicinity of the licensed 
facility. The advisory committee shall submit a biannual report to the 
board on the distribution of funds from the escrow account. 

(c)  Advisory committee.–An advisory committee for an escrow 
account established for a first class county under subsection (a) shall be 
comprised of the following members: 

(1)  Two designees of the State Senator in whose district 
the licensed facility is located. 

(2)  Two designees of the State Representative in whose 
district the licensed facility is located. 

(3)  One designee of the municipal government. 
(4)  One designee of the municipal council. 
(5)  One designee of the licensed facility. 

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. MAHER 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Maher, 
state your point of order. 
 Mr. MAHER. Actually, Mr. Speaker, I just had a point of 
information that on its second possession, the Steelers have now 
scored their second touchdown. But I know that those who are 
working here today for the greater good of the Commonwealth 
are not able to enjoy that, and I salute you all for your 
commitment to being in this chamber. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 711 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative O'Brien. 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to offer amendment 4260. Under Act 71, there was a 
local share enacted, a 4-percent local share. The expansion of 
table games fails to deal with a local share of the revenues. This 
amendment imposes a 1-percent local share for all the local 
municipalities and counties. Also, there is a provision in there 
dealing with the Philadelphia casinos, because of their 
proximity to residential areas, to have a portion of the city of 
Philadelphia's funding to go to nonprofits in the adjacent 
neighborhoods. 
 I would ask for an affirmative vote. 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes Representative 
Schroder from Chester County. The Chair rescinds. 
 The Chair recognizes, on the amendment, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I stand to oppose the O'Brien amendment 4260. Again, we 
are looking at a budget impasse and the tax raid and the license 
fee utilized to help fill that hole and get us through this very 
difficult time, and anything that changes that really jeopardizes 
that dynamic. So I ask you to vote "no." I ask my colleagues to 
vote against the amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Against, vote "no." 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Would the maker of the amendment stand 
for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to. You 
may proceed. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Mr. Speaker, the 1-percent share, local 
share of the table games that you described, is that for the city 
of Philadelphia only or is that 1 percent for every municipality 
in the State that would be hosting a casino? 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That is for every host county. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. And, Mr. Speaker, where will the  
1 percent come from? Will it be in addition to the 34-percent tax 
that is imposed or will it be part of that? 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, it will be an additional  
1 percent. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr. Schroder, 
completed with his— 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Could we just have a moment, 
Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come back to order. 
 The Chair recognizes Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, after careful consideration and deliberation 
down here at the podium, I am now prepared to offer my 
support for the amendment. Thank you. 
 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: 
 
 YEAS–147 
 
Adolph Eachus Killion Reese 
Baker Evans, D. Kirkland Reichley 
Barbin Evans, J. Krieger Rock 
Barrar Everett Kula Roebuck 
Bear Fabrizio Maher Ross 
Benninghoff Fairchild Mahoney Sabatina 
Beyer Farry Major Sainato 
Bishop Fleck Manderino Samuelson 
Boyd Frankel Mann Santarsiero 
Boyle Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bradford Gabig Marshall Schroder 
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Brennan Gabler McGeehan Shapiro 
Briggs Galloway Melio Siptroth 
Brown Geist Mensch Smith, K. 
Carroll Gerber Micozzie Smith, M. 
Christiana Gibbons Miller Smith, S. 
Civera Gillespie Mirabito Solobay 
Clymer Gingrich Moul Sonney 
Cohen Godshall Murt Stern 
Conklin Grell Mustio Swanger 
Costa, D. Grove Myers Tallman 
Costa, P. Grucela O'Brien, D. Taylor, J. 
Cox Hanna O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Cruz Harhart O'Neill Thomas 
Cutler Harkins Oliver True 
Daley Helm Parker Turzai 
Dally Hennessey Payne Vereb 
Day Hess Payton Vitali 
Delozier Hickernell Peifer Vulakovich 
DeLuca Hornaman Perzel Walko 
Denlinger Houghton Phillips Waters 
DePasquale Johnson Pickett Watson 
Dermody Josephs Pyle White 
DeWeese Kauffman Quigley Williams 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Quinn Youngblood 
Donatucci Keller, W. Readshaw Yudichak 
Drucker Kessler Reed  
 
 NAYS–48 
 
Belfanti Haluska Metzgar Rohrer 
Boback Harhai Millard Santoni 
Brooks Harris Milne Saylor 
Burns Hutchinson Mundy Seip 
Buxton Knowles Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone Kortz Oberlander Stevenson 
Casorio Kotik Pallone Sturla 
Causer Levdansky Pashinski Wansacz 
Creighton Longietti Petrarca Wheatley 
Ellis Marsico Preston  
George Matzie Rapp McCall, 
Gergely McI. Smith Roae    Speaker 
Goodman Metcalfe   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative DiGirolamo. If 
you could make us aware of what amendments. 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have two amendments drafted, which I would like to 
withdraw and ask for suspension of the rules to offer 
amendment 4264, which I believe is agreed to by both leaders 
on both sides of the aisle. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. What amendments are you 
withdrawing, again, Representative? 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO. The agreed-to is 4264. 
 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are withdrawing what two 
amendments? 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO. I am withdrawing the other two 
amendments, yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendment 4263 and 
amendment 4264? 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO. I am offering amendment 4264 and 
asking for a suspension on 4264. 

THE SPEAKER (KEITH R. McCALL) 
PRESIDING 

 
RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative DiGirolamo, who moves that the 
rules be suspended for the immediate consideration of 
amendment A04264. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–193 
 
Adolph Everett Maher Reichley 
Baker Fabrizio Mahoney Roae 
Barbin Fairchild Major Rock 
Barrar Farry Manderino Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Mann Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Markosek Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Marshall Sabatina 
Beyer Gabig Marsico Sainato 
Bishop Gabler Matzie Samuelson 
Boback Galloway McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyd Geist McI. Smith Santoni 
Boyle George Melio Saylor 
Bradford Gerber Mensch Scavello 
Brennan Gergely Metcalfe Schroder 
Briggs Gibbons Metzgar Seip 
Brooks Gillespie Micozzie Shapiro 
Brown Gingrich Millard Siptroth 
Burns Godshall Miller Smith, K. 
Buxton Goodman Milne Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Carroll Grucela Moul Solobay 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Causer Hanna Murphy Staback 
Christiana Harhai Murt Stern 
Civera Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Clymer Harkins Myers Sturla 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Creighton Hornaman Pallone True 
Cruz Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
 



2072 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE OCTOBER 4 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J. Longietti Reese  
 
 NAYS–2 
 
Cutler Grell   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO offered the following amendment  
No. A04264: 
 

Amend Bill, page 158, line 16, by striking out "34%" and 
inserting 

37% 
Amend Bill, page 158, line 16, by inserting after "FUND" 

and distributed as follows: 
(1)  Thirty-four percent shall remain in the General Fund. 
(2)  One and one-half percent shall be distributed by the 

department to the county hosting the licensed facility. 
(3)  One and one-half percent shall be distributed by the 

department to the municipality hosting the licensed facility 
Amend Bill, page 158, line 21, by inserting after "WEEK." 

The department shall distribute moneys to the counties and 
municipalities within a week of their receipt. 

Amend Bill, page 158, line 22, by inserting after 
"COMMONWEALTH" 

, county and municipality 
Amend Bill, page 158, line 23, by inserting after 

"COMMONWEALTH" 
, county and municipality 

Amend Bill, page 159, line 5, by striking out "(A)" and inserting 
(a)(1) 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative DiGirolamo. 
 Mr. DiGIROLAMO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment, very simply, adds a local share to the bill 
of 1 1/2 percent each for the host municipality and the host 
county. I believe we have an agreement between the leaders on 
both sides, and I ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We support the 
amendment. 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–192 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Levdansky Reese 
Baker Everett Longietti Reichley 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Roae 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Rock 
Bear Farry Major Roebuck 
Belfanti Fleck Manderino Rohrer 
Benninghoff Frankel Mann Ross 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Sabatina 
Bishop Gabig Marshall Sainato 
Boback Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Boyd Galloway Matzie Santarsiero 
Boyle Geist McGeehan Santoni 
Bradford George McI. Smith Saylor 
Brennan Gerber Melio Scavello 
Briggs Gergely Mensch Schroder 
Brooks Gibbons Metzgar Shapiro 
Brown Gillespie Micozzie Siptroth 
Burns Gingrich Millard Smith, K. 
Buxton Godshall Miller Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Goodman Milne Smith, S. 
Carroll Grell Mirabito Solobay 
Casorio Grove Moul Sonney 
Causer Grucela Mundy Staback 
Christiana Haluska Murphy Stern 
Civera Hanna Murt Stevenson 
Clymer Harhai Mustio Sturla 
Cohen Harhart Myers Swanger 
Conklin Harkins O'Brien, D. Tallman 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Taylor, R. 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Thomas 
Creighton Hess Oliver True 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Turzai 
Cutler Hornaman Parker Vereb 
Daley Houghton Payne Vitali 
Dally Hutchinson Payton Vulakovich 
Day Johnson Peifer Walko 
Delozier Josephs Perzel Wansacz 
DeLuca Kauffman Petrarca Waters 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Phillips Watson 
DePasquale Keller, W. Pickett Wheatley 
Dermody Kessler Preston White 
DeWeese Killion Pyle Williams 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Quigley Youngblood 
Donatucci Knowles Quinn Yudichak 
Drucker Kortz Rapp  
Eachus Kotik Readshaw McCall, 
Ellis Krieger Reed    Speaker 
Evans, D. Kula   
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Metcalfe Pashinski Seip  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
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 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mrs. BROOKS offered the following amendment  
No. A04192: 
 

Amend Bill, page 92, lines 22 and 23, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 8.2.  Section 1208(1) of Title 4 is amended to read: 
Amend Bill, page 94, by inserting between lines 17 and 18 
Section 8.3.  Section 1209(b) and (f) are amended and the section 

is amended by adding a subsection to read: 
Amend Bill, page 94, by inserting between lines 19 and 20 
(a.1)  Slot machine fee.–The board shall impose an annual $100 

fee per slot machine based on the average number of slot machines in 
operation for the fiscal year to be paid by each slot machine licensee 
and deposited into the Property Tax Relief Fund. 

Amend Bill, page 97, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 8.4.  Section 1210 of Title 4 is amended to read: 
Amend Bill, page 157, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
(a.1)  Table game fee.–The board shall impose an annual $2,000 

fee per table game based on the average number of table games in 
operation for the fiscal year to be paid by each table game operation 
certificate holder and deposited into the Property Tax Relief Fund. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Mercer County, Representative Brooks. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Much has been said this evening that has inferred that this 
piece of legislation helps with property tax relief. This 
amendment would actually help deliver property tax relief to 
our residents across the State. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

AMENDMENT DIVIDED 
 

 Mrs. BROOKS. I would like to divide this amendment 
between lines 12 and 13. 
 The SPEAKER. The amendment is divisible where you 
indicate. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. So I am offering the portion from line  
13 and below. 
 

PART A OF AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

 The SPEAKER. So the gentlelady is withdrawing lines  
1 through 12 and offering lines 13 through 20. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Yes; that is correct. 
 So after dividing this amendment, what this amendment 
would do is it would help the— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentlelady yield for a moment. The 
House will come to order. We have to restate the question 
before the House. 
 

 The gentlelady is dividing amendment A04192. She is 
withdrawing or eliminating lines 1 through 12, ending with the 
word "Fund" and asking that the House consider the second half 
of the amendment, starting on line 13, starting "Amend Bill, 
page 97" down through line 20, ending with "Property Tax 
Relief Fund." 
 So the question before the House is the second half of the 
amendment, lines 13 through 20. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to part B of the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Brooks. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Gambling was created in Pennsylvania with the premise that 
it would help deliver property tax relief, and again, it has been 
inferred many times this evening that expanding to table games 
will help with that property tax relief, but as this legislation is 
written, it will not offer any assistance to our residents for 
property tax relief. What this amendment will do is it will add a 
$2,000 fee per table and that money would go to the Property 
Tax Relief Fund for our property tax relief for so many of our 
residents. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I said this earlier and I will say it again, we 
want to try to generate as much money as we can from the 
casino gaming, the table games issue that we have been 
debating all day. We want to provide that to help with our 
budget impasse, but if we pile on continuously and place an 
undue burden, these places just will not open up. If these places 
do not open up, no money will be generated and this budget 
hole will grow deeper and this budget impasse will continue. 
 I would ask the members of this House to vote against the 
Brooks amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Mercer County, Representative Brooks. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The fine gentleman, my colleague, mentions the deficit 
budget hole, but what I am mentioning is the budget hole for all 
of our families across Pennsylvania that need this property tax 
desperately to hold on to their homes, for their families. Please 
do not choose the power brokers of the casinos over our local 
families. How are we going to expand gambling without adding 
property tax relief to this portion of this piece of legislation? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I appreciate the lady's concern. The problem is that if we 
continue to pile on with our casinos and place undue burdens on 
them, these places will not open and the jobs created by the 
table games legislation that we are talking about will not be 
created and we will not dig ourselves out of the hole. People are 
looking for jobs; this is going to create jobs. People are looking 
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for economic development; this is going to create economic 
development. But if we continue to fee them to death—  We 
have significant fees and tax rates in the bill. We are getting our 
fair share. We are taking care of our taxpayers and our 
homeowners, but if we pile on, these places will not open, we 
will not have those jobs, and we will not have the revenue to 
help us get through this historic budget impasse. 
 Please, I am asking for a "no" vote on the Brooks 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I find it to be an interesting argument, this 
piling-on argument, the argument being made that if we keep 
putting a fee on here, or raising a percentage, all of a sudden 
none of the casinos will open. Mr. Speaker, let me tell you, if 
that happens it will be because of the way this amendment, not 
this amendment, the way this bill is currently drafted. Many of 
the casinos are already saying that the 34-percent take for the 
State, 34-percent tax is going to prohibit them from going into 
table games. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not sure I believe that, but 
the truth is, the original proposals were only for 18-percent tax 
rates on table games and now it has gone up to 34 percent, all so 
certain members could get out of voting for certain troublesome 
taxes on the arts and, you know, whatever, small games of 
chance. So they shifted the tax burden over to, or the revenue 
burden, over to this bill. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, if there is a problem, the problem is 
already there because of the tax burden that is contained in this 
bill, 34 percent. The Brooks amendment will not do anything to 
further that problem or to all of a sudden cause it to appear, 
because arguably, it is already there. 
 So I am going to support the Brooks amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the House adopt the amendment? 
 On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Kortz. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the maker of the amendment stand for a brief 
interrogatory? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentlelady from Mercer County, 
Representative Brooks, indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Kortz, is in order and may 
proceed. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Mr. Speaker, how much money are you 
expecting to raise from this amendment? 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, anything towards property tax 
relief is a welcome relief for the struggling families across 
Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Do you have an estimate on the amount of 
money? 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Yeah. It is roughly $2,000 per table, 
approximately 70 tables per casino, and right now there are  
10 casinos that are open. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Mr. Speaker, if this amount of money that you 
take in the aggregate is prohibitive and the casinos would 
therefore not get into table games, would that be agreeable to 
you? 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Do you honestly believe that this would 
prohibit them from getting into this business? 
 
 

 Mr. KORTZ. My question is, if it is prohibitive to the 
casinos and they decide not to open up with table games, is this 
acceptable to you? 
 Mrs. BROOKS. What is not acceptable to me, with respect 
to my good colleague, is that gambling was created in this State 
to deliver property tax relief. We are expanding gambling, and it 
will not participate or help deliver on that promise, breaking the 
very promise of this great General Assembly. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. We have to move this process forward. We cannot 
keep taking away from the funds to help get rid of this budget 
gap. This is designed to help us move forward, and this is just a 
way to obviate that need and we cannot do that. I would 
recommend a "no" vote on this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to part B of the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–97 
 
Adolph Farry Maher Rapp 
Baker Fleck Major Reed 
Barrar Gabig Marshall Reese 
Bear Gabler Marsico Reichley 
Benninghoff Geist Mensch Roae 
Beyer Gillespie Metzgar Rock 
Boback Gingrich Micozzie Rohrer 
Boyd Godshall Millard Ross 
Brooks Grell Miller Saylor 
Causer Grove Milne Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Moul Schroder 
Civera Harris Murt Smith, M. 
Clymer Helm Mustio Smith, S. 
Cox Hennessey O'Brien, D. Sonney 
Creighton Hess O'Neill Stern 
Cutler Hickernell Oberlander Stevenson 
Dally Houghton Payne Swanger 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Tallman 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Phillips True 
DiGirolamo Kessler Pickett Turzai 
Ellis Killion Pyle Vereb 
Evans, J. Knowles Quigley Vulakovich 
Everett Krieger Quinn Watson 
Fairchild    
 
 NAYS–98 
 
Barbin Eachus Longietti Sainato 
Belfanti Evans, D. Mahoney Samuelson 
Bishop Fabrizio Manderino Santarsiero 
Boyle Frankel Mann Santoni 
Bradford Freeman Markosek Seip 
Brennan Galloway Matzie Shapiro 
Briggs George McGeehan Siptroth 
Brown Gerber McI. Smith Smith, K. 
Burns Gergely Melio Solobay 
Buxton Gibbons Metcalfe Staback 
Caltagirone Goodman Mirabito Sturla 
Carroll Grucela Mundy Taylor, R. 
Casorio Haluska Murphy Thomas 
Cohen Hanna Myers Vitali 
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Conklin Harhai O'Brien, M. Walko 
Costa, D. Harkins Oliver Wansacz 
Costa, P. Hornaman Pallone Waters 
Cruz Johnson Parker Wheatley 
Daley Josephs Pashinski White 
DeLuca Keller, W. Payton Williams 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrarca Youngblood 
Dermody Kortz Preston Yudichak 
DeWeese Kotik Readshaw  
Donatucci Kula Roebuck McCall, 
Drucker Levdansky Sabatina    Speaker 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and part B of the 
amendment was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Clarion County, Representative Oberlander, who offers 
amendment— 
 The Chair is not quite sure what amendment you are 
offering. You have a corrective amendment to amendment 
A04150? 
 Ms. OBERLANDER. Mr. Speaker, I am offering two 
amendments. For the corrected amendment, I will need a 
suspension of the rules. Then I am also offering amendment 
04127. 
 The SPEAKER. That amendment is in order. We will take 
that up immediately. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Ms. OBERLANDER offered the following amendment  
No. A04127: 
 

Amend Bill, page 179, lines 22 through 30; page 180, lines 1 
through 12, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 

(c)  Notice of availability of assistance.– 
(1)  Each slot machine licensee shall obtain a toll-free 

telephone number to be used to provide persons with information 
on assistance for compulsive or problem gambling. Each licensee 
shall conspicuously post signs similar to the following statement: 

If you or someone you know has a gambling problem, 
help is available. Call (Toll-free telephone number). 

The signs must be posted within 50 feet of each entrance 
and exit [and], within 50 feet of each automated teller machine 
location and a minimum of 20 signs must be posted within the 
licensed facility. 

(2)  Each racetrack where slot machines are operated 
shall print a statement on daily racing programs provided to the 
general public that is similar to the following: 

If you or someone you know has a gambling problem, 
help is available. Call (Toll-free telephone number). 

 

(3)  A licensed facility which fails to post or print the 
warning sign in accordance with paragraph (1) or (2) shall be 
assessed a fine of $1,000 a day for each day the sign is not posted 
or printed as provided in this subsection. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Clarion County, Representative Oberlander. 
 Ms. OBERLANDER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would 
require that the establishments have a minimum of 20 signs 
posted throughout their facility with a toll-free number for a 
gamblers helpline. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We will support amendment 4127. I ask for a "yes" vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Levdansky Reese 
Baker Everett Longietti Reichley 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Roae 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Rock 
Bear Farry Major Roebuck 
Belfanti Fleck Manderino Rohrer 
Benninghoff Frankel Mann Ross 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Sabatina 
Bishop Gabig Marshall Sainato 
Boback Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Boyd Galloway Matzie Santarsiero 
Boyle Geist McGeehan Santoni 
Bradford George McI. Smith Saylor 
Brennan Gerber Melio Scavello 
Briggs Gergely Mensch Schroder 
Brooks Gibbons Metcalfe Seip 
Brown Gillespie Metzgar Shapiro 
Burns Gingrich Micozzie Siptroth 
Buxton Godshall Millard Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Goodman Miller Smith, M. 
Carroll Grell Milne Smith, S. 
Casorio Grove Mirabito Solobay 
Causer Grucela Moul Sonney 
Christiana Haluska Mundy Staback 
Civera Hanna Murphy Stern 
Clymer Harhai Murt Stevenson 
Cohen Harhart Mustio Sturla 
Conklin Harkins Myers Swanger 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Tallman 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Taylor, J. 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Thomas 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone True 
Cutler Hornaman Parker Turzai 
Daley Houghton Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Hutchinson Payne Vitali 
Day Johnson Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Josephs Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Kauffman Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Keller, W. Phillips Watson 
Dermody Kessler Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Killion Preston White 
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DiGirolamo Kirkland Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Knowles Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kortz Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Kotik Rapp  
Ellis Krieger Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Kula Reed    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Oliver    
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentlelady state the number of her 
corrective amendment? 
 Ms. OBERLANDER. Yes, it is 04288. 
 The SPEAKER. The amendment has not been filed with the 
amendment clerk. Will the gentlelady bring an amendment to 
the desk? 
 We will go over the amendment at this time. 
 

CONSIDERATION OF 
AMENDMENT A04119 CONTINUED 

 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A04119: 
 

Amend Bill, page 91, line 25, by striking out "A PARAGRAPH" 
and inserting 

 paragraphs 
Amend Bill, page 92, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 

(18)  Require each slot machine license and table game 
operation certificate holder to have a Pennsylvania State trooper 
on duty at all times during the conduct and operation of slot 
machines and table games.  

 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Butler County, Representative Metcalfe. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment would require that there is a 
State police officer at the gaming facility 24/7. 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask you to oppose amendment 4119. The 

facilities are already there at the casinos. You cannot sneeze, 
basically, without security or a police officer being around, so 
this is just an unnecessary expense, not needed. I ask for a 
negative vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Butler County, Representative Metcalfe, for the second time. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Mr. Speaker, if they are already there  
24/7 and it is not needed, then I do not understand why there 
would be opposition to it. The information I had was that there 
are, on average, about seven State police officers that are 
assigned to each facility for the facility, but there is no 
guarantee that there is going to be a State police officer there at 
the facility to deal with whatever crime needs to be dealt with 
throughout the 24 hours the facilities are open. I think a lot of 
people in Pennsylvania do not even realize that the gaming 
facilities are open 24/7. I think that with all of the statistics that 
we cited 5 years ago when we debated this issue at length, it 
was very clear that anywhere where you see these types of 
gambling expansions, that there is always crime that 
accompanies that gambling expansion. There is increased crime 
of all various types, and we really would be better off having 
the people of Pennsylvania and those citizens that are utilizing 
the facilities, that they would have more protection if we 
actually ensured that there was a State police officer there 24/7. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentlelady from Luzerne County, Representative 
Mundy. The gentlelady waives off. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–23 
 
Baker Creighton Metcalfe Saylor 
Benninghoff Cutler Moul Schroder 
Boback Gillespie Murt Stevenson 
Causer Grove Pallone Tallman 
Clymer Hickernell Pickett White 
Cox Hutchinson Rohrer  
 
 NAYS–172 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Barbin Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barrar Fleck Major Roae 
Bear Frankel Manderino Rock 
Belfanti Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Beyer Gabig Markosek Ross 
Bishop Gabler Marshall Sabatina 
Boyd Galloway Marsico Sainato 
Boyle Geist Matzie Samuelson 
Bradford George McGeehan Santarsiero 
Brennan Gerber McI. Smith Santoni 
Briggs Gergely Melio Scavello 
Brooks Gibbons Mensch Seip 
Brown Gingrich Metzgar Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Micozzie Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Millard Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Miller Smith, M. 
Carroll Grucela Milne Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mirabito Solobay 
Christiana Hanna Mundy Sonney 
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Civera Harhai Murphy Staback 
Cohen Harhart Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harkins Myers Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, R. 
Daley Hess Oberlander Thomas 
Dally Hornaman Oliver True 
Day Houghton Parker Turzai 
Delozier Johnson Pashinski Vereb 
DeLuca Josephs Payne Vitali 
Denlinger Kauffman Payton Vulakovich 
DePasquale Keller, M.K. Peifer Walko 
Dermody Keller, W. Perzel Wansacz 
DeWeese Kessler Petrarca Waters 
DiGirolamo Killion Phillips Watson 
Donatucci Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
Drucker Knowles Pyle Williams 
Eachus Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Ellis Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Evans, D. Krieger Rapp  
Evans, J. Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Fabrizio Longietti   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Representative Marsico. It is 
the Chair's understanding, Mr. Marsico, that you are 
withdrawing amendment A04161 and offering amendment 
A04180. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCAVELLO offered the following amendment  
No. A04186: 
 

Amend Bill, page 159, line 9, by striking out "AND" where it 
occurs the second time and inserting a comma 

Amend Bill, page 159, line 9, by inserting after "(II)(D)" 
 and (iii)(F) 

Amend Bill, page 166, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
(iii)  If the facility is a Category 2 licensed 

facility and if the county in which the licensed facility is 
located is: 

* * * 
(F)  Counties of the fifth class:  2% of 

the gross terminal revenue from each such 
licensed facility shall be deposited and 
distributed as follows: 

(I)  One percent shall be 
deposited into a restricted receipts 

account in the Department of 
Community and Economic Development 
to be used exclusively for grants within 
the county for economic development 
projects, community improvement 
projects and other projects in the public 
interest within the county. The amount 
under this subclause includes reasonable 
administrative costs. 

(I.1)  One-half percent shall be 
deposited into a restricted account within 
the county to be used to fund the costs of 
roadway and infrastructure improved 
expenses associated with licensed facility 
operations within ten linear miles of the 
licensed facility. 

(II)  [One] One-half percent shall 
be deposited into a restricted receipts 
account in the Department of 
Community and Economic Development 
to be used exclusively for grants [within 
contiguous counties] for economic 
development projects, community 
improvement projects and other projects 
in the public interest [within contiguous 
counties] in counties which are 
contiguous to the county hosting the 
licensed facility and which do not 
themselves host a licensed facility. The 
amount under this subclause includes 
reasonable administrative costs. 

(III)  Fifty percent of any 
revenue required to be transferred under 
paragraph (3)(v) shall be deposited into 
the restricted receipts account established 
under subclause (I), and 50% shall be 
deposited into the restricted receipt 
account established under subclause (II). 
Notwithstanding the Capital Facilities 
Debt Enabling Act, grants made under 
this clause may be utilized as local 
matching funds for other grants or loans 
from the Commonwealth. 
* * * 

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

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman withdrawing that 
amendment? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. I would like to first offer, if possible, 
Mr. Speaker, A04188, and if this one passes, I will withdraw the 
other one. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SCAVELLO offered the following amendment  
No. A04188: 
 

Amend Bill, page 159, line 9, by inserting after "(II)(D)" 
, (iii)(F) 
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Amend Bill, page 166, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
(iii)  If the facility is a Category 2 licensed 

facility and if the county in which the licensed facility is 
located is: 

* * * 
(F)  Counties of the fifth class:  2% of 

the gross terminal revenue from each such 
licensed facility shall be deposited and 
distributed as follows: 

(I)  One percent shall be 
deposited into a restricted receipts 
account in the Department of 
Community and Economic Development 
to be used exclusively for grants within 
the county for economic development 
projects, infrastructure, community 
improvement projects and other projects 
in the public interest within the county. 
The amount under this subclause 
includes reasonable administrative costs. 

(II)  One percent shall be 
deposited into a restricted receipts 
account in the Department of 
Community and Economic Development 
to be used exclusively for grants within 
eligible contiguous counties for 
economic development projects, 
community improvement projects and 
other projects in the public interest 
within contiguous counties, subject, 
however, to the limitation in this 
subclause. No eligible contiguous county 
shall receive grants under this subclause 
that exceed, in the aggregate, $1,000,000 
in any one year. If, after awarding all 
grants to all eligible contiguous counties 
in any one year, there is a balance in the 
restricted receipts account, the balance 
shall be awarded as grants for 
infrastructure projects located within the 
county in which the licensed facility is 
located. The amount under this subclause 
includes reasonable administrative costs. 
For the purposes of this subclause, the 
term "eligible contiguous county" shall 
not include a county which is receiving a 
distribution under subsection (c)(2)(i). 

(III)  Fifty percent of any 
revenue required to be transferred under 
paragraph (3)(v) shall be deposited into 
the restricted receipts account established 
under subclause (I), and 50% shall be 
deposited into the restricted receipt 
account established under subclause (II). 
Notwithstanding the Capital Facilities 
Debt Enabling Act, grants made under 
this clause may be utilized as local 
matching funds for other grants or loans 
from the Commonwealth. 
* * * 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Monroe County, Representative Siptroth. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair rescinds that. 

 We should go to the gentleman, Representative Scavello, 
first. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. That is fine. Mr. Speaker, if— 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Monroe County, Representative Scavello, to describe the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Monroe would like to go first, it is fine with me. I yield to 
Representative Siptroth. 
 The SPEAKER. He is yielding to you, Mr. Scavello. You are 
recognized on the amendment. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I guess before I talk specifically about the amendment, if you 
could allow me some latitude. Monroe County's population has 
doubled within the last 20 years. We are the only county in this 
gaming bill that has to share its dollars with contiguous 
counties. So we share $6 million with the contiguous counties. 
We are still getting funded at 1990 levels for many things in our 
county. 
 What this amendment does, approximately right now there 
are six counties adjacent to Monroe. One of those counties is 
collecting $12 million from their own slots revenue because 
they have their facility. What this amendment does, it shares  
$5 million amongst five counties. Five counties get a million 
apiece, guaranteed, and the rest of the dollars go to help with 
road infrastructure within Monroe. 
 So I am asking the members to please give me an affirmative 
vote on this. We are the only county—  Could you imagine if all 
these other facilities – for example, in Philadelphia there are 
two facilities – $24 million being shared by the adjacent 
counties. We are the only county with this situation, and I am 
asking you to try to help make it a little better for us. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Monroe County, Representative 
Siptroth. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this particular 
amendment, and I am going to explain to you why. Although 
there is a flaw in the law, no question about it, I do agree with 
my colleague from Monroe that Monroe County was 
designated, was singled out, because it simply is a fifth-class 
county. However, Mr. Speaker, the distribution of funds will be 
changed to the contiguous counties at a lock-in at $1 million 
and any surplus funds would then be going back to the host 
county. 
 Mr. Speaker, if, in fact, we do see an increase in the gross 
terminal revenue for fifth-class counties, of which Monroe is the 
only one and will be locked in regardless of status of the county 
change, that, in fact, could lower the amount that the contiguous 
county would be otherwise eligible for. 
 Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Monroe County, Representative Scavello, for the second time. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, could I question the prior 
speaker because I am as confused as could be? 
 First of all, initially, Mr. Speaker, there was $6 million. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. 
 Do you wish to interrogate the gentleman, Representative 
Siptroth? And does the gentleman, Representative Siptroth, 
stand for interrogation? 
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 The gentleman indicates he will stand for interrogation. The 
gentleman, Mr. Scavello, may proceed. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, originally there was  
$6 million shared by six counties. One of the counties receives 
$12 million of their own money. I am asking to let that county 
stand on its own. It is getting $12 million from their own 
gaming revenues. There are five counties left. Rather than share 
$6 million among six, you are sharing $5 million among five, 
guaranteeing every one of the other counties a million dollars 
each, guaranteeing a million dollars for each one of those other 
counties. 
 Yes, there is a little bit left over, and that goes for 
infrastructure within Monroe County. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Is that a question? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Yeah, that is a question. I want you to tell 
me if that is what it is. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. According to your amendment to the 
original law, I would remind my good friend, Mr. Speaker, from 
Monroe County that 2 percent of the gross terminal revenue 
from each licensed facility shall be deposited and distributed as 
follows: Current law provides that 1 percent go to the host 
county when you are in a fifth-class county status, and that  
1 percent be divided amongst the contiguous counties. Your 
proposal does not mention, that I can find anywhere, the number 
of counties, but it does mention that, in fact, the maximum, the 
maximum a contiguous county may ever receive is $1 million. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, I would like your attention to 
page No. 2 of the proposed legislation, lines 3 through 6, which 
eliminates the county that is receiving $12 million and then 
leaves the other five counties in, all to get a million apiece. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. I concur with that; I concur with that, my 
good friend from Monroe County. However, what I do not 
concur with and why I oppose this piece of legislation is that in 
the event that the gross terminal revenue should exceed $10 or 
$12 million, whatever, the distribution would still be at  
$1 million for contiguous counties, when, in fact, it is possible 
that that distribution amount could be more than $1 million. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind the 
gentleman if he has been watching the revenues in Monroe 
County since the facility in Wilkes-Barre has expanded and 
since the facility in the Lehigh Valley has opened, he will see 
that the revenues are approximately $12 to $14 million behind 
last year on any given week. Your $12 million number that  
I spoke of is almost a guarantee. It is almost impossible for that 
facility to gain more. When you start, when you continue the 
table games, the slots revenue is even going to drop even further 
than that, sir. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Again, I am speaking for the contiguous 
county that I represent. I spoke with the board of county 
commissioners and they had indicated that they would much 
rather take their chances, that 5 or 6 years from now, based on 
the economic time that we are in, is no real true barometer that 
we should be measuring what the distribution and what the 
income will really be in a few years after the economy recovers. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, what guarantee do you have 
right now that your county, contiguous to Monroe, will receive 
a million dollars next year or any year further without this 
legislation? You have none, sir. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. That is very true, you have none, but you 
do have the fact that it could be, and that is exactly what they 
want to base theirs on. 

 Mr. SCAVELLO. This legislation guarantees you that  
$1 million. 
 The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, one at a time. 
 Does the gentleman wish— 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. I think he is debating rather than asking 
specific questions, Mr. Speaker. I think I did answer his specific 
question. 
 The SPEAKER. Would you like to speak on the amendment, 
Mr. Scavello? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, certainly. 
 Monroe County, again, is the only county faced with having 
to share their revenues with contiguous counties. Our road 
network in our county is hurting. It is like killing the goose that 
laid the golden egg. We need to continue to spend some money 
on our roads so that we can continue to survive at that facility. 
We have a one-lane road right now leading to that facility with 
I-80 exit ramps at both those two exits that the facility attracts 
with problems. This is a way of trying to help that facility get its 
customers, shall I say, to that facility. I am asking for support 
from the members to help have that facility get some roads done 
so that it can continue, continue to survive, basically, because it 
has been hurt from the other two locations. It is a guarantee of a 
million dollars to every county. It is not hurting anyone at all. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mercer County, Representative Longietti. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the gentleman please stand for interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Scavello— 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Right here. Yes, sir. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Scavello, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Longietti, is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to clarify, the gentleman has 
indicated that this would only apply to— 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, I cannot hear him. Could  
I get some quiet, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. There is 
absolutely too much noise. The House will come to order. 
Members will please take their seats. The gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to clarify, the gentleman has 
indicated that this would only apply to Monroe County. I just 
want to clarify, it is my understanding that Lawrence County is 
a fifth-class county that is in line for a category 2 license. 
Would the gentleman explain why this would not apply in the 
case of Lawrence County? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. We are the only county presently with this 
legislation in place, and right now, the way it is written, if you 
are a fifth, then the way the legislation is now on the books, you 
will have to share your revenue with every county that touches 
your county. What I am trying to do here is help the host county 
a little bit more. It is not fair what happened in this legislation. 
Monroe County was really laid out there and is the only county 
that has to share its revenue. 
 Just understand one thing: We get the traffic. It is in the 
middle of my district. We get the traffic from that facility. We 
get the problems from that facility. I have had seven or eight 
homeowners that I know of that had to go out, refinance their 
homes because of the loss from that facility, not far from that 
facility. I am trying to get a little bit more money back to help 
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with the road networks to that facility. So what this does is it 
will help you, sir, if your county is the one that gets it because it 
will give you a little bit more. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Mr. Speaker, just to clarify a little further, 
because actually, the county that I represent is contiguous to 
Lawrence County. So if Lawrence County is awarded a 
category 5 license, how would your amendment affect my 
county, which is contiguous? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Does Lawrence County have a county 
contiguous to that county that already has its facility getting  
$12 million? 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Mr. Speaker, no. My county, Mercer 
County, does not have a facility. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Then this amendment does not affect you 
at all. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lackawanna County, Representative Murphy. The gentleman 
from Lackawanna, Representative Murphy, is recognized. 
 Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, from Monroe County, representing 
Lackawanna County and being contiguous with Luzerne 
County, would you agree that this amendment would have a 
possible negative impact on Lackawanna County in capping 
their revenues, potentially, at $1 million? Even in the event that 
at future times when Luzerne County and the Mohegan Sun in 
Luzerne County improves and does even better in an improved 
economy, it would have a negative impact on Lackawanna? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, this will have no effect on 
your county, sir. Luzerne County keeps their $12 million 
presently. What this does do, however, it guarantees your 
county at least $1 million per year from Monroe County's share. 
 The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman, Representative 
Murphy, like to interrogate the gentleman from Monroe County, 
Representative Scavello? 
 Mr. MURPHY. Yes, I would, please. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MURPHY. So the proceeds from Mount Airy that would 
be shared and realized from Lackawanna County would be 
negatively impacted by the passage of this amendment? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Well, your original question, sir, was 
Luzerne County's share. That has no effect on you because 
presently they keep that $12 million. What my amendment 
does, it keeps, it guarantees you $1 million, $1 million per 
county. So you will be guaranteed a million dollars. Presently 
you have no guarantee at all. You have to apply for the funds 
through—  There is $6 million right now presently being shared 
by six counties. What this amendment does is has $5 million 
shared by five counties, guaranteeing every one of the 
contiguous counties $1 million. 
 Mr. MURPHY. I appreciate that, Mr. Speaker. 
 But once again, that will cap Lackawanna County at  
$1 million, thus having a negative impact on the county that  
I represent. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, there is no guarantee that the 
Mount Airy facility—  And I ask all of you to take a look at 
what the numbers are going into that casino. Since the two 
facilities, the one in Luzerne and the one down in the Lehigh 
Valley opened, it is approximately between $10 and $15 million 
behind each year – each week, excuse me, in revenue. 
 
 

 In order for that to happen, it just is not going to happen. 
What I am trying to do is guarantee five. And just remember 
one thing: If the road network does not get repaired and 
continues to be the way it is, we are going to discourage people 
from going there, and guess what? That number might be lower. 
I am just trying to maintain it for everyone. Let us not kill the 
goose that laid the golden egg. Let us help that casino. Let us 
help the infrastructure to that casino so that we all can still 
continue to receive some benefits. 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment or further interrogation? 
 Mr. MURPHY. On the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
 Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, it is my contention that this 
amendment, although it would be beneficial to the host county, 
it could have far-reaching, negative impacts on Lackawanna and 
other counties throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
I believe there are other factors that contribute to the loss of 
revenues at the casino in question, and I think it has a lot more 
to do with current economic times than it has to do with the 
opening of such new casinos. 
 So I would ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Does the gentleman, Representative Eachus, wish to be 
recognized? The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to say, I just think this is a bad amendment and  
I want to oppose it. I hope the members will, too. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, you have been recognized two times 
already, Mr. Scavello. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–95 
 
Adolph Farry Marshall Reese 
Baker Fleck Marsico Reichley 
Barrar Gabig Mensch Roae 
Bear Gabler Metcalfe Rock 
Benninghoff Geist Metzgar Rohrer 
Beyer Gillespie Micozzie Ross 
Boyd Gingrich Millard Sainato 
Brooks Godshall Miller Saylor 
Carroll Grell Milne Scavello 
Causer Grove Moul Schroder 
Civera Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Clymer Harris Mustio Sonney 
Cox Helm O'Brien, D. Stern 
Creighton Hennessey O'Neill Stevenson 
Cutler Hess Oberlander Swanger 
Dally Hickernell Payne Tallman 
Day Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, J. 
Delozier Kauffman Phillips True 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Pickett Turzai 
DiGirolamo Killion Pyle Vereb 
Ellis Knowles Quigley Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Krieger Quinn Waters 
Everett Maher Rapp Watson 
Fairchild Major Reed  
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 NAYS–99 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Levdansky Sabatina 
Belfanti Fabrizio Longietti Samuelson 
Bishop Frankel Mahoney Santarsiero 
Boback Freeman Manderino Santoni 
Boyle Galloway Mann Seip 
Bradford George Markosek Shapiro 
Brennan Gerber Matzie Siptroth 
Briggs Gergely McGeehan Smith, K. 
Brown Gibbons McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Burns Goodman Melio Solobay 
Buxton Grucela Mirabito Staback 
Caltagirone Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Casorio Hanna Murphy Taylor, R. 
Christiana Harhai Myers Thomas 
Cohen Harkins O'Brien, M. Vitali 
Conklin Hornaman Oliver Walko 
Costa, D. Houghton Pallone Wansacz 
Costa, P. Johnson Parker Wheatley 
Cruz Josephs Pashinski White 
Daley Keller, W. Payton Williams 
DeLuca Kessler Peifer Youngblood 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrarca Yudichak 
Dermody Kortz Preston  
DeWeese Kotik Readshaw McCall, 
Drucker Kula Roebuck    Speaker 
Eachus    
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Donatucci    
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Scavello, offering the 
second amendment? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. I just wanted to personally thank the 
member from Monroe that voted against Monroe County. 
Thank you, sir. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Representative 
Scavello, come to the rostrum. 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Monroe is withdrawing 
the second amendment, A04186. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 
 
 
 

 Mr. MAHER offered the following amendment  
No. A04201: 
 

Amend Bill, page 158, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
(3)  One percent of tax collected by the department under 

subsection (a) shall be allocated to the Department of Agriculture 
for the following purposes: 

(i)  Sixty percent shall be used by the 
Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency for 
the Agriculture Education Loan Forgiveness Program 
established under the act of June 26, 1992 (P.L.322, 
No.64), known as the Agriculture Education Loan 
Forgiveness Act. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 3(c) of that act, qualified applicants who meet the 
provisions of section 3(b)(3) of that act shall be eligible 
for a maximum loan forgiveness award of $20,000 per 
year, for a maximum total amount of $100,000. 

(ii)  Thirty percent shall be used by the 
Department of Agriculture for distribution to eligible 
county agricultural societies, independent agricultural 
societies and other organizations which conduct an 
annual agricultural fair under the act of July 8, 1986 
(P.L.437, No.92), known as the Pennsylvania 
Agricultural Fair Act. 

(iii)  Ten percent shall be used by the Department 
of Agriculture for payments to each county agricultural 
society that conducts harness racing at county 
agricultural fairs for track and stable repair and 
maintenance. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 Will the gentleman yield. The House will come to order. 
Members will please take their seats. The House will come to 
order. The Sergeants at Arms will clear the aisles. Members 
behind the back rail will please take their seats. The House will 
come to order. Conferences in the aisles will please break up. 
Members will please take their seats. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Earlier this evening, we had a terrific demonstration of what 
can be accomplished in this House on a bipartisan basis to 
advance our State's largest industry, which is agriculture. We 
have another such opportunity right now. The full name of the 
act that is being amended by this legislation is the Race Horse 
Development and Gaming Act. Of the provisions that have been 
added for table games to this point, the horse race development 
part has not been advanced, and in fact, because funds that are 
currently going for horse race development are being directed 
elsewhere, it is actually taking a bit of a step backward. But  
I understand all of what has happened to this point, but I would 
like to suggest that we can remember the equine agriculture to a 
very thin slice of the action. 
 Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. MAHER. For every $100 in table game revenues, this 
amendment would put 3 cents towards maintaining the harness 
racing facilities at county fairgrounds. For every $100 in table 
games revenue, this amendment would put one thin dime for 
supporting our agricultural fairs that you may know as county 
fairs. And most importantly, I believe, is that for every $100 in 
table game revenues, this would put 20 cents, 20 cents out of 
$100 of table game revenues would go towards scholarships for 
large animal veterinarians in the form of loan forgiveness. You 
may not know, because I certainly did not until about 6 months 
ago when I became the chairman of the Agriculture Committee 
on the Republican side, and as Mr. Hanna knows so well from 
his lengthy understanding of the industry, we have a severe 
deficit of large animal veterinarians in Pennsylvania. The ones 
who are coming in to practice are not replacing those who are 
retiring, and if we want our large animal agriculture to prosper, 
we need to encourage people to be large animal veterinarians. If 
we want to protect our communities against things like avian flu 
and swine flu, we need to have large animal veterinarians. Kids 
who are finishing, I should not say kids, those who are finishing 
college and veterinary school are coming out with debt loads 
much like new doctors, in the neighborhood of $150,000, 
$200,000. The career choices that they get is that they find out it 
is far more lucrative to take care of Lassie and Mr. Whiskers 
than it is to take a job taking care of Mr. Ed. 
 So what I am trying to do is to create an incentive for those 
graduating from veterinary school to make a rational decision to 
become large animal veterinarians, with the belief being that  
5 years into a practice, that they will be rooted in the 
community and rooted in their practice and we can really ensure 
the prosperity of not just large animal agriculture in 
Pennsylvania but the safety of our neighbors with respect to 
biosecurity and a variety of illnesses that can affect people as 
well as critters. 
 So again, this is really pretty simple. Altogether, we are 
talking about 33 cents out of every $100 of table game 
winnings, which would be $1 out of every $100 of tax. If there 
really is going to be horse race development, the agriculture in 
gaming, I think it is a rather modest request that we see 33 cents 
out of every $100 of table game revenue go towards these very 
important agricultural initiatives. I know that there are so many 
that share that point of view. I am hoping we can have a 
bipartisan agreement on this as well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks County, Representative 
Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am going to sound like a broken record, but I am going to 
stay consistent with what I have said all day long. I am going to 
oppose the Maher amendment 4201. Every dollar we take away 
from this table games issue that we have been talking about for  
I do not know how many hours now continues to dig that budget 
hole. We are looking for dollars to help us get through this 
historic budget impasse, this historic budget crisis that we are in 
for 95 or 96 days or whatever we are at. So by moving this 
money to where the gentleman from Allegheny wants to put it, 
it is going to, again, dig that hole, keep that hole from being 
filled so we can get a budget passed and we can put this ugly 
budget situation behind us. 
 

 So I am, again, going to ask my—  And we all support 
agriculture. We are very supportive of all the issues that the 
gentleman is talking about, but it is all about the budget. It is all 
about the budget. Please defeat the Maher amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Schuylkill County, Representative Seip. 
 Mr. SEIP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SEIP. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the maker of the 
amendment's affinity for the ag industry, but I have to concur 
with my Berks County colleague, the chairman. We have 
already done as much as, almost as much as we possibly could 
to help the horse racing industry in this State. We have already 
done health care for jockeys and trainers. And at this point in 
time, if we continue to chip away at the money that is coming in 
off of table games and the gaming industry, there will be 
nothing left to help with the budget situation that we are 
currently in, to help with property tax relief in the 
Commonwealth. So although I do appreciate what the 
gentleman is trying to do, I oppose the amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Representative Grove. 
 Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the sponsor of this amendment stand for some 
questions? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Maher, indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. 
 Mr. MAHER. Please go easy on me. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Grove is in order and may 
proceed. 
 Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In your amendment, you are providing 10-percent payment 
to fairs. Do you have a number allocation for that or an 
estimate? 
 Mr. MAHER. Well, that is 10 percent of 1 percent of  
34 percent, which gets you down to 3 cents out of every $100 of 
table game revenues. 
 Mr. GROVE. All right. Thank you. 
 Speak on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GROVE. As a corepresentative of the oldest operating 
fair in the United States, I stand in full support of this 
amendment as it would provide crucial funding for the oldest 
operating fair in the history of the United States. I urge my 
fellow colleague across the aisle, who also represents the oldest 
operating fair in the United States, to vote with me to support 
this legislation to provide crucial funding to all our fairs across 
Pennsylvania, and I appreciate the maker for this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am assuming there are no other—  Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Columbia County, 
Representative Millard. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. MILLARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this amendment offered by 
the gentleman. For many, many years, agriculture interests have 
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been cut even when we have had surpluses, and now is the time 
to go back to support the infrastructure that this amendment will 
address that brings about the gaming revenue in Pennsylvania 
currently now and how we want to expand it. As it originally 
was intended, it was a Pennsylvania Race Horse Development 
Act, of which gaming is a part. The money that the gentleman 
who is offering this amendment is in support of is the support 
structure for that. The equine industry made possible the dollars 
that we are trying to drive into different funds and entities this 
evening. Without that, we would not have those dollars. 
Without the support structure for the equine industry that makes 
the racing possible and the gaming possible, again, we would 
not have those dollars. We need to support that industry and that 
support structure. 
 Again, I ask for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Northampton County, 
Representative Samuelson. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am hearing some impassioned speeches from the other side 
of the aisle in support of agriculture, but I cannot help but think 
back to a day in July when we debated the State budget on the 
floor of this House and we actually voted on budgets for the 
Department of Agriculture. Now, let me just remind you, it is a 
very tough year and both the House Democrats' version of the 
budget and the House Republican version of the budget did cut 
back on the Department of Agriculture based on the last year, 
but if there was one caucus that was a friend to agriculture,  
I have to tell you what those numbers were: The Democrats 
offered $68.1 million and the Republican Caucus offered $64.6. 
Now, if you do that on a percentage basis, it was a 21-percent 
cut in agriculture from the House Republicans. 
 One final point, Mr. Speaker. A lot of people are talking 
about Pennsylvania fairs. That is one line item where the House 
Democrats and the Senate Republicans agreed on that number. 
The only caucus that offered less— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. —was the House Republicans. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. On the language 
of the amendment. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wish the support for agriculture would be year-round and 
not just in this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Adams County, Representative Moul. 
 Mr. MOUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of this amendment, just so I can bring to the 
attention of everyone in here that we are having an increasing 
shortage of large animal veterinarians in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
 To my knowledge, there is only one university in 
Pennsylvania that offers veterinarian education, veterinarian 
degrees. That would be Penn. This amendment offers loan 
forgiveness up to $20,000 per year for large animal 
veterinarians. It will not do as much good to have the horse 
racing industry or the breeding farms in Pennsylvania if we do 
not have veterinarians here to take care of those animals. 
 It is predicted that there will be a shortage of 15,000 
veterinarians over the next 20 years for large animals in the 
United States. This information comes from project 
PENNSYLVANIA. It is something we need to think about, and 

for the very small, minute amount of money that would come 
out of this amendment to go towards that, it could help save the 
industry, help men and women become large animal 
veterinarians in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We need 
this, and for that reason I support this amendment, and I would 
ask for you to support it as well. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I get the feeling that my hope for a bipartisan embrace of this 
proposal is not going to be complete, but I did want to observe a 
couple of things to make sure you understood. The bill as it is 
drafted right now would reduce the amount that is going to the 
equine agriculture area by about $20 million a year. It actually 
reduces it. Now, I did not file an amendment to pump that 
number back up. What I did do is file an amendment that is 
intended to ensure that the essential infrastructure is in place. 
 Imagine, if you will, pick a number; keep it to yourself. Pick 
a number in your head and think what would be a reasonable 
number of new large animal veterinarians that you think might 
be necessary in Pennsylvania each year. How many new ones 
would you guess that we need? You do not have to know too 
much about agriculture, I am guessing, to realize that having on 
average eight new large animal veterinarians in Pennsylvania a 
year cannot possibly be enough. That is eight to cover the entire 
State 24/7. Calves are born every hour of the day, just like 
people. 
 We need the large animal veterinarians. This takes 33 cents 
out of every $100. So it is not increasing the support for 
agriculture. What it is doing is saying that the $20 million 
decrease that is in this bill will be mitigated, and two of the 
three avenues are things which would ordinarily be in the 
budget, so there will not need to be a separate appropriation on 
those. But it ensures that the infrastructure necessary for equine 
agriculture and, candidly, other large animal agriculture and the 
health and safety of our neighbors is in place. 
 So, please, realize 33 cents out of $100 for an act that is 
labeled as being agriculture and gaming is a very modest 
request. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–97 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Quinn 
Baker Farry Major Rapp 
Barrar Fleck Marshall Reed 
Bear Gabig Marsico Reese 
Benninghoff Gabler Mensch Reichley 
Beyer Geist Metcalfe Roae 
Boback Gillespie Metzgar Rock 
Boyd Gingrich Micozzie Rohrer 
Brooks Godshall Millard Ross 
Causer Grell Miller Saylor 
Christiana Grove Milne Scavello 
Civera Harhart Moul Schroder 
Clymer Harris Murt Smith, S. 
Cox Helm Mustio Sonney 
Creighton Hennessey O'Brien, D. Stern 
Cutler Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
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Daley Hickernell Oberlander Swanger 
Dally Houghton Payne Tallman 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Taylor, J. 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel True 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Phillips Turzai 
DiGirolamo Killion Pickett Vereb 
Ellis Knowles Pyle Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Krieger Quigley Watson 
Everett    
 
 NAYS–98 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Longietti Samuelson 
Belfanti Fabrizio Mahoney Santarsiero 
Bishop Frankel Manderino Santoni 
Boyle Freeman Mann Seip 
Bradford Galloway Markosek Shapiro 
Brennan George Matzie Siptroth 
Briggs Gerber McGeehan Smith, K. 
Brown Gergely McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Burns Gibbons Melio Solobay 
Buxton Goodman Mirabito Staback 
Caltagirone Grucela Mundy Sturla 
Carroll Haluska Murphy Taylor, R. 
Casorio Hanna Myers Thomas 
Cohen Harhai O'Brien, M. Vitali 
Conklin Harkins Oliver Walko 
Costa, D. Hornaman Pallone Wansacz 
Costa, P. Johnson Parker Waters 
Cruz Josephs Pashinski Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, W. Payton White 
DePasquale Kessler Petrarca Williams 
Dermody Kirkland Preston Youngblood 
DeWeese Kortz Readshaw Yudichak 
Donatucci Kotik Roebuck  
Drucker Kula Sabatina McCall, 
Eachus Levdansky Sainato    Speaker 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Lebanon County, Representative Gingrich. 
 It is the Chair's understanding the gentlelady is withdrawing 
amendments 4139 and 4121 and offering amendment A04124. 
Is that correct? The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mrs. GINGRICH offered the following amendment  
No. A04124: 
 

Amend Bill, page 217, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
(g)  Additional training.–Each gaming employee attending 

gaming school shall be trained in cardiopulmonary resuscitation. 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Lebanon County, Representative Gingrich. 
 Mrs. GINGRICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am happy to have the opportunity to offer this amendment 
in an effort to ensure the health and well-being of our patrons of 
our gambling facilities. I think we have seen tonight that at 
times even the discussion of gambling gets people excited and 
gets the adrenaline flowing. Well, this amendment, you will see, 
requires that our gaming schools include, along with all the 
training related to conducting the games and public safety  
on-site and all that is involved in the training therein, would 
include training in CPR (cardiopulmonary resuscitation). We 
are often talking about, and statistics will prove, that a lot of 
times we are dealing with an older population. We are dealing 
in a large facility with large crowds and with at least 50 percent 
of the floor a smoking environment. 
 So I think that it is reasonable, in the best interest of keeping 
these folks healthy so that they continue to visit our gambling 
casinos, play our extended table games, as we are planning 
tonight. So I would ask for the support of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle on this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We agree with the lady and ask for a "yes" vote on her 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reese 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Reichley 
Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Roae 
Barrar Farry Major Rock 
Bear Fleck Manderino Roebuck 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Rohrer 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Ross 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Sabatina 
Bishop Gabler Marsico Sainato 
Boback Galloway Matzie Samuelson 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santarsiero 
Boyle George McI. Smith Santoni 
Bradford Gerber Melio Saylor 
Brennan Gergely Mensch Scavello 
Briggs Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brooks Gillespie Metzgar Seip 
Brown Gingrich Micozzie Shapiro 
Burns Godshall Millard Siptroth 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Smith, M. 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Haluska Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Hanna Murphy Staback 
Civera Harhai Murt Stern 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stevenson 
Cohen Harkins Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
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Costa, D. Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Hornaman Pallone True 
Cutler Houghton Parker Turzai 
Daley Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Johnson Payne Vitali 
Day Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Delozier Kauffman Peifer Walko 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Watson 
Dermody Killion Pickett Wheatley 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston White 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle Williams 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Youngblood 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Yudichak 
Eachus Krieger Rapp  
Ellis Kula Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, D. Levdansky Reed    Speaker 
Evans, J.    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 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 second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Representative Thomas, who indicates he is 
withdrawing the amendment. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York County, 
Representative Miller, who offers a corrective reprint of 
amendment A04162, the corrective reprint being amendment 
A04276. Is that correct? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. MILLER offered the following amendment  
No. A04276: 
 

Amend Bill, page 158, line 16, by striking out "GENERAL 
FUND" and inserting 

Property Tax Relief Fund created in section 1409 (relating 
to Property Tax Relief Fund) 

Amend Bill, page 158, lines 29 and 30; page 159, lines 1 through 
7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York, Representative Miller. 
 Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Act 71 of 2004, slots legislation, was passed with the 
promise of property tax relief. Our Governor suggested that that 
property tax relief might be in the magnitude of $1 billion. Five 
years later, we are nowhere near $1 billion in property tax relief. 
What is worse is that my constituents are seeing amounts 
somewhere in the range of $140 to $300 per year. That is driven 
by our relatively low aid ratio. Not one of my constituents has 
called to say thank you for this property tax relief. Now, if that 
is true, you might suggest that they would not really notice it if 
it disappeared, but I would suggest to you that if we do 
anything, expand gaming in any way that might impact on slots 
revenue and impact on property tax relief for our constituents 
across this Commonwealth, we will all hear an outcry. It does 
not matter if it is only $140 or $200 or $500 that our 
constituents are getting now. If we put table gaming in and that 
takes money away from the slots revenue and we see a 
reduction in property tax relief, we are going to hear loud and 
strong from our constituents. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity this evening to change 
this piece of legislation and change it so that the money 
generated by table gaming goes for property tax relief. This is 
the number one cry that we hear from our constituents: Reduce 
our property taxes; reduce this onerous burden on us. They are 
not asking for expanded programs from the State. They are 
asking us to reduce their property taxes and to help them with 
this. 
 Therefore, I am offering this amendment, A04276, and 
would ask my colleagues for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Santoni. 
 Mr. SANTONI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in a normal economic cycle when things were 
not so bad, I would probably agree with the gentleman from 
York. But again, the broken record, we need to find revenues to 
get us through this budget crisis, and if the gentleman's 
amendment passes – and we are all for school, we are all for 
property tax relief; we fought that battle many times on this 
floor, and there are bills that are being discussed and put forth 
as we speak, but to take the money away on the table games 
issue from the General Fund, from the money needed to fill our 
budget hole, would continue this budget crisis on and on and on, 
until who knows when. 
 So I am going to ask the members of this House to vote "no" 
on the Miller amendment 4276. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if we go back 5 years ago, and if there was one 
phrase that we heard resounding through this chamber and 
really through the halls of government, it was that we need to do 
property tax relief and that is why we need to pass the slots act, 
because this is what the people are crying for. I mean, that was 
continuous. It was a drumbeat that never stopped, and then of 
course, after the slots bill had passed, shortly thereafter, the bill, 
the legislation to provide property tax relief from 34 percent of 
the revenues out of the casinos, went to property tax relief. So 
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what this amendment is, is consistent with what occurred  
5 years ago. There has been no break, if you will, in the voices 
and in the cry that we have property tax relief. 
 Now, let us look at the issue on economic development, if 
you will. As the money goes into the households that are 
struggling to pay for their real estate bills, if they can have the 
money from the casinos to help them with that, that is going to 
help them have more money as a consumer to spend into the 
broader economy and revive the economy and stimulate 
economic growth. 
 Mr. Speaker, there has been grave disappointment with the 
property tax relief as the Representative had mentioned. In 
Bucks County we get maybe 6, 7 percent property tax relief and 
we were promised anywhere from 30, 35 percent. I mean, that 
was assurance: Pass this legislation to legalize slots and you will 
have this property tax relief and things are going to get great. 
Well, it has been a great disappointment, but now is an 
opportunity to restore the faith that was given to the people that 
they would get a larger percentage of their property tax paid for 
through the casinos. I support the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene County, Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Two quick points. 
 One of the reasons that the gentleman who just spoke had 
such an attenuated percentage of 6 or 7 percent is because, 
historically, at least over the last 12 months, the big Pittsburgh 
casino had not yet commenced to yield revenues into the State 
Treasury, and certainly, the two big facilities in Philadelphia are 
yet online. So one good conjecture, very quickly, that the 
amount of money available would be substantially more than 
the gentleman indicated. 
 Second and final point. The other night on PCN, the 
Pennsylvania Cable Network, my honorable colleague, 
Chairman Clymer, and I had a chance to discuss a variety of 
measures about this proposal, and fundamentally, I think that 
every nickel that we have raised in gaming should go to 
property tax relief, and I share some of the disappointments of 
the honorable gentleman. But there is no doubt, there is no 
doubt, it is empirically clear that our revenues are paltry. We 
need money, honorable chairman, and to my conservative 
colleagues, and you were disinclined to support a variety of 
other mechanisms to raise money, to raise taxes, so table games 
at our casinos is not only a convenient but I think a politically 
propitious move on the part of the General Assembly. As you 
remember, my honorable friend, I said that after 3 years of 
money coming into the State Treasury, I would support 
legislation with you to make certain that every nickel raised 
from table games went to property tax relief. We know that 
some of our colleagues will try to get it for college tuition 
reduction, or for painting a bridge in Bill Kortz's district, or for 
something other than property tax reduction, but I am with you, 
but I am with you 3 years from tonight. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York County, Representative Grove. 
 Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Not a day goes by that I do not get a call at my district office, 
a neighbor stopping by my house, my parents nagging at me, 
property tax. My residents want it. They want it eliminated. 
They want it reduced. Under the current funding system with 
the increases my school boards have done, I may see a  
$5 decrease in their overall school tax burden. It is a shame, and 

I am voting in the affirmative of this amendment to ensure that 
every cent goes to where it needs to, to the property owners of 
this Commonwealth. That is what my residents want. That is 
what my constituents want. By and large, that is what the 
constituencies in Pennsylvania want. They want property tax 
reform. 
 This does not fully get us to where we need to be, but it 
helps. Every little bit helps. I stand in full support of my 
colleague's amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Adams County, Representative Tallman. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I am going to 
be brief. 
 Just like my Representative friend from York County spoke, 
I am going to be supporting the Representative's amendment. 
We were promised, when slots come in, property tax relief.  
I had $156 off my property tax bill this year. That is not 
property tax relief. Representative Miller's amendment will 
bring that. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Adams County, Representative Moul. 
 Mr. MOUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As one of the south-central Pennsylvania legislators who do 
not live in a very wealthy district, I would have to tell you that  
I, too, receive on a weekly or almost daily basis people wanting 
to know where their property tax relief is. I just know that I will 
not be one of the guys trying to explain to my constituents why 
I voted against sending this money towards property tax relief. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh County, Representative 
Day. 
 Mr. DAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to support this amendment today. 
 Years ago, Pennsylvanians were promised aid, assistance, 
and relief for property taxes in their area. In particular, in Berks 
County, the people there in my district have made it very clear 
that they want us to hold good on those promises. There are 
many promises that the legislature had made before I became a 
legislator, and I intend to work hard to try to come through on 
the promises of not just my predecessor but all the legislators 
that have come before me, whether it is teachers' pensions or 
school property tax relief. I rise today to support this 
amendment because it is our opportunity, one opportunity, to try 
to show that we really do support and vote, not just say we are 
supportive, but vote, to try to help the people out in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 Again, the folks in Berks County, a portion of my district, 
even have a tougher row to hoe than the folks in Lehigh County, 
and I would urge everyone here today to please consider 
supporting this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Two quick points just to rejoin my good friend from Greene 
County. 
 Our caucus certainly supports a budget proposal that does 
not increase taxes and looks at expenditures, including many of 
the things pointed out by Auditor General Wagner. We think 
that is a good approach to the budget and that it would allow the 
table game moneys to be used for property tax relief as set forth 
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in Representative Miller's proposed amendment here, and we 
think that is crucial and would highly support it. Here is a great 
opportunity to make use of this revenue to answer the complaint 
that so many people have about high property taxes in our State. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Kortz. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman waives off. 
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader, Representative 
Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The hour is late and I want this vote tonight because I will 
tell you what, I am finished with the hypocrisy. I have been 
working all day just like you have been on the floor managing 
this process, listened to all the debate for the last week about 
what the Republicans are for, and really, they are not for 
anything. They are against everything. 
 But the hypocrisy tonight is that the gentleman who offered 
this amendment voted against the enabling legislation on final 
passage with Senate amendments that allowed for the property 
tax relief. This is politics personified. Come on. This is about 
finishing the budget, clear and simple. What you are asking us 
to do is to walk away from $60 million in relief from the 
gaming industry so school property taxes are going to increase. 
That is what this amounts to. 
 And for most of the members who are senior members who 
stood up, including the gentleman who is the whip for the 
Republican Party, he voted against the property tax relief, too. 
So, please, stop the hypocrisy – okay? – because we are for 
something tonight, and let me tell you what we are for. We are 
for expanding this casino gaming in a responsible way, 
producing the revenue so that we can get out of this budget 
crisis that Pennsylvania is in, and we are for finishing a budget. 
We have proven that this week. We passed a revenue package to 
face the responsibility of Pennsylvania's budget. 
 And let me say this: I am done with the political red herrings. 
My members understand the terms on the Democratic side. Let 
us get to this vote. 
 And let me say this to those who believe that we should stall 
our way out of voting. I am going to say that we want to move 
this, Mr. Speaker, before the 11 o'clock hour because my 
members understand the terms for Pennsylvanians, and the 
terms are that we are 95 days over without a budget. It is into 
October. We are required by law to get this done. Our counties 
are facing shutdowns; our children are facing loss of day care; 
seniors are losing their health care; our public schools are facing 
loan payments, and this is the moment where we have got to get 
this done. Democratic members understand what the terms of 
this are. Let us stop playing hypocritical games, especially from 
people who will not back it up with their own votes. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the House adopt the amendment? On 
that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 With all due respect to the leader, who I know has been 
working hard, a couple points have to be made. 
 
 
 
 

 Look, the other side here has the majority. You have  
104 votes. You could have put up a vote on a budget before 
June 30 instead of keeping us here until October. That could 
have been done some time ago. 
 The second point is, look, we have seen two news press 
conferences on television back to back Friday saying there was 
a deal. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, we are still here in October, and 
I have not seen the culmination of any deal. 
 Now, the fact of the matter is, people have specific debates.  
I was here 5 years ago when we took that vote on the gambling 
bill, the gambling expansion bill, and there were lots of reasons 
to vote against that particular bill, including many of them 
dealing with how it was going to be looked at by law 
enforcement. There were a lot of questions in that bill, one of 
them being why the licenses were not auctioned in the first 
place. So the gentleman from York County could have a 
legitimate reason, as did I, for voting against that particular 
gambling expansion bill. There were a lot of holes in that bill 
that have had to be corrected and still need corrected. Part of the 
bill we are looking at is how to clean that thing up from 5 years 
ago. So there were lots of reasons to vote against that thing  
5 years ago. 
 And the fact of the matter is, everybody has equated in this 
State, people have expectations and promises that gambling 
expansion equals property tax relief. So no matter what 
happened 5 years ago, the fact of the matter is, if we are looking 
to expand gaming to include table games, we ought to be talking 
about property tax relief, because that was the promise that was 
given by this Governor and by this legislature 5 years ago, and 
by goodness, deliver on it, deliver on it. 
 This gentleman is dead on. Vote for this amendment because 
it is the right thing. If people want to confuse the budgetary 
process with what the appropriate use of gambling money 
should be, we are glad to take it on. We have got time to get the 
vote done. Let us get it done. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Representative Miller, for the 
second time. 
 Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, hypocrisy is the person who sets 
the schedule for voting and the order of calling up the bills 
taking a shot at me for running my amendment at this hour, and 
worse yet, he is the person that is in charge of starting the 
schedule. We were told session would start at 1:30— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
 Mr. MILLER. —and it started at 2:10. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. Will the 
gentleman yield. 
 On the amendment; on the amendment. 
 Mr. MILLER. The chairman was not— 
 The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the Miller 
amendment. 
 
 (Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from York, Mr. Miller, is 
recognized. 
 Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I would request an immediate 
vote and ask for a "yes" vote. 
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 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–97 
 
Adolph Farry Marshall Rapp 
Baker Fleck Marsico Reed 
Barrar Gabig Mensch Reese 
Bear Gabler Metcalfe Reichley 
Benninghoff Geist Metzgar Roae 
Beyer Gillespie Micozzie Rock 
Boback Gingrich Millard Rohrer 
Boyd Godshall Miller Ross 
Brooks Grell Milne Saylor 
Causer Grove Moul Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Murt Schroder 
Civera Harris Mustio Smith, S. 
Clymer Helm O'Neill Sonney 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Stern 
Creighton Hess Pallone Stevenson 
Cutler Hickernell Payne Swanger 
Dally Hutchinson Peifer Tallman 
Day Kauffman Perzel Taylor, J. 
Delozier Keller, M.K. Petrarca True 
Denlinger Killion Phillips Turzai 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pickett Vereb 
Ellis Krieger Pyle Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Maher Quigley Watson 
Everett Major Quinn Yudichak 
Fairchild    
 
 NAYS–97 
 
Barbin Eachus Kula Samuelson 
Belfanti Evans, D. Levdansky Santarsiero 
Bishop Fabrizio Longietti Santoni 
Boyle Frankel Mahoney Seip 
Bradford Freeman Manderino Shapiro 
Brennan Galloway Mann Siptroth 
Briggs George Markosek Smith, K. 
Brown Gerber Matzie Smith, M. 
Burns Gergely McGeehan Solobay 
Buxton Gibbons McI. Smith Staback 
Caltagirone Goodman Melio Sturla 
Carroll Grucela Mirabito Taylor, R. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Thomas 
Cohen Hanna Murphy Vitali 
Conklin Harhai Myers Walko 
Costa, D. Harkins O'Brien, M. Wansacz 
Costa, P. Hornaman Oliver Waters 
Cruz Houghton Parker Wheatley 
Daley Johnson Pashinski White 
DeLuca Josephs Payton Williams 
DePasquale Keller, W. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Kessler Readshaw  
DeWeese Kirkland Roebuck McCall, 
Donatucci Kortz Sabatina    Speaker 
Drucker Kotik Sainato  
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
O'Brien, D.    
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Curry Harper Miccarelli Petri 
Deasy Lentz Perry Wagner 
 
 
 
 

 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 For the announcement for the members, we are going to 
continue this debate tomorrow— 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt a second? 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. A parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. I would like to understand, am I correct that 
if members are in their seats, they must cast a vote if they are 
sitting on the House floor? 
 The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Okay. I just want it noted for the record that 
there were members on the House floor who did not cast a vote. 
I want to bring that to the attention of the Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 For the information of the members, there will be a  
10:30 Democratic caucus in the majority caucus room, and we 
will be back on the floor at 1 o'clock. For the information of the 
Democratic members, we would require that all of you try and 
be there for 10:30, to the Democratic caucus room. Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. TURZAI. Mr. Speaker, on that particular issue that was 
raised by my colleague from York County, I do not know that a 
motion for reconsideration is appropriate. I think it would be a 
motion to strike, is it not, because we do not really have a 
technically correct vote because a member of this Assembly 
was here that did not cast his vote, and do we not, thus, have to 
revote it? 
 The SPEAKER. No. The time to challenge that is when the 
vote is up on the board. Once the vote is recorded, the vote is 
recorded. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Then we will file a motion to reconsider. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Roebuck, stands for the purpose of making an 
announcement. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Earlier in the session I announced that there would be a 
House Education meeting tomorrow at 12 noon. Due to 
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technical problems, that meeting will be held not in room 50 of 
the Irvis Building, but rather, in 60 East Wing. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Education Committee meeting tomorrow will be at  
12 noon in room 60, East Wing. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Monroe County, to 
correct the record. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Mr. Speaker, I was marked in the negative 
on amendment 4157 to SB 711. I would like to be marked in the 
positive. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 For what purpose does the gentleman from Beaver County, 
Representative Marshall, rise? 
 Mr. MARSHALL. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MARSHALL. On amendment A4188 to SB 711, I wish 
to be recorded in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 Does the gentleman, Representative Thomas, wish to correct 
the record? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. You are in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, my button malfunctioned on 
amendment 4229 to SB 711. I would like to be recorded in the 
affirmative rather than in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 For what purpose does the gentleman from Allegheny 
County, Representative Markosek, rise? 
 Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 To correct the record. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MARKOSEK. On amendment 04237 to SB 711, my 
button failed to operate correctly, and I would like to be 
recorded in the negative. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York County, 
Representative DePasquale. 
 Mr. DePASQUALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On amendment 4178 to SB 711, I would like to switch,  
I mistakenly voted in the negative, switch that to a "yes." 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread upon the record. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MS. MAJOR 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Susquehanna County, Representative Major. 
 Ms. MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 For an announcement. There is no need at this time for a 
Republican caucus tomorrow morning, but in case that changes, 
I will get a notice out to our members. So I would just like our 
Republican members to be aware of that. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, any remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. The hour of 11 p.m. having arrived, this 
House does now stand adjourned until Monday, October 5, 
2009, at 1 p.m., e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 


