COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL

TUESDAY, JUNE 8, 1993

SESSION OF 1993

177TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

No. 38

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE)
PRESIDING

PRAYER

REV. CLYDE W. ROACH, Chaplain of the Iouse of
Representatives, from Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, offered the
following prayer:

Let us pray:

Gracious God our Father, bless in a special way every
member of this legisiature as they work together in this
chamber, in their committees, and in their offices. Be Thou
with them as they make hard decisions to maintain this
Commonwealth.

Give them the light to know the truth and the courape to
pursue the truth, Grant that Your still small voice might be
heard as they accomplish their tasks and that Your divine
presence might overshadow their activities.

May they never fail to do their best, for we realize that
when they give to the world the best that they have, the best
will come back to them.

Bless especially our Speaker and the leadership of this
House on both sides of the aisle,

In Your dear name we pray. Amen.

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the
Jourmnal of Monday, June 7, 1993, will be postponed until
printed. The Chair hears no objection.

SENATE MESSAGE

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION
FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was
read as foliows:

In the Senate
June 7, 1993

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That
when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, June
14, 1993, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of
the Senate; and be it further

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjourns
this week it reconvene on Monday, June 14, 1993, unless sooner
recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of
Representatives for it§ concurrence,

On the question,

Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate?
Resolution was concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM GOVERNOR
BILLS SIGNED BY GOVERNOR

The Secretary to the Governor presented the following
communications from His Excellency, the Govemnor:

APPROVAL OF HB’s 200 and 438.

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Governor's Office
Harrisburg

June 7, 1993

To the Honorable, the House of Representatives
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

I have the honor to inform you that I have this day approved
and signed House Bill 200, Printer’s No. 1550, entitled “AN ACT
amending the act of June 24, 1937 (P.L. 2045, No. 397), entitled,
as amended, ‘An act relating to the support of indigent persons;
providing for the support of such persons by certain relatives, and
for the recovery of public moneys expended for care and
assistance from the property and estates of certain persons;
providing for guardians of the person and property of such
persons; providing for the arrest and seizure and sale of the
property of deserters; and providing procedure,” abolishing
CERTAIN liens and providing for the release therefrom.”

Robert P. Casey
Governor

Commonwealth of Pennsyivania
Governor’s Office
Harrisburg

June 7, 1993
Te the Honorable, the House of Representatives
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of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

I have the honor to inform you that | have this day approved
and signed House Bill 438, Printer’s No. 1982, entitled “AN ACT
amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.1.30, No.14), entitled ‘An
act relating to the public school system, including certain
provisions applicable as well to private and parochial schools;
amending, revising, consolidating and changing the laws relating
thereto,” requiring a report of certain racial and ethnic groupings;
authorizing the board of school directors of certain school districts
to levy different rates of taxation for school purposes on land and
on buildings; providing for emergency certificates in certain
circumstances; further providing for certain inmates of children’s
institutions, for transportation and lodging of certain children and
for approved private schools and chartered schools; providing for
instructional support, for reimbursements for community colleges,
for payments to intermediate units and for special education
payments to school districts, including special education payment
adjustments; creating a fund for audit resolutions for approved
private schools; further providing for school district
reimburserent definitions, for instruction payments, for payment
limitations, for the economic supplement for assistance to small
school districts, for temporary special aid, for the low-
expenditure, low-wealth supplement and for the low-expenditure
poverty supplement; previding for education subsidy base, for an
equity supplement, for foundation guarantee payments, for a
minimum effort base, for a growth supplement, for a limited
revenue sources supplement, for discretionary funds to assist
school districts experiencing extreme financial difficulty and for
resource data in the foundation-based equity formula; further
providing for payments generally and for forfeitures for certain
employment practices; and providing for a graduate opportunity
fund.”

Robert P, Casey
Governor

PETITION REFERRED

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to Article VI, section 4, of the
Pennsylvania Constitution, 1 am refermning a petition for
impeachment submitted by William P. Cunnane, Jr, to the
House Judiciary Commitice, The committee is authorized to
make a preliminary inquiry into the matter and may, if
warranted, report their findings to the House.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to takc leaves of
absence.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Steighner, from
Butler County.

Mr. STEIGHNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask for leave for today only for the
gentleman from Cambria, Mr. HALUSKA; the gentleman from
Luzerng, Mr. TIGUE; and the gentleman from Delaware, Mr,
KIRKLAND.

The SPEAKER, The Chair thanks the gentleman,

Mr. Perzel from Philadelphia is recognized.

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I ask for a leave of absence for the gentleman from York,
Mr. WAUGH, and a tcmperary leave of absence for the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr. GANNON.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks Mr. Perzel.

MASTER ROLL CALL

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

The following roll call was recorded:

Acosta
Adolph
Allen
Argall
Armstrong
Baker
Barley
Battisto
Bebko-Jones
Belardi
Belfanti
Birmelin
Bishop
Blaum
Boyes
Brown
Bunt
Bush
Butkovitz
Buxton
Caltagirone
Cappabianca
Cam
Carone
Cawley
Cessar
Chadwick
Civera
Clark
Clymer
Cohen, L. L
Cohen, M.
Colafella
Colaizzo
Comell
Corrigan
Cowell
Coy
Cunry
Daley
Pel.uca
Dempsey
Dent
Dermody
Donatucci
Druce
Durham
Egolf
Evans
Fairchitd

Gannon

Haluska

PRESENT-198

Fajt
Fargo
Farmet
Fee
Fichter
Fleagle
Flick
Freeman
Gamble
Geist
George
Gerlach
Gigliotti
Gladeck
Godshall
Gordner
Gruitza
Gruppo
Hanna
Harley
Hasay
Heckler
Hennessey
Herman
Hershey
Hess
Hughes
Hutchinson
[tkin
Jadlowtec
James
Jarolin
Josephs
Kaiser
Kasunic
Keller
Kenney
King
Krebs
Kukovich
LaGrotta
Laub
Laughlin
Fawiess
Lederer
[ee

Leh
Lescovitz
Levdansky
Linton

Lloyd
Lucyk
Lynch
Maitland
Mandenino
Markosek
Marsico
Masland
Mayermik
MeCall
McGeehan
McNally
Melio
Meny
Michlovic
Micozzie
Mihalich
Miller
Mundy
Murphy
Nailor
Nickol
Nyce
O'Baen
O’ Donnell
Olasz
Oliver
Perzel
Pesci
Petrarca
Petrone
Pettit
Phillips
Piccola
Pistella
Pitts
Platts
Preston
Raymond
Reber
Reinard
Richardsen
Rieger
Ritter
Roberts
Robinson
Roebuck
Rohrer
Rooney
Rubley

ADDITIONS—-0

NOT VOTING-0

EXCUSED-5

Kirkland

LEAVES ADDED=-2

Trgue

-

Rudy

Ryan
Santon
Sather
Saurman
Saylor
Scheetz -
Schuler
Scrimenti
Semmel
Serafini
Smith, B.
Smith, S. H.
Soyder, D). W.
Staback
Staits
Steelman
Steighner
Stail

Stern

Stetler

Stish
Strittmatter
Sturla

Surva
Tangretti
Taylor, E. Z.
Taylor, J.
Thomas
Tomlinson
Tretto

Trich

True

Tulli

Uliana
Vance

Van Home
Veon

Vitali
Williams
Wogan
Wozniak
Wright, D. R
Wright, M. N.
Y andnsevits
Yewcic

Zug

DeWeese,
Speaker

Waugh
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Belardi Geist McCall Semmel
Rudy Van Horme Belfanti George McGeehan Serafini
. Birmelin Gerlach McNally Smith, B.
LEAVES CANCELLED-3 Bishop Gigliotti Melio Smith, S. H.
. Blaum Gladeck Mermy Snyder, D. W.
Gannon Rudy Tigue Boyes Godshall Michlovic Staback
Brown Gordner Micozzie Stairs
Bunt Gruitza Mihalich Steelman
GUESTS INTRODUCED Bush Gruppo Miller Steighner
. . . . . . Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Steil
The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to acknowledge in Buxton Harley Murphy Stern
the hall of the House guests of Charlie Dent and Karen Ritter, Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stetler
the Allentown Crime Watch folks. The Chair would like to | Gppabianca Heckler Nickol Stish
1 here in the hall of the I Cam Hennessey Nyce Strittmatter
make them welcome here in the ¢ House. Carone Herman O Brien Sturla
The Chair would also like to welcome a constituent of | Cawley Hershey O'Donnell Surra
Representative  Tommy Corrigan, Anna Bono Lamisey, Cessar Hess Olasz Tangretti
presently serving and was elected on both tickets — as a | Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taylor, E. Z.
. . . Civera Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, J.
Republican and a Democrat ~tax collector in Bristol Borough, Clark Itkin Pesci Thomas
Bucks County. Welcome, Anna Bono Larrisey. Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Tomlinson
Finally, the Chair welcomes the third grade students and | Cohen, L. L James Petrone Trello
their teachers from the Primos School of Upper Darb Cohen, M. Jarolin Peit Trich
i P Y | Colafella Josephs Phillips True
Township. They are the guests of Representative Nick Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola Tulli
Micozzie, in the balcony on the right. The Chair welcomes the | Comell Kasunic Pistella Uliana
youngsters to the hall of the House. Corrigan Kellex Pitts Vance
Cowell Kenney Platts Veon
Coy King Preston Vitali
CALENDAR Cunty Krebs Raymond Williams
Daley Kukovich Reber Wogan
BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION DeLuca LaGrotta Reinard Wozniak
Dempsey Laub Richardson Wright, D. R
The following bills, having been called up, were considered Dent Laughlin Rieger Wright, M. N.
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for | Demody Lawless Ritter Yandrisevits
hi id . Donatucci Lederer Roberts Yewecic
third consideration: Druce Lee Robinson Zug
Durham Leh Roebuck
HB 1692, PN 1960; and HB 1706, PN 1918. Egolf Lescovitz Rohrer DeWeese,
Evans Levdansky Rooney Speaker
BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION Faicchild Linton
The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 52, PN NAYS-1
1919, entitled: Scrimenti
An Act requiring a transfer from the Realty Transfer Tax NOT VOTING-1
Account in the General Fund to the Deferred Maintenance
Account. Van Home
On the question, EXCUSED-S5
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? Gannon Kitkland Tigue Waugh
Bill was agreed to. Haluska
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on threc y . o . .
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. The majority required by the Constitution having voted in
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirative
Agrecable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas | 2nd the bill passed finally.
and nays will now be taken. Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for
concurrence.
YEAS—196
% Xk ¥
Acosta Fajt Lloyd Rubley
Adoiph Fargo Lucyk Rudy The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 351, PN
Allen Farmer Lynch Ryan 1829 titled:
Argall Fee Maitland Santori » enulied:
B;;S:mng E:::;; ﬁ:?ﬁ:::;o ga:h;rm An Act providing for inclusion in ali Commonwealth rules and
Barley Flick Marsico S:ylorn regl_;lations of flexible provisions designed to benefit small
Battisto Freeman Mastand Scheetz businesses.
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayernik Schuler
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On the question, On the question recutring,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? Will the House agree to the amendments?

Mr. PESCI offered the following amendments No. A1783: , .
The following roll call was recorded;

Amend Sec, 2, page 3, line 3, by inserting after “businesses” .
and local governments YEAS—195
Amend Sec. 3, page 3, by inserting between lines 22 and 23

“Local government.” A county, city, borough, incorporated :z"’:“; ;aﬂ Linton Rooney
town, township, school district, vecational school district or Al[o i3 argoe L"’_Yd Rubley
county institution district. en Farmer Lucyk Rudy

Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 2, by inserting after “businesses” Argall Fee Lynch Ryan

and local governments Amstrong Fichter Maitland Santoni

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 21, by inserting after Baker Fleagle Manderino Sather
“businesses” Barley Flick Markosek Saurman

and local governments Battisto Freeman Marsico Saylor

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 1, by inserting after “businesses” BcbkoTJunes Ga_mble Maslanq Scheetz

and local governments Belardi Geist Mayemnik Schuler

Amend Sec. 5, page §, line 4, by inserting after “businesses™ | Belfanti George McCali Scrimenti

and local governments Birmelin Gerlach MeGechan Semmel

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 8, by inserting after “businesses” Bishop Gigliotti McNally Serafini

Blaum Gladeck Melio Smith, B.

and local governments

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 12, by inserting after | Boves Godshall Merry Smith, . H.
“hbusinesses’ Brown Gordner Michlovie Snyder, 1. W.
and local governments Bunt Gruitza Micozze Staback
Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 18, by inserting after Bush Gruppo Mihalich Stairs
“businesses” Butkovitz Hanna Miller Steclman
and local governments Buxton Hariey Mundy Sleighner
Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 20, by inserting after Caltagirone Hasay Murphy Steil
“businesses™ Cappabianca Heckler Nailor Stern
and local governments Cam Hennessey Nickol Stetler
Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 26, by inserting after | Carone Herman Nyce Stish
“businesses” Cawley Hershey O’'Brien Strittmatter
and local governments Cessar Hess O Donnell Sturla
Chadwick Hughes Olasz Surra
On the question, Civera Hutchinson Oliver Tangretti
. Clark [tkin Perzel Taylor, E. Z.
Will the House agree to the amendments? Clymer Jadlowiec Pesci Taglor, .
The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes | cop i’ o Pocarca Jhomas
Representative Pesci from Ammstrong County. Colafella Josephs Pettit Trello
Mr. PESCI. Mr. Spcaker, amendment 1783 would provide Colaizzo Kaiser Phillips Trich
flexible provisions of regulations for local governments; that is, | Some! Kasunic Piccola True
- . . Corrigan Keller Pistella Uliana
providing fewer and simpler requirements of local Cowell Kenney Pitts Vance
governments, including flexible standards and regulations Coy King Platts Veon
designed to meet the needs of local governments. Curry Krebs Preston Williams
“Local government” is defined in this amendment as a Bal“’y Kukovich Raymond Wogan
. . X eluca LaGrotta Reber Wouniak
county, city, borough, incorporated town, township, school Dempsey Laub Reinard Wright, D. R.
district, vocational school district, or county institution district. Dent Laughlin Richardson Wright, M. N.
[ ask my members to vote “yes” on this amendment. Thank | Dermody Lawless Ricger Yandrisevits
. Donatucei Lederer Ritter Yewcic
you, Mr. Speaker. Druce Lee Roberts Zug
The SPEAKER, Thank you, Representative Pesci. Ducham Leh Robinson
The gentleman, Mr. Lescovitz, from Washington County is Egolf Lescovitz Roebuck [JeWeese,
re C(ng'li zed. l::yans . Eevdansky Rohrer Speaker
Mr. LESCOVITZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Fawrchild
Mr. Speaker, I agree with the amendment that we should NAYS~1

put in local municipalitics along with local businesses in this |y

bill, and T concur that we should vote in favor of it. Thank
NOT VOTING-2

you.
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks Mr. Lescovitz and Tulli Van {lome

recognizes Mr. Hasay. T IR
Mr, HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. EXCUSED-3
Mr, Speaker, as the minority chair of the House Business Gannon Kirkland Tigue Waugh

and Economic Development Commiltee, the minorty concurs Haluska

and supports the Pesci amendment. Thank vou, Mr. Speaker.
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the Civera Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, E. Z.
amendments were agreed 10. Clark Ttkin Pesci Taylor, J.
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Thomas
On the queslion Cohen, L. L James Petrone Tomlinson
. ! ! . . . . Cohen, M. Jarohn Pettit Treilo
Wilk the House agrec to the bill on third consideration as Colafella Tosephs Phillips Trich
amended? Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola True
Mr. LESCOVTIZ offered the following amendments No, | Comell Kasunic Pistella Tulti
A1795: Corrigan Keller Pitts Uliana
' Cowell Kenney Platts Van Horne
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 24, by inserting after “THE” Coy King Preston Veon
Commonwealth’s Curry Krebs . Raymond V1.tal_1
Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 4, by inserting after “THE” Daley Kukovich Re!)er Williams
whete it appears the first time DeLuca LaGrotta Reinard Wagan
Commonwealth’s Dempsey Laub Richardson Waozniak
Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 7, by inserting after “THE” Dent Laughlin Rieger Wright, D. R.
where it appears the second time Dermody Lawless Ritter Wright, M. N.
Commonwealth’s Donatucci Lederer Roberts Yandrisevits
Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 5, by mserting after “THE” Druce Lee Robiason Yeweic
Commonwealth's Durham Leh Roebuck Zug
Amend Sce. 5, page 4, line 22, by inserting after “THE” Egolf Lescovitz Rohrer
Commonwealth’s Evans Levdansky Rooney DeWeese,
Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 21, by inserting after “THE" | Fairchild Linton Rubley Speaker
where it appears the third time Fajt
Commenwealth’s
NAYS—-G
OQ the question, . NOT VOTING=3
Will the House agree 1o the amendments?
Acosta O’ Donnell Vance
The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the
, g &0 EXCUSED—-S
gentleman from Washington County.
Mr. LESCOVITZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. ﬁﬂ{min Kirktand Tigune Waugh
aluska

This is a technical amendment puiting the Commonwealth
in throughout the bill where it nceds to be put in. Thank you.
The SPIEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman,

On the question recurring,
Will the House agree (o the amendments?

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—-195
Adolph Fargo Lloyd Rudy
Allen Farmet Tueyk Ryan
Argall Fee Lyach Santoni
Armstrong Fichter Maitland Sather
Baker Fleagle Manderine Saunman
Barley Flick Markosck Saylor
Battisto Freeman Marsico Scheetz
Bebko-Jones Gamble Masland Schuler
Belardi Gest Mayermik Scrimenti
Belfanti George McCall Semmel
Birmelin Crerlach McCGrechan Serafini
Bishop Gigliotti McNally Smith, B.
Blaum Giladeck Melic Smith, S. H.
Boyes Godshall Mermy Snyder, [2. W.
Rrown Gordner Michlovie Staback
Bunt Gruitza Micozzie Stairs
Bush Gruppo Mihalich Steglman
Butkovitz Hanna Miller Steighner
Buxton Harley Mundy Steil
Caltagirone Hasay Murphy Stermn
Cappabianca Heckler Nailor Stetler
Cam llennessey Nickol Stish
Caronc Herman Nyce Strittroatler
Cawley Hershey O"Brien Sturia
Cessar Hess Olasz. Surra
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Tangretti

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
amcndments were agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Rill as amended was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Apreeable 1o the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS-197
Acosta Fajt Lioyd Rudy
Adolph Fargo Lucyk Ryan
Allen Farmer Lynch Santoni
Argail Fee Maitland Sather
Ammstrong Fichter Mandenno Saurman
Baker Fleagle Markosek Saylor
Barley Flick Marsico Scheetz
Battisto Freeman Masland Schuler
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayernik Scrimenti
Belardi Geist McCall Semmel
Belfanti George McGeehan Serafimi
Birmelin Gerlach McNally Smith, B.
Bishop Gigliotti Melio Smith, 8. H.
Blaum Gladeck Meny Snyder, D. W.
Boyes Godshall Michiovic Staback
Brown CGordner Micozzie Stairs
Bunt Gruitza Mihalich Steelman
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Bush Gruppo Miller Steighner Marilyn Holloway from the Solanco High School is a guest
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Steil of State Representative John Barley.
Buxton Harley Murphy Stern P . Amna B ick
Caltagirone Hasay Naifor Stetler From southeastern emy!vm& . ) ortnick  and
Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Stish Amonda Tatro from the Philadelphia Gids High School, and
Carh Hennessey g)’;e g‘ﬁgmﬂﬂ Daniel Rosen from the Northeast High School. They are the
Carone Herman 'Brien Sturla . s ;
Cawley Hershey O Dongell Surra gufaslts of Representative O’Donnell and Representative Tony
Cessar Hess Olasz. Tangretti Williams. »
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Tayler, E. Z. In the tradition of Henry David Thorean, who calied books
S}"T f*:j‘chi“m" gm?' ?:Ybf, X “the treasured wealth of the world and the fit inheritance of
a1l tkin 'esc1 Thomas . . s .
Clymer Tedlowies Petrarca Tomlinson generaugns and nauong, these students have written
Cohen, L. L. James Petrone Trello compelling works of their own as testament to the fact that
Cohen, M. Jarolin Pettit Trich books do indeed change lives.
goiafeﬂﬂ ;gsevhs g;“"'fs g,ﬂ;f, Last month, 63 of us designated books from the Bible to
OIAZZ0 aiser ccola ul .
Comell K asanic Pistella Uliana t.he IRS (Internal Revenue Service) Code that had changed our
Corrigan Keller Pitts Vance lives.
Cowell Kenney Platts Van Home In this age of information, in a world of fiber optics and
Coy King Preston Veon microwaves, of faxes and satellites, these students remind us
Cumry Krebs Raymond Williams . .
Daley Kukovich Reber Wogan of the power of books and the important personal experiences
DeLuca LaGrotta Reinard Worniak that can come with books,
Dempsey Laub Richardson Wright, D. R. Ladies and gentlemen, we weicome to the hall of the House
Dent Laughlin Rieger Wright, M. N. these youngsters and the Representatives who represent them,
Dermody Lawless Ritter Yandrisevits . . e o
Donatucci Lederer Roberts Yeweic and we hope that they will enjoy a lifetime of appreciation for
Druce Lee Robinson Zug books.
g“f:‘f“m ﬁ:c ” ;“:b“‘?k Dew 1 would like at this time for the members here at the dais
ol ovi ohrer eWeese, . . P :
Dvans Levdansky Rooney Speaker to present their students vtrnh their c.ltatmrfs, and .1t should be
Fairchild Linton Rubley noted for all of us that this celebration will continue later in
the day in room 60E with a luncheon to honor these young
NAYS—I scholars and bibliophiles. Welcome 1o the hall of the House.
Vitali
NOT VOTING-0 SB 474 RECONSIDERED
EXCUSED—5 .The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr.
. _ Itkin, who moves that the vote by which SB 474, PN 1400,
g:{‘;‘l’: Kirkland Tigue Waugh was passed on the 28th day of May be reconsidered.

On the question,

The majority required by the Constitution baving voted in Will -the House agree to the motion?

the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative The following roll call was recorded:
and the bill passed finally. :
Ordered, That the clerk present the same (o the Senate for YEAS-197
concurrence, Acosta Fargo Lucyk Ryan
Adolph Farmer Lynch Santoni
‘ ’ s Allen Fee Maitland Sather
‘BOOKS CHANGE LIVES’ Argall Fichter Manderino Saurman
COMPETITION WINNERS PRESENTED Armstrong Fleagle Markosek Saylor
) Baker Flick Matsico Scheetz
The SPEAKER. We are going to welcome for 2 minutes Barley Freeman Masland Schuler -
the students who are here to celebrate our week of attention to gmiﬂo gﬂmble mayemik Scrimenti
: ebko-Jones eist cCali Semmel
books and reading. . . Belardi George McGeehan Serafini
.From westemn Pepnsylvama. as guests of their own | Belfang Gerlach McNally Smith, B.
legislators, we would like 1o welcome Beverlee Lynn Hamett Birmelin Gigliotti Melie Smith, S. H.
and Nicki Brenneman from the Hollidaysburg Area High | Bishop Gladeck Memry Snyder, D. W.
School with Representative Jerry Stern. glf;:: gg‘:;::? mg: gt::’;c"
Also, Calyta Louisc Hill of the Winchester-Thurston High | Brown Gruitza Mihalich Steelman
School in Pittsburgh, a guest of Representative Joe Preston. Bunt Gruppo Miller Steighner
There are six of these teams, and the third is Laura Stauffer E‘t‘:l}: _ ;ia“]“a ﬁ““d}l" g‘eﬂ e
. . . - 3 . OVItZ arley urphy tem
and Peter Rush from the Warwick IHigh School, and they are Buston Hasay Nailor Stetler

the guests of Representative Jere Strittmatter. Caltagirone Heckler Nickol Stish
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Cappalnanca Hennessey Nyce Strittmatter
Carone Herman O’Brien Swrla
Cawley Hershey (’Donnell Surra
Cessar Hess Oasz Tangretti
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taytor, E. Z.
Civera Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, .
Clatk [tkin Pesal Thomas
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Tomlinsen
Cohen, L. 1. James Petrone Trello
Cohen, M. Jarolin Pettit Trich
Colafelia Josephs Phillips True
Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola Tulli
Cornell Kasunic Pistella Uliana
Corigan Keller Pitts Vance
Cowell Kenney Platts Van Home
Coy King Preston Veon
Curry Krebs Raymond Vitali
Daley Kukovich Reber Williams
PelLuca LaGrotla Reinard Wogan
Dempsey Laub Richardson Wozniak
Dent Laughlin Rieper Wright, D. R
Demmody Lawless Ritter Wright, M. N.
Donatucci Lederer Roberts Yandrsevits
Druce Lee Robinsen Yewcic
Durham leh Roebuck Zug
Fegolf Lescovitz Rohrer
Evans levdansky Rooney DeWeese,
Fairchild inton Rubley Speaker
Fajt Lloyd Rudy
NAYS-0
NOT VOTING-1
Camn
EXCUSED~5
(Gannen Kirkland Tigue Waugh
Haluska

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
motion was agrecd to.

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds its
statement that SB 474 was agreed to on third consideration as
amended.

On the question recuiming,
Will the Housc agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

MOTION TO REVERT
TO PRIOR PRINTER’S NUMBER

The SPEAKER. Mr. ltkin is recognized for the motion to
revert to a pror printer’s number. The gentleman  from
Allegheny County, Mr. Ttkin, is recognized.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr, Speaker, Twould like at this time to make
a motion to revert to the prior printer’s number on SB 474, PN
746.

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

The SPEAKER. On the motion to revert to prior PN 746,
Mr. Perzel is recognized.

Mr. PERZEL. Could we have an explanation of what this
is, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr, Itkin, yield for
interrogation?

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, what we are attempting to do in
SB 474 is to remove the amendments that were inserted in the
bill in the House so that the bill upon final passage can go
directly to the Governor. We found this to be the most
expeditious way in talking with the other chamber. We
basically have the agreement of the people who had offered the
amendments to move those amendments in other bills.

Mr. Speaker, this is the PennSERVE (Governor’s Office of
Citizen Service) bill.

Mr. PISTELLA. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Pistelia, yield for
the Republican floor leader.

The pentleman, Mr. Ryan, is recognized.

The gentleman, Mr. Pistella, will be recognized in one
moment.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we had 2 meeting on
this particular bill. I am going to call it a printer’s error, and
then 1 guess [ will take the heat from the printers because they
will say it was not our error.

But due to a mishap, an amendment that was offered to this
particular bill by one of our members, Representative Miller,
was not included in the panicular bill. We have it here, and
yesterday, with the concurrence of Mrs. Miller, it was agreed
that we would not offer or reprint the bill with the Miller
amendment in it, but a committee would meet today with Mr.
Belfanti’s committee and her amendment in bill form would be
reported out of committee today, would be voted on within the
first 3 legislative days of the legislative session here, and we
have agreement from the leaders of the Senate, the majority
leaders of the Senate, that Mrs. Miller’s bill will be considered
by them. So she is satisfied that her amendment, which
through some oversight was not included on this bill, is going
to be taken care of in a separate bill.

Now, the bill that we are reverting back to at this time
passed this House 202 to 0, and we are reverting back to that
at this time so that it can go to the Governor without further
delay. At this point, if there are questions, I would refer them
to someone other than myself.

But [ think that is the substance of what has taken place
here. I know Mrs. Miller yesterday was satisfied with this
arrangement. She is the only one whose legislation was
affected by it.

The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease momentarily.

Does the gentleman, Mr. Pistella, still want recognized?
The gentleman indicates he does not.
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GUESTS INTRODUCED Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Stf:tler
Cam Hennessey Nyce Stish

The SPEAKER. During the momentary break, the Chair | Carone Herman O'Brien Strittmatier

would like to welcome to the hall of the Housc the Happy | 3wy Hershey O'Donrelt Sturla

s . . . . ; Cessar Hess Olasz Suma
Hearts from Corninthian Baptist Church in Philadelphia. This | Cpagwick Hughes Oliver Tangetti
group of senior citizens is active in the community of the 201st | Civera Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, E. 7.
Legisiative District of the honorable chairman, Representative g}afk }ﬂgjﬂ _ {:em Eﬂon X

: . : : ymer adlowec elrarca Qmas
David Richardson. Please he recognized. They are in the back Cohen, L. L. Tatolin Petrone Tomlinson
of the hall of the House. Cohen, M. Josephs Pettit Trello

Colafella Kaiser Phillips Trich
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING | Solamo Kasunic Piccola True
ormell Keller Pistella Tulli

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? gz\‘:j:’“ Ei“:“ey g;;‘fw 3::::

Mr. PETRARCA. Tomorrow at 9:30 there will be a House | o, Kregs Preston Veon
Transportation Committee meeting in room 418. [ urge all | Cumy Kukovich Raymond Williatns
committee members to attend. Thank you. galfy t:G;fma %ei_aerd xogﬂpk

. : 1A: elLuca 11 e1nari Gzma

The SPEAKER. Roc?m 418 of the C;}pltol Bulldlpg, Dempsey Loughlin Richardson Wright, D. R.
lomotrow morning, 9:30, Transportation meeting, 418 Capitol Dent Lawless Ricger Wright, M. N.
Building. Thank you, Representative Petrarca. Dermody Lederer Ritter Yandrisevits

‘ Donatucci Lee Roberts Yewcic
D Leh Robi Z
FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING Dorhar Lescovitz Rechuck e
- . Egolf Levdansky Rohrer DeWeese,

The.SPEAKI':R. While we are at ease, the gentleman, Mr. | o Linton Rooney Speaker
Trello, is recognized for the purpose of an announcement. Fairchild

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, | would like to announce a NA 0
meeting of the House Finance Commitiee at the call of the ¥S-
recess in room 22 at the Annex. I would urge all members to NOT VOTING=3
be present. o

. Van H Vital
The SPEAKER. Room 22, Annex, at the recess, Finance fames an Home el
Committee. Thank you, Chairman, EXCUSED-5
¥
Gannon Kirkland Tigue Waugh
CONSIDERATION OF SB 474 CONTINUED Haluska

The SPEAKER. The pentleman, Mr. Ryan, has concluded
his remarks.

On the question recurring,
Will the House agree 1o the motion?

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—195
Acosta Fajt Lioyd Rubley
Adolph Fargo Lucyk Rudy
Allen Farmer Lynch Ryan
Argall Fee Maitland Santoni
Ammstrong Fichter Manderino Sather
Baker Fleagle Markosek Savrman
Barley Flick Marsico Saylor
Battisto Freeman Masland Scheetz
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayernik Schuler
Belardi Geist McCall Scrimenti
Belfanti George MeGeehan Semunel
Birmelin Gerlach McNally Serafini
Bishop Gigliotti Melio Smith, B.
Blaum Gladeck Menry Smith, S. H.
Boyes Godshall Michlovic Snyder, DD. W.
Brown Gordner Micozzie Staback
Bunt Giruitza Mihalich Stairs
Bush Ciruppo Milier Steelman
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Steighner
Buxton Harley Murphy Steit
Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stemn

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
motion was agreed to.

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

amended?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

Acosta
Adolph
Allen
Acgall
Armstrong
Baker
Barley
Battisto
Bebko-Jones
Belardi
Belfanti
Birmelin

Fajt
Fargo
Farmer
Fee
Fichter
Fleagie
Flick
Freeman
Gamble
(ieist
George
Gerlach

YEAS-196

“ Lloyd
Lucyk
Lynch
Maitland
Manderino
Markosek
Marsico
Masland
Mayetmik
McCall
McGeehan
MecNalty

Rudy
Ryan
Santoni
Sather
Saurman
Saylor
Scheetz
Schuler
Scrimenti
Semmel
Serafini
Smith, B.
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Bishop Gigliotti Melio Smith, 8. H. The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and his
Blaum Gladeck Merry Snyder, D. W. , : r
Boyes Coshall Mitlovic Stors remarks will be spread across the record.
Brown Gordner Micozzie Steelman
Bunt Gruitza Mibalich Steighner FORMER MEMBER WELCOMED
Bush Gruppo Miller Steil
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Stern The SPEAKER, The Chair would like to take a moment
gul""“‘_‘ ﬁ""cy 1’:’”_‘11"‘3’ ';:?'ie‘ and announce the presence in the hall of the House of the
altagrone asay ailor 18 :
Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Strittmatier former member and current good friend of all of us, Ed
Cam Hennessey Nyce Sturla Johnson.
Carone Iferman O’'Brien Surra
Cawley Hershey O’ Donnell Tangretti
Cessar Hess Olasz Taylor, E. Z. VOTE CORRECTION
Chadwick RS pver o, J The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr.
" ) A . . -
Clark Ttkin PFesci Tomlinson Staback, whose switch was inoperative on SB 474, If the
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Trello switch had been functioning properly, the gentleman would
goﬁe“s 1Iv1 L jﬂm‘f_s ge‘t‘_‘:“e FC“ have voted in the affirmative. Those remarks will be spread
~chen, M. arolin ity Tue o
Colafella Josephs Phillips Tulli across the record.
Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola Uliana
Comeil Kasunic Pistella Vance RECESS
Corrigan Keller Pitts Van Home
Cowell Kenney Elatts Veon The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 1 p.m.
Coy King reston Vitali :
Cunry Krebs Raymond Wilkars Promptly at 1 p.m. we will commence to vote.
Daley Kukovich Reber Wogan
DeLuca LaGrotia Reinard Wozniak AFTER RECESS
Dempsey Laub Rieger Wright, D. R.
Dent Laughfin Ritter Wright, M. N. The time of recess having expired, the House was called to
Dermody Lawless Raoberts Y andrisevits order.
Donatucci Lederer Robinson Yewcic
Druce Lee Roebuck Zug
Durham Leh Rohrer BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
Egolf Fescovitz Rooney DeWeese, CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND
Evans Levdansky Rubley Speaker ?
Fairchild Linton RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES
NAYS—0 HB 132, PN 143 By Rep. PETRONE
An Act amending the act of August 1, 1975 (P.L.169, No.87),
NOT VOTING-2 entitled “An act relating to pensions for employees of the City of
] Pittsburgh,™ further providing for the membership of the pension
Richardson Staback board,
EXCUSED-S URBAN AFFAIRS,
Gann Kirkland Ti W
Halusks e 8 aueh HB 216, PN 232 By Rep. PETRONE

The majorily 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.

VOTE CORRECTION

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my switch was
inoperative, and [ was not recorded on the last vote, and 1
would like to have my vote recorded in the affirmative, please,
on SBB 474,

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L..723, No.230),
known as the Second Class County Code, providing for
installment payment of county real estate taxes.

URBAN AFFAIRS.

HB 1453, PN 2045 (Amended)
By Rep. PETRONE

An Act amending the act of May 31, 1933 (P.L.1108, No.272),
entitled “An act providing for the appointment, promotion,
reduction, removal and reinstatement of paid officers, firemen and
employes of fire departments and of fire alarm operators and fire
box inspectors in the bureaus of electricity in cities of the third
class; defining the powers and duties of civil service commissions
for such purposes; and fixing penalties,” further providing for
applicants for any position in the fire department.

URBAN AFTFAIRS.
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to add the names to
the leave of absence list of Representative VAN HORNE and
Representative RUDY for the remainder of the day.

HOUSE BILL
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED

No. 1767 By Representatives FEE, PETRARCA,
GEORGE, PESCI, OLASZ, CESSAR, McCALL, ROONEY,
LYNCH, RAYMOND, GEIST, PETRONE, TRELLO,

D. R. WRIGHT and BELFANTI

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for certain restrictions on
trucks registered in Class 10 or higher.

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 8,
1993,

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE

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

SB 395, PN 1348

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June &,
1993,

SB 970, PN 1247

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June §,
1993,

CALENDAR CONTINUED

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

The House proceeded to third consideration of 8B 181, PN
1340, entitled:

An Act providing for environmental education programs,
providing for {urther duties of the Department of Education and
the Department of Environmental Resources; creating the Environ-
mental Education Fund; and providing for the disposition of a
portion of certain fines and penalties.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. B. SMITH offered the following amendments No.
A2206:;

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, lines 1 through &, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting
members as follows:
(1)} the Secretary of Education or his designee;
(2) the Secretary of Environmental Resources or his
designee;
(3) the Secretary of Agriculture or his designee; and
(4) ten members appointed as follows:
(i) Three members representing Statewide or
regional environmental organizations appointed by
the Secretary of Environmental Resources.

(i) Two members representing Statewide or
regional business, industry or landowners’ organiza-
tions appointed by the Secretary of Commerce.

(iti) Three members representing basic
education appointed by the Secretary of Education,
one of which is a vocational agricultural teacher
appointed by the Secretary of Education.

{iv) One member representing higher educa-
tion appointed by the Chancellor of the State System
of Higher Education.

{(v) One member representing a Statewide or
regional general agricultural orpanization appointed
by the Secretary of Agriculture.

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 9, by striking out “13” and
inserting

ten

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Smith is recog-
nized.

Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This amendment deals with the Advisory Council on
Environmental Education and deals with the makeup of the
advisory council.

I think if you study the amendment, it allows for diversity
yet plenty of leeway. It has more specific qualifications for the
members of the advisory council, and very important also, it
has a balance of power by appointment.

I urge adoption of the amendment, Mr. Speaker. Thank
YOu.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative
Mundy on the amendment.

Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr.
Smith, please stand for a brief period of interrogation?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith, indicates he
will stand for interrogation, and the gentlelady may proceed.

Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, did you check with the prime
sponsor of this bill in the Senate as to whether he would
support this amendment?

Mr. B. SMITH. | did not personally, but Representalive
Freeman just informed me that he had checked with them and
they are not in support of this amendment.

Ms. MUNDY. They are not in support of the amendment.

Would you picase— I have not had time to rcad the
amendment, and [ am wondering if you could explain to us the
change in what you represent as a balance of power.

Mr. B. SMITIL. If you will lock on page 6 of the bill itself,
the amendment specifics how the persons are appointed and
the qualifications of the individuals appointed. In studying the
bill, I was quitc hothered by the fact of the last three sentences
concerning the people who arc on the advisory council. It
simply stales, they “.shall represent a diversity of back-
grounds, including basic and higher cducation, industry,
resource manapement, citizens and public interest organiza-
tions.”

It is my belief that we would be better with this advisory
council if we specified, as my amendment dogs, that they have
specific qualifications and thercby we are more cerfain that
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they are qualified to be on the council, and that is what I
meant by, we will have a balance of power by appointment. It
will not just be a limited number of people as chosen by those
designated to appoint. This gives diversity to the board, and I
think that is very important to this board.

Ms. MUNDY. Thank you.

May I speak to the amendment, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The Representative is in order and may
proceed.

Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, in the House Education
Committee we carefully looked at SB 181, and we were very
pleased with the makeup of the board. I cannot see that Mr.
Smith has specified actual qualifications for these board
members. They are still appointces of different groups.

Given the fact that we have already carefully reviewed the
makeup of the board and the prime sponsor is not in favor of
the amendment, [ would urge that we defeat the amendment.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes
the gentleman from Lehigh County—Northampton—Mr.
Freeman,

Mr. FREEMAN., Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, it is Northampton County in fact.

The SPEAKER. In the Lehigh Valicy.

Mr. FREEMAN. That is correct. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose the Smith amendment.

As the lady, Ms. Mundy, has pointed out, the prime
sponsor of this legislation-and the pentleman, Mr. Smith, has
pointed out—the prime sponsor of this lcgislation in the Senate
is opposed to this amendment. It is my understanding the
department as well i3 opposed 10 this amendment.

Far from giving the appointecs certain gualifications, asthe
gentleman, Mr, Smith, says this amendment will do, on the
contrary, | think it curtails the flexibility of those who will be
required to appoint the members of this advisory board to
choose from a broader range of individuals. Under Mr. Smith’s
amendment, it is quite clear in a number of cases that you
would have to belong to a particular organization, not a named
organization but at least belong 1o an organization that is listed,
in order to be appointed to this advisory board.

I think it is inappropriatc for us to carve out for such
advisory boards seats for special interest groups. I think it is
much more appropriate to let those in a position o appoint
these individuals, who have that authority, to give them the
flexibility they wil! need to insure that the individuals they
choose for this advisory pancl will be appropriate to the tasks
assipned to it.

Under the Smith amendment, if there was an individual
who was extremely well qualified in environmental cducation,
maybe an experl in the field, but does not happen to belong to
any of the organizations that are alluded to in the amendment,
they would not be able to serve on the board, and [ think it is
important that we do not prohibit such potentially well-
informed individuals from having a good advisory tole on this
board.

In light of the department’s objections to this amendment
and in light of the prime sponsor’s objection, I would urge the
House to defeat the Smith amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED

The SPEAKER. The clerk will piease add the name of
Representative Tom Tigue to the master roll call for the
remainder of today’s session and take him off leave.

CONSIDERATION OF SB 181 CONTINUED

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Cowell, seek
recognition? The gentleman from Allegheny is recognized.

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaket, [ join Representative Freeman in asking for
a negative vote on this amendment.

This amendment is opposed by Senator Musto, who has
worked on this legislation for the last couple of years. It is also
opposed by the Department of Environmentai  Resources that
has been very active with this issue and very supportive of our
efforts 1o pass legislation in this regard.

When this bill was considered by the Education Commiittee,
we did approve an amendment to broaden the representation on
this particular council. We broadened it by insuring that the
Secretary of Commerce would have appointive powers, This
amendment would go beyond that though. It would go beyond
the point of broadening representation and instead seeks to
puarantee somec kind of representation on this council for
certain kinds of special inlerest groups. It would have us take
away the discretionary authority that is given to the several
Secretaries and effectively tie their hands in terms of the
individuals who could be appointed. And although the legisia-
tion and the language appears to be somewhat broadly stated,
it is prescriptive, and because it is prescriptive, it could have
the effect, as Representative Freeman suggested, of making it
impossible for other very interested and very competent and
very relevant individuals or organizations to be represented on
this council.

For those rcasons | would urge that we defeat this amend-
ment. The intent of the Smith amendment can still be achieved.
All of the individuals who might serve as prescribed by his
amendment would still have the opportunity to serve under the
current language of the bill. But as [ suggested, the effect of
the amendment could be to make it impossible for other
equally gualified, equally relevant, equally inferested individu-
als and their organizations to be represented. Therefore, Turge
us 1o defeat the amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and
recognizes Representative Birmelin.

Mr. BIRMELIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think some of the previous speakers went to the Bill
Clinton school of special interests. They are having a hard time
distinguishing between special interests they like and special
interests they do not like.
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T would call your attention to subsection (4) of the amend-
ment that says three members on this committee will represent
statewide or regional environmental organizations, They are not
special interests? Oh, I think they are. Should not landowners
and people from industry and commerce be represented
because they are special interests, too? Certainly.

Special interests should be recognized, but not one to the
advantage of the other, and as we stand here today, we all
know that there are certain members of different environmental
organizations who are antibusiness, antilandowner, and if their
interests are not represented here, then special interests wili be,
but not in balance. The Smith amendment puts it in balance.
It gives you the opportunity to say, hey, we have got opposite
ends of a spectrum here on some issues; let us get both voices
in there, give them both the opportunity to do that.

Omne other point. Whether or not Senator Musto is in favor
of this amendment has never been the principle that has guided
us before in amending bills. Have we always said before, well,
the prime sponsor is opposed to it; 1 guess we cannot amend
it? You know that is a disingenuous argument; it should not
even be used on this floor. We as a body are responsible for
what goes In this legislation whether we vote for it or not, This
is a good balancing amendment and ought to be passed. Thank
yOou.

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

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think it would be helpful on this floor if members such as
the gentlernan, Mr. Bimelin, would read the legislation.
Perhaps if he did that, he would find that the legislation
already speaks to the need to make sure that there is a balance
on the appointments. It speaks to the fact that there should be
individuals from basic and higher education, from industry,
from resource management, and citizens in various public
interest groups that have had a long history, obviously, of
involvement with this issue.

The problem with the Smilh amendment as it stands is that
you would have to be connected to a special group or organi-
zation in order to serve on this board, and I do not think we
should be disqualifying capable individuals who may have an
expertise in the field, whether they be the president of a
Fortune 500 corporation or whether they be an individual who,
on their own, has become well versed in the field of study of
environmental education. I do not think we should cater to
special interest groups of either left or right in terms of making
appointments to a citizen advisory panel, and that is what the
Smith amendment does. It calls upon us to draw solely from
organizations.

Let us let that decision up to the cxecutive. Let us pick the
best qualified individual, regardless of whether they belong to
a lobbying group or not. That is what we need to provide for
a good quality environmental cducation program. [urge a “no”
vote.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Barley, is recognized.

Mr, BARLLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[ rise in support of the Smith amendment, and as I looked
at the criteria that is set forth in the Smith amendment, [ think
it is criteria that really brings balance to the bill and to the
individuals that would serve on this committce.

And as it relates to special inferests, well, I supposc that
some of the individuals that wouid be on the board certainly
would be representing special interests, but we all have special
interests. We all have interests that we have more expertise in
than others, and I think that the amendment brings a pood
balance of those kinds of individuals together. That is what
Representative  Smith 1s trying to accomplish, and I think it
will improve the bill by voting for this amendment and making
it part of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith, is recognized
for the second time.

Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to point out several things in closing.

The bill has dlready been amended in committee so that it
must go back to the Senate anyhow.

I would also respectfully ask you to check and you will see
that the amendment has, as pant of the wording, the Secretary
of Education, the Secretary of DER (Department of Environ-
mental Resources), and the Secretary of Agriculture as 3 of the
13 members of the advisory council. In addition, of the 13
members of the counctl, you will notice that a total of 3 are
appointed by the Secretary of DER, 2 by the Secrctary of
Commerce, and 3 by the Secretary of Education. I have
confidence in those Secretaries that they can come up with
people who mect the criteria who are the best gualified.

I submit to you that it will not tie the hands of anyone. 1
think that they can work cooperatively, and I think it will be
the best amendment for this particular bill. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

On the question recurring,
Will the House agrec to the amendments?

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-109
Adolph Fichter Markosck Sather
Allen Fieagle Marsico Saurman
Argall Fhick Masland Saylor
Armslrong Gamble Mayemik Scheetz
Baker Geist MeCall Schuter
Barley Grerlach Merry Scrimenti
Birmelin Giladeck Micozzie Semmel
Boyes Godshall Mihalich Serafini
Bunt Gruppo Miller Smith, B.
Bush Hanna Nailor Smith, S. H.
Buxion Harley Nickol Snyder, 1. W.
Carone Hasay Nyee Stairs
Cessar Hennessey O'Brien Steil
Chadwick Herman Pereel Stern
Civera ITershey Pesci Stetler
Clark Hess Pettit Stish
Clymer Huichinson Phillips Strittrnatter
Cohen, L. L Jadlowiec Piceola Taylor, E. 7.
Comell Kenney Putts Taylor, I.
Coy King Raymand Tomtinson
Daley Krebs Reber True
Dempsey Laub Reinard Tulli

iy r
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Dent Lawless Rohinson Uliana Blaum Giglioui Melio Staback
Druce Lee Rohrer Vance Boyes Gladeck Merry Stairs
Durham I.eh Rooney Wogan Brown Godshall Michlovic Steelrnan
FEgolf Lynch Rubley Wright, M. N. Bunt Gordner Micozzie Steighner
Fargo Maitland Ryan Zug Bush Gruitza Mihalich Steil
Farmer Butkovitz Gruppo Miller Stern
Buxton Hanna Mundy Stetler
NAYS-88 Caltagirone Harley Murphy Strittmatter
Acosta Fairchild Linton Roebuck Cappatianca Dy Naitor ourla
Bagisto Fajt Llayd Santoni Carone Hennessey Nyce Tangretti
Bebko-Jones Fee Lucyk Staback Cawley Herman O'Bren Taylor, E. Z
Belardi Freeman Manderino Steelman C:essar Hersh O Donnell Ta I()r’ J. ’
Betfanti George McGechan Steighner Chadwick Hess < Olasz Thima‘s :
Bishop Gigliotti McNally Sturla Civera Hughes Oliver Tigue
Blaum (for.dner M.CllO . S,urra . Clark Hutchinson Perzel Tomlinson
Brown Gruitza Michiovic Tangretti Clvmer Itkin Pesci Trello
Butkovitz Heckler Mundy Thomas c'.u);::n L1 Tadiowice Petrarca Trich
Caltagi rone Hughes Murphy Tigue Cohen! Ni - James Petrone True
Cappablanca ftkn O Donnel] Trello Colafells Jarolin Petit Tulli
can James ol Lrieh Colaizzo Josephs Phillips Uliana
ey aronn e son Comell Kaiser Piccola Vance
Cohen, M. Josephs Petratca Vitali Corrigan Kasunic Distella Veon
Colafella Kaiser Petrone Williams COWC%] Keiler Pitts Vitali
Colaizzo Kasunic Pistella Wozniak Co Kenn Platts Williams
Corrigan Keller Platts Woght, . R. Cuy Kingcy Presion Wogan
Cowell Kukovich Preston Yandriscvits Da;Ty K rebs Reber WOSniak
Curry LaGrotta Richardson Yewcic Del‘?;ca Kukovich Reinard Wright, D. R
Del.uca | aughlin Rllegcr Dent LaGrotta Richardson Wright, M. N.
[ennody [Ledecer Rifter DeWeese, Dermod Laub Riegar Yandrisevits
Donatucei [ escovitz Roberts Speaker Donatuc{ ; I{au ghlin Rjttir Yeweic
Evans levdansky Drice T.awless Robinson Zug
e - Durham Lederer Roebuck
NOT VOTING-0 Egolf Lescovitz Roocney DeWeese,
EXCUSED-6 Evans Levdansky Rubtey Speaker
CGannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh NAYS-6
Haluska Rudy Dempsey Leh Rohrer Stish
Lec Raymond
The question was delenmined in the affirmative, and the NOT VOTING—1
amendments were agreed 1o. Roberts
On the question, EXCUSED—6
Will the House agree to the bili on third consideration as ‘
amended? Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh
ame L Haluska Rudy
Bill as amended was agreed to,
~ The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three The majority required by the Constitation having voted in
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? and the bill passed finally.
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with
and nays will now be taken. the information that the House has passed the same with
YEAS—190 a;nendmcm in which the concurrence of the Senate is request-
Q.
Acosta Fairchild Linton Ryan
Adolph Fajt Lloyd Santoni * %k
Allen Fargo Lucyk Sather
Argall Farmer Lynch Saurman The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 437, PN
Armstrong Fee Maitland Saylor 1881. entitled:
Baker Fichter Manderino Scheetz » Enlitled:
?}aﬂq{ {:Lafk ﬁark.o_wk g?h.mc‘r i An Act amending the act of July 7, 1947 (P.L.1368, No.542),
“am’: 03 . [,rw an Marf;::j QLEHT;';' known as the Real Estate Tax Sale Law, further providing for the
CEKO-JONES “FCCITiE das D 2 . . - . .
5 d disc 1 : and making repeals.
Robardi Gamble Mayermik Serafini eniry, extension and discharge of tax claims; an g 1ep
Helfant (st MceCall Srmath, B. On the question
Bumelin George MoCiechan Seith, 5. H. . i . . . .
Bishup CGerlach MeNally Snyder, D. W. Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
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Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No.
A2166:

Amend Title, page 1, line 29, by inserting after “claims;”
imposing a limitation on penalties for delinquent taxes owed by
certain taxpayers; and providing for reimbursement by the
Commonwealth through the Department of Revenue for 10ss of
revenue occasioned by the limitation;

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 2 and 3

Section 1. Section 102 of the act of July 7, 1947 (P.1..1368,
No.542}, known as the Real Estate Tax Sale Law, is amended by
adding a definition to read;

Section 102. Definitions.—As used in this act, the following
words shall be construed as herein defined, unless the context

clearly indicates otherwise:
[

I}

“Houschold jncome,” shall mean all income received by a
taxpayer _and the taxpayer’s spouse, if any, including, but not
limited to, salartes, wages, bonuses, commissions, income from
self-employment, alimony, support money, cash public assistance
and relief, the gross amount of any pensions or annuities including
railroad retirement benefits, all benefits recetved under the Social
Security Act (49 Stat. 620, 42 U.S.C. § 301 et seq.}, excepl
Medicare benefits, all benef{its received under State unemployment
insurance laws and veterans’ disability payments, all inlerest
received from the Federal or any Stalc povernment, or any
instrumentality or political subdivision thereof, realized capital
gains, rentals, workers” compensation and the gross amount of loss
of time _insurance benefits, life insurance benefits and proceeds
{except the first five thousand dollars of the total of death benefit
payments), and gifts of cash or property (other than transfers by
gift between members of a household) in excess of a total value
of three hundred dollars, but shall not include surplus food or
other relicf in kind supplied by a governmental agency or property
tax or rent rebate or inflation dividend.

* * Xk

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 3 through 3, by striking out all of
said lines and inserting

Section 2. Section 308 of the act, reenacted
October 31, 1989 (P.L.587, No.63) and
amended August 5, 1991

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 16 and 17

Se¢ction 3. The act is amended by adding a section to read:

Sgetion 316.  Reduction of Penalty.—~The penalty under
section 10 of the act of May 25, 1945 (P.1,,1050, No.394), known
as the *Local Tax Collection Law,” charged against a taxpaver
whose annual houschold income is fifteen thousand dollars
(315,000) or less shall not exceed two per centum (2%). The
penalty charged under section 11 of the “Local Tax Colicction
Law™ against a taxpayver whose annual houschold income 18 fifteen
thousand dollars {$15,000) or less for each delinquent installment
shall not exceed two per centum (2%). The Department of
Revenue shall reimburse taxing districts for revenue losses
occasioned by the limitation op penalties impased by this section
from funds appropriated for such purpose by the General Assem-
bly or from moneys in the General Fund that are available and
may lawfully be used for such purpose.

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 17. by striking out “27
mserting

and

4
Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 18, by striking out "3” and
nserting
5
Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 24, by striking out “4” and
nserting
6
Amend Sec. 5, page 4, ling 25, by striking out “5™ and
inserting
7
Amend See. 6, page 6, line 28, by striking out “6™ and
nserting
8

Amnend Sec. 7, page 6, line 29, by striking owt *7. This™ and

mserting
9. The amendment, addition or repeal of
sections 308, 502, 502.1, 503, 503.1, 505 and
506 of the

Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 29 and 30

Section 10. The addition of section 316 of the act shall
apply prospectively to affect taxes that become due in a fiscal
year which begins not less than six months after the effective date
of this act,

Section 1. Sections 10 and 11 of the act of May 25, 1945
(P.L.1050, No.394), known as the Local Tax Collection Law, are
repealed insofar as they are inconsistent with this act.

Amend Sec. 8, page 6, line 30, by striking out “8” and
mnserting

12

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes
Representative George Saurman.

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, several years ago when inlcrest rates were
considerably higher and investments were yielding around 15
percent, we recognized that local taxes were not being paid by
people because it was far to their advantage to keep that
money invested. At that time there was a 2-percent penalty for
nonpayment at the end of the normal payment period. There
was a 2-percent rebate if you paid early; then there was a net
period; then there was a 2-percent period from there on. We
changed that penalty for a late payment from 2 percent to 10
percent, and that 10 percent, obviously, was somewhat of a
deterrent to keep those people who had money to pay their
taxes and kept it invested instead of paying their taxes from
actually doing that. However, for those persons—and I think
this should be of interest to all of us—for those persons among
our constituency, particularly the senior citizens who have so
vigorously complained about the property tax burden on their
backs, if they were not able to make their payments in a timely
fashion, they were penalized 10 percent.

I think that that is wrong. I think that we need to do
something about it. This legislation would say that for those
persons whose income is under $15,000, which is what we
allow for a tax rebate, they would only have to pay a 2-percent
penalty rather than the 10 percent that is prescribed to keep the
people from keeping their money invested.

It is a different population. These are people who are
definitely hurting financially, and 1 think this is one way that
we can offer some opportunity for their relief. 1 wouid ask you
to support this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen, indicates he
would like recognition. The gentleman is recognized.

Mr. COHEN, Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the chairman of the Appropria-
tions Commitice, who is off the floor right now, I would like
to oppose this amendment.

The problem with this amendment is it creates incentives
for people not to pay their local property taxes and it requires
that the State of Pennsylvania will pay the difference for

h
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anybody who takes advantage of the incentives. Limiting the
penalty to 2 percent for people with incomes under $13,000 a
year, no matter how high their assets might be - a person
could have assets of $200,000, $300,000 and still have incomes
of $15,000 or less - limiting the penalty to 2 percent creates
an incentive for those people not to pay the property iaxes.

You do not have to be a brlliant investor, you do not have
to be Donald Trump or Jean Paul Getty or some brilliant Wall
Street wizard 1o figure out that you can go to any savings bank
in Pennsylvania and get a lol more than 2 percent on a
passbook savings account, and if the penalty for not paying is
only going 10 be 2 percent, then what we are saying to the
people is, if you are really smart, what you do is you just put
your money in the bank and eam whatever they arc paying,
and then you only have to pay local government 2 percent, and
we are sending that message to them. And then we are sending
4 message to local governments, We are sending the message
to local governments that it is okay for them to charge up to
10 percent and the State of Pennsylvania will make up the
difference, and we are lefting local governments basically
acquisition State funds. We are also telling the local govern-
ments that you do not have to try to collect because it is the
State that has to pay the bill, not you. So what we are doing
is we are creating a very, very ineffective system for collecting
property  taxces.

Though I can understand, the people do not like to pay
them; we do not like to pay our taxes; cverybody does not like
to pay taxes. It is a very, very frustrating cxperience for
anybody paying taxes. However, we cannot create a system in
which everybody has incentives not to pay taxes. The Saurman
bill gives senior citizens, whatever their assels, no matter how
high they are, as long as they have incomes of $15,000 a year
or less, they have an incentive not to pay the taxes. The local
governments have the incentive not to be vigorous in collecting
the taxes because the State will make up the difference. The
result is that it is going to cost us al least several million
dollars a year, and if everybody gets wise and realizes what a
iremendous incentive we are creating for people not to pay
taxes, the cost is going to go far above the couple million
dollars a year. On current figures estimated by the Appropria-
tions Committee, this could casily cost $10, $20 million a year
or more.

This amendment is fiscally irresponsible, and I seriously
urge everybody 1o defeat it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Saurman, for the
sceond time.

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Fappreciate the fact that I am being fiscally irresponsible,
particularty in this chamber when so ofien I have had the
opportunity to point out just exactly what fiscal irresponsibility
is.

I said that this would help our scnior citizens, and [
certainly meant that, It is not restricted to senior citizens. The
point is that people who cannot afford to pay their taxes on
time are being penalized by a system that we put in to keep
the rich from being able 1o keep their dollars invested.

I do not know where Mr. Cohen goes to, what savings and
loan, but T wish he would let me know which one that offers
such lucrative investment at this moment when the figures that
I saw from Meridian were about 3.25 for a passbook savings
account,

If people have all of this money in the bank, Mr. Speaker,
they are not going fo not pay their taxes because their income
is under 315,000 and they are going to play games. I think that
is an absurd argument. I think the only valid argument that has
been made s that the State is the one who is going 10 pay the
difference, and I doubt very much—I would argue the fiscal
note, but I am not allowed to do that—] do not think that it will
affect that many people. If it does, Mr. Speaker, we are talking
about a crisis for our people of low income, and I have heard
ovet and over and over again what we have to do for our
welfare people, what we have to do in terms of removing liens.
1 am talking about taking off an unjust penalty for our low-
income citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I think anyone who looks at this recognizes
that this penalty that is put on is unfair and should be adjusted.
[ would ask for your support of this amendment,

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—O1
Adlolph Fichter Markosek Ryan
Allen Fleagle Marsico Saurman
Argall Flick Masland Scheetz
Armstiong Gamble Mayemik Schuler
Baker Geist Meny Semimel
Barley Gerlach Micozzie Serafini
Boyes Gtadeck Miller Smith, B.
Brown CGodshall Murphy Sayder, . W.
Bunt Gruppo Nyce Stairs
Bush Harley (O’'Brien Steil
Cawley Hasay Perzel Strittmatier
Cessar Heckler Petrone Taylor, E. Z.
Chadwick Hennessey Pettit Taylor, 1
Civera Herman Phiflips Tomlinson
Clymer Hershey Piceola Trello
Cohen, L. I. Hess Pitts True
Comell Jarolin Preston ‘Tulli
Dempsey Kaiser Raymond Uliana
Dent Kenney Reber Vance
Durham King Reinard Wogan
Egolf Kiebs Roberts Wnght, M. N.
Fajt Laub Rohrer Zug
Farmer Lawless Rubley

NAYS—105
Acosta Evans Lucyk Sather
Battisto Fairchild Lynch Saylor
Bebko-Jones Fargo Maitland Scrimenti
Belardi Fee Manderino Smith, S. H.
Belfanti Freeman McCall Staback
Birmelin George McGechan Steelman
Bishop Gigliotti McNally Steighnet
Blaum Gordner Melio Stemn
Butkovitz Gruitza Michlovie Stetler
Buxton Hanna Mihalich Stish
Caltagirone Hughes Mundy Sturla
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Cappabianca Hutchinson Nailor Surra Boyes Godshall Merry Staback
Carn Itkin Nickol Tangretti Brown Gordner Michlovic Stairs
Carone Jadlowiec O’Donnell Thomas Bunt Gruitza Micozzie Steglman
Clark Josephs Olasz Tigue Bush Gruppo Mihalich Steighner
Cohen, M. Kasunic Oliver Trich Butkovitz Hanna Miller Steil
Colafelia Keller Pesci Veon Buxton Harley Mundy Stern
Colaizzo Kukovich Petrarca Vitali Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stetler
Corrigan LaGirotta Pistella Williams Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Stis_h
Cowell Laughlin Platts Wozniak Cam Hennessey Nyce Strittmatter
Coy Lederer Richardson Wright, D. R. Carone Herman O’Bren Sturfa
Curry Lee Rieger Yandrisevits Cawley Hershey O’ Donnell Surra
Daley Leh Ritter Yewcic Cessar Hess Olasz Tangretti
DeLuca Lescovitz Robinson Chadwick Hughes Olver Taylar, E. Z.
Dermody Levdansky Roebuck DeWeese, Civera Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, 1.
Donatucei Linton Rooney Speaker Clark Itkin Pesci Thomas
Druce Lloyd Santoni Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Tigue
Cohen, L. L James Petrone Tomlinson
NOT VOTING-1 Cohen, M. Jarofin Pettit Trello
Colafella Josephs Phillips Trich
James Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola True
o 7 Cormnell Kasunic Pistella Tulli
EXCUSED-6 Corrigan Keller Pitts Uliana
Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh Cowell Kenney Platts Vance
Haluska Rudy Coy King Preston Veon
Curry Krebs Raymond Vitahi
Daley Kukovich Reber Williams
The question was determined in the negative, and the | Deluca LaGrotta Reinard Wogan
t d to Dempsey Laub Richardson Wozniak
amendments were not agreed to. Dot Laughiin Ricger Wright, D. R
: - Dermeody Lawless Ritter Wright, M. N.
On the question recuring, , o Donatucei Lederer Roberts Yandrisevits
Will the House agree 1o the bill on third consideration? Druce Lee Robinson Yewcic
Bill was agreed to. Durham Leh Roebuck Zug
Egolf Lescovitz Rohrer
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three Evans. Levdansky Rooney DeWeese,
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. E*“_:Ch“d Linton Rubley Speaker
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? &
. . . . NAYS-0
On the question, the Chair rtecopnizes Representative ‘
Laughlin, NOT VOTING-2
Mrs. LAUGHL_IN'. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. ‘ Belfants Murphy
Mr, Speaker, this is a reenactment of several bills that have
been passed over the last 10 years, and this gives a 12-month EXCUSED—6
extension to anyone that has been delinquent in paying their Gannen Kitkland Van Horne Waugh
real estate faxes and who has been sick for long periods of | Haluska Rudy
time or on unemployment,
T ask for an affirmative vole. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The majority required by the Constitution having voted in
On the question recurring, the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative
Shall the bill pass finally? and the bill passed finally.
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for
tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken, concurrence.
YEAS-193 HOUSE BILL
Acosta Fargo Lloyd Ryan INTRODUCED AND REFERRED
Adolph Farmer Lueyk Santoni
Allen Fee Lynch Sather No. 1780 By Representatives MILLER, BELFANTI,
prgall Fchter Maitland Saurman RYAN, ITKIN and GLADECK
Ammstrong Fleagle Manderino Saylor
Baker Flick Markosek Schostz An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175),
Barley Freeman Marsico Schuler known as The Administrative Code of 1929, imposing restrictions
Batisto Gamble Masland Serimenti on the wtilization of PennSERVE moneys for certain compensa-
Bebko-Jones Geist Mayernik Semimel tion; and making a repeal.
Relardt George McCall Serafim
Birmelin Gerlach MeGeelian Smith, B. Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, June 8,
Rishop Gigliotti McNally Smith, S. H. 1993
Blaum Gladeck Melio Sayder, D. W. '
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BILLS ON THIRD
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1009,
PN 1551, entitled:

An Act amending the act of October 5, 1978 (P.1..1109,
No.261), known as the Osteopathic Medical Practice Act, further
providing for the State Board of Osteopathic Medicine and for
penalties; and regulating the practice of respiratory care practitio-
ners.

On the question,
Will the House agree 1o the bill on third consideration?
Bill was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now he taken.

YEAS-196
Acosta Fajt Lucyk Ryan
Adolph Fargo Lynch Santoni
Allen Farmer Maitland Sather
Argall Fee Mandenno Saurman
Armstrong Fichter Markosek Saylor
Baker Fleagle Matsico Scheetz
Barley Flick Masland Schuler
Battisto Freeman Mayemik Scoimenti
Bebko-Jones Gamble McCall Semmel
Belardi Geist McGeehan Serafini
Belfanti George McNally Smith, B.
Bimmelin Gerlach Melio Stith, S, H.
Biskop Gigliotti Merry Sayder, D. W.
Blaum Gladeck Michlovic Staback
Boyes Godshall Micozzie Stairs
Brown Gordner Mihaiich Steelman
Bunt Gruitza Miller Steighner
Bush Gruppo Mundy Steil
Butkovitz Hanna Murphy Stem
Buxton Hatley Nailor Stetler
Caltagirone Hasay Nickol Stish
Cappabianca Heckler Nyce Stnttmatter
Cam Hennessey O"Brien Sturla
Carone Herman O’Donnell Sutra
Cawley Hershey Olasz, Tangretti
Cessar Hess Oliver Taylor, E. Z.
Chadwick Hughes Perzel Taylor, 1.
Civera Hutchinson Pesci Thomas
Clark [tkin Petrarca Tigue
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrone Tomlinson
Cohen, L. I James Pettit Trello
Cohen, M. Jarolin Phillips Trich
Colafella Josephs Piccola True
Colaizzo Kaiser Pistella Tulli
Cornell Kasunic Pitts Uliana
Commigan Keller Platts Vance
Cowell Kenney Preston Veon
Coy King Raymond Vitali
Curry Krebs Reber Williams
Daley Kukovich Reinard Wogan
Deluca aub Richardson Wozniak
Dempsey Laughlin Rieger Wright, D. R.
Dent Lawless Ritter Wright, M. N.
Dermuody Lederer Roberts Yandrisevits
Donatucci Lee Rohinson Yeweic
Druce Teh Roebuck Zug

[
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Durham Lescovitz Rohrer
Egolf Levdansky Rooney DeWeese,
Evans Linton Rubley Speaker
Fairchild Lloyd

NAYS—0

NOT VOTING-!
LaGrotta
EXCUSED-6

Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh
Haluska Rudy

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

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

* * *x

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1018,
PN 1552, entitled:

An Act amending the act of December 20, 1985 (P.L.457,
No.112}, known as the Medical Practice Act of 1985, further
providing for the State Board of Medicine; and regulating the
practice of respiratory care practitioners.

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS-196
Acosta Fajt Lloyd Ryan
Adolph Fargo Lucyk Santoni
Allen Farmer Lynch Sather
Argall Fee Maitland Saurman
Armstrong Fichter Markosek Saylor
Baker Fleagle Marsico Scheetz
Barley Flick Masland Schuler
Battisto Freeman Mayemik Scrimenti
Bebko-Jones (Gamble McCall Semmel
Belardi Geist McGeehan Serafini
Belfanti George McNally Smith, B.
Birmelin Gerlach Melio Smith, S. H.
Bishop Gigliotti Merty Soyder, D. W.
Blaum Gladeck Michlovic Staback
Boyes Godshall Micozzie Stairs
Brown Gordner Mihalich Steelman
Bunt Gruitza Miller Steighner
Bush Gruppo Mundy Steil
Butkovitz Hanna Murphy Stern
Buxton Harley Nailor Stetler
Caltagirone Hasay Nickol Stish
Cappabianca Heckler Nyce Strittmatter
Cam Hennessey O’Bnen Sturla
Carane Herman O’ Donpell Surra
Cawley Hershey Olasz Tangretti
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Cessar Hess Oliver Taylor, E. Z. ] Baker Fleagle Marsico Scheetz
Chadwick Hughes Perzel Taylor, 1. Barley Flick Masland Schuler
Civera Hutchinson Pesci Thomas Battisto Freeman Mayernik Secrimenti
Clark Itkin Petrarca Tigue Bebko-Jones Gamble McCall Semmel
Clymer Jadlowdec Petrone Fomlinson Belard Geist McGeehan Serafim
Cohen, L. L James Pettit Trello Belfanti George McNally Smith, B.
Cohen, M. Jarolin Phillips Trich Birmelin Gerlach Melio Smith, S. H.
Colafelia Josephs Piccola True Bishop Gighotti Merry Snyder, D. W.
Colaizzo Kaiser Pistella Tulli Blaum Gladeck Michlovic Staback
Comell Kasunic Pitts Uliana Boyes Godshall Micozzie Stairs
Corrigan Keller Platts Vance Brown Gordoer Mihalich Steelman
Cowell Kenney Preston Veon Bunt Gruitza Miller Steighner
Coy King Raymond Vitali Bush Gruppo Mundy Steil
Cuy Krebs Reber Williams Butkovitz Hanna Murphy Stem
Daley Kukovich Retnard Wogan Bniton Harley Nailor Stetler
Deluca LaGrotta Richardson Wozniak Caltagirone Hasay Nickol Stish
Dempsey Laub Rieger Wright, D. R. Cappalvianca Heckler Nyce Strittmatter
Dent Laughlin Ritter Wright, M. N. Cam Hennessey O’Brien Swarla
Denmody Lawless Roberts Yandnisevits Carone Herman O'Donnell Surra
Daonatucci Lederer Robinson Yewcic Cawley Hershey Olasz Tangretti
Druce Lee Roebuck Zug Cessar Hess Oliver Taylor, E. Z.
Durham Leh Rohrer Chadwick Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, J.
Egolf Lescovitz Rooney DeWeese, Civera Itkin Pesci Thomas
Evans Levdansky Rubley Speaker Clark Jadlowiec Petrarca Tigue
Fairchild Linton Clymer James Petrone Fomlinson
Cohen, L. L. Jarolin Pettit Trello
NAYS-0 Cohen, M. Josephs Phillips Trich
Colafella Kaiser Piccola True
NOT VOTING-1 Colaizzo Kasunic Pistella Tulli
Manderi Comell Keller Pitts Uliana
anderino Corrigan Kenney Platts Vance
Cowell King Preston Veon
EXCUSED-6 Coy Krebs Raymond Vitali
Gannen Kirkland Van Horne Waugh Curty Kukovich Reber Williams
Haluska Rudy Daley LaGrotta Reinard ‘Wogan
DeLuca Laub Richardson Wozniak
Dempsey Laughlin Rieger Wright, D. R.
The majority required by the Constitution having voted in | Dent Lawless Rilter Wright, M. N.
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative | De™odY Lederer Roberts Yandrisevits
€ a m’ng ve, quest as Donatucci Lee Robinson Yewcic
and the bill passed finally. Druce Leh Rocbuck Zug
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for | Durham Lescovitz Rohrer
Egolf Levdansky Rooney DeWeese,
TIcu C. s
coneurreng Evans Linton Rubley Speaker
* ® % Fairchild Lloyd
The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1416, NAYS—0
PN 1882, entitled: NOT VOTING—1
An Act providing for the eligibility of certain persons for Hughes
licensure to practice chiropractic and for colleges’ notice as to i
accreditation; and making a repeal. EXCUSED—6
On the question, g:ﬁfsc‘); Elr;()l,and Van Home Waugh
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
Bill was agreed to.
Lo . The majority required by the Constitution having voted in g,
) The SPEAKER. This bill hag been considered on three the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. and the bill passed finally
v . , . ‘? -
The question is, shall the bill pass ﬁnally.. . Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas ConCuIEnce
and nays will now be taken. ’
YEAS—196
Acosta Fajt Lucyk Ryan
Adolph Fargo Lynch Santoni
Allen Farmer Maitland Sather -
Argall Fee Mandetino Saurman
Armstrong Fichter Markosek Saylor
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The House proceeded (o third consideration of HB 82, PN
11, entitled:

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing for
absentee voting.

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS-197
Acosta Fajt Lloyd Ryan
Adolph Fargo facyk Santoni
Allen Farmer Lynch Sather
Argall Fee Maitland Saurman
Amstrong Fichter Manderino Saylor
Baker Fleagle Markosek Scheetz
Barley Flick Marsico Schuler
Battisto Freeman Masland Scrimenti
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayernik Semmel
Belardi Geist MeCall Serafini
Belfanti George McGechan Smith, B.
Birmelin Gerlach McNally Smith, 8. H.
Bishop Gigliotti Melio Snyder, D. W,
Blaum Gladeck Merry Staback
Boyes Godshall Michlovic Stairs
Brown Gordner Micozzie Sieelman
Bunt Gruitza Mihalich Steighner
Bush Gruppo Miller Steil
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Stem
Buxton Harley Murphy Stetler
Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stish
Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Strittmatter
Carn Hennessey Nyce Sturla
Carone Herman O Brien Surra
Cawley Hershey ' Donnell Tangrett:
Cessar Hess Olasz Taylor, E. Z.
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taylor, J.
Civera Hutchinson Perzel Themas
Clark Itkin Pesci Tigue
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Tomlinson
Cohen, L. 1. James Petrone Trello
Cohen, M. Jarolin Pettit Trich
Colafella Josephs Phillips True
Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola Tulli
Comell Kasunic Pistella Uliana
Corrigan Keller Pitts Vance
Cowell Kenney Platts Veon
Cay King Preston Vitali
Curry Krebs Raymond Williams
Daley Kukovich Reber Wogan
Deluca LaGrotta Reinard Wozniak
Dempsey Laub Richardson Wright, D. R.
Dent Laughlin Rieger Wright, M. N,
Dermedy Lawless Ritter Yandrisevits
Donatucci Lederer Roberts Yewcic
Druce Lee Robinson Zug
Durham Leh Roebuck
Lgolf Lescovitz Rchrer DeWeese,
Fvans Levdansky Rooney Speaker
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NAYS-0
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-6
Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh
Haluska Rudy

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

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

* ¥ ¥k

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1090,
PN 1184, entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1946 (P.L.30, No.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, providing for voter
registration forms to be given to high school graduates.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
Mr. NICKOL, offered the following amendment No. A1909;

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1613), page 2, line 18, by inserting after
“praduation.”
This subsection shall not apply to pupils in schools operated by a
bona fide church or other religious body which has at any time
filed an objection in writing with the Secretary of Education on
the basis of a strong moral or ethical conviction constituting or
similar to a religious belief.

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes Mr.
Nickol.

Mr, NICKOL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This Commonwealth was founded on religious freedom.
Some of our religious proups in this Commonwealth elect to
remain apart from direct participation in the political process,
and many of these proups operate their own religious schools.
What my amendment would do is simply allow a recourse for
these bodies to excuse themselves from the provisions of HB
1090.

¥ ask for your support, Thank you.

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes
Robert Freeman.

Mr. FREEMAN, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this is an agreed-to amendment. [ urge the
House to vote “yes.”

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-197
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_ The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes
1‘:;2“;’;1 ;:J:go EL‘?;:( 2:;‘; . Representative Freeman for amendment A1924, which the
Allen Farmer Lynch Sather clerk will read.
Argall Fee Maitland Saurman Mr. Freeman is recognized.
Ammstrong Fichter Manderino Saylor Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
g:ﬁi; }l:::a:kgle 3:;:12? gﬁﬁ‘j Mr. Speaker, in light of the passage of the Nickol amend-
Battisto Freeman Mastand Serimenti ment, I will withdraw my amendment at this time.
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayemnik Semmel The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman,
Belardi Geist McCaill Serafim
Belfanti George McGeehan Smith, B. On the question recurring,
Birmelin Gerlach McNally Smith, 5. H. Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
Bishop Gigliotti Metio Soyder, D. W. ded?
Blaum Gladeck Merty Staback amended! )
Boyes Godshall Michlovic Stairs Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No. -
Brown Gordner Micorzie Steelman Al910:
Bunt Gruitza Mihalich Steighner
Bush Gruppo Miller Steil Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by striking out “providing”™ and
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Stern inserting
Buxton Harley Murphy Stetler further providing for the termination of contracts, for causes for
Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stish suspension, for salaries, for sabbatical leave and for exceptional
Cappabianca Heckler Nickol Striftmatter children; and providing for curriculum and regulatory relief and
Cam Hennessey Nyce Sturla Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 and 10, by striking out all of
Carone Herman O Brien Surra said lines and inserting
Cawley Hershey O’Donnell Tangretti Section 1. Section 1122 of the act of March 10, 1949
Cessar Hess Olasz Taylor, E. Z. (P.L.30, No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949,
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taylor, 1. amended July 26, 1961 (P.L.891, No.383), is amended to read:
Civera Hutchinson Perzel Thomas Section 1122, Causes for Termination of Contract.—[The
Clark Ttkin Pesci Tigue only valid causes for termination of a contract heretofore or
Clymer Tadlowiec Petrarca Tomlinson hereafter entered into with a professional employe shall be
Cohen, L. 1. James Petrope Trello immorality, incompetency, intemperance, cruelty, persistent
Cohen, M. Jarolin Peltit Trich negligence, mental derangement, advocation of or participating in
Colafella Josephs Phillips True un-American or subversive doctrines, persistent and wilful
Colaizzo Kaiser Piccola Tulli violation of the scheol laws of this Commonwealth on the part of
Comell Kasunic Pistella Uliana the professional employe: Provided, That boards of school
Corrigan Keller Pitls Vance directors may terminate the service of any professional employe
Cowell Kenney Plaits Veon who has attained to the age of sixty-two except a professional
Coy King Preston Vitali employe who is a member of the old age and survivors msurance
Cunry Krchs Raymond Williams system pursuant to the provisions of the act, approved the first day
Daley Kukovich Reber Wogan of June, one thousand nine hundred fifty-six (Pamphlet Laws
Delaca LaGrotta Reinard Wozniak 1973). In such case the board may terminate the service of any
Dempsey Laub Richardson Wright, D. R such professional employe at the age of sixty-five or at the age at
Dent Laughlin Rieger Wu'ght. M. N which the employe becomes eligible to receive full benefits under
Dermody Lawless Rittor Yandri;eviis : the Federal Social Security Act.] {a) Valid causes for terminating
Donatucei Lederer Roberts Yeweic acontract ofa_professnona_i employe. sba[l be provided exclusively
Druce Leo Robinson Zug within the written collective bargammg agreement l_)etween the
Durham Leh Roshuck employer and the employe organizations as defined in the act of
Egolf Lescovitz Rohser DeWeese {{Jl;y' 2_3, 1?\70 (P.L.563, N0.195), known as the “Public Employe
i elations Act.”
Evans Levdansky Raoney Speaker (b} Nothing within the foregoing enumeration of causes,
Fairchild Linton Rubley shall be interpreted to conflict with the retirement of professional
NAYS—0 employes upon preper evidence of disability, or the election by
professional employes to retire during the period of voluntary
retirement, or the authority of the board of school directors to
NOT VOTING-0 require professional employes to retire during said period of
voluntary retirement, or the compulsion on the part of professional
EXCUSED-6 employes to retire at the attainment of age seventy.
Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh Section 2. Section 1124 of the act, amended August 8, 1963
Haluska Rudy (P.L.564, No.299), is amended to read:

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the

amendment was apreed to.

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

amended?

Section 1124, Causes for Suspension.—{ Any board af schoal
directors may suspend the necessary number of professional
employes, for any of the causes hereinalter enumerated:

(1) Substantial decrease in pupil enrollment in the school

district;

(2} Curtailment or alteration of the educational program on

recommendation of the superintendent, concurred in by the board

of school directors, approved by the Department of Public
Instruction, as a result of substantial decline in class or course

enrollments or to conform with standards of orgamzation or

educational activities required by law or recommended by the
Department of Public Instruction;

=
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(3) Consolidation of schools, whether within a single
district, through a merger of districts, or as a result of joint board
agreements, when such consolidation makes it unnecessary to
retain the full staff of professional employes.

{4) When new school districts are ¢stablished as the result
of reorganization of school districts pursuant to Article 11,
subdivision (i} of this act, and when such reorganization makes it
unnecessary to retain the full staff of professional employes.] The
board of school directors may, at its discretion, suspend profes-
sional employes provided the district fulfills the requirements for
the instruction of studenis established by statute, the repulations
of the State Board of Education and the standards of the Depart-
ment of Education,

Section 3. Sections 1141, 1142, 1142.1, 1144, 1144.1, 1145,
1146, 1147, 1148, 1149, 1150, 1151, 1152, 1153, 1154, 1154.1
and 1155 of the act are repealed.

Section 4. The act is amended by adding a section to read:

Section 1156. Salaries and [ncrements.—Salaries, sick leave
and increments for temporary and professional emploves repre-
sented by an emplove organization as defined under the act of
July 23, 1970 (P.L.563, No.195), known as the “Public Employe
Relations Act,” shall be established in_the written collective
bargaining apreement of said act. Salaries, sick leave and
inctements of other employes shall be established through existing
statutory authority where applicable, or by resolutjon of the board
of directors.

Section 5. Sections 1166, 1167, 1168, 1169, 1170 and 1171
of the act are repealed.

Section 6. The act is amended by adding a section to read:

Section 1172. Sabbatical Leave —Provisions for sabbatical
leave for professional employes represented by an emplove
organization as defined under the act of July 23, 1970 (P.L.563,
N0.195), known as the “Public Employe Relations Act,” shall be
negotiated in the written collective bargaining agreement provided
for in said act. Sabbatical leave provisions for other employes
may be established by resolution of the board of directors.

Section 7. Section 1371(1) of the act, amended January 14,
1970 (1969 P.1.468, No.192), is amended to read:

Section 1371. Definition of Exceptional Children; Reports;
Examination.~(1) The term “exceptional children” shall mean
children of school age who [deviate from the] are not above
average in physical, mental, emotional or social characteristics o
such an extent that they require special educational facilities or

services and shall include all children in detention homes.
* Kk Xk

Section 8. The act is amended by adding an article to read:
ARTICLE XV-A.
CURRICULUM AND REGULATORY RELEIEF,

Section 1501-A.  Curriculum.—(a) (1) School districts
meeting the ctiteria set forth in paragraphs (2) and (3) shall only
be required te meet curriculum and other requirements imposed by
statute or regulations as specified in subsection (b).

(2} A district annually documenting to the department that
eighty per centum (80%} of its students, in the aggregate, scored
above the seventy-fifth (75th) percentile for their grade level as
demonstrated on nationally accepted achievement tests in the
previous year.

(3) A district which receives less than one-third of its actual
instructional expenditures from the Equalized Subsidy for Basic
Education in the previous school vear.

{b) (1) A district shall not be required to provide one
hundred cighty (180) days of instruction but may utilize a school
calendar that provides for a minimum of nine hundred (900} hours
of instruction at the ¢lementary level and nine hundred nipety
(990) hours at the secondary level for the school year. The district
shali document the hours of instruction to the depariment. The
department shall have no authority 1o reject the modified calendar.

(2} A _district shall not be required to have curriculum
chanpes approved by the department,

{3) A district shall not be required to_meet hourly or
specific time requirements for planned courses of instruction as
provided by regulation vr statute.

Section 1502-A. Certification.—Certification requirements
established by statute and repulations of the State Board of
Education shall apply only to classroom teaching and assistant
principal and principal positions.

Section &. Section 1613 of the act,

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 18 and 19

Section 10. All acts and parts of acts, the regulations of the
State Board of Education and the standards of the Department of
Education are repealed insofar as they are inconsistent with this
act,

Section 11. {a) The amendment or addition of sections
1122, 1156 and 1172 of the act shall apply to the collective
bargaining agreements of scheol districts at such time as these
agreements may be entered into or reserved, next following the
effective date of this act.

(b) In those districts not having a collective bargaining
agrecment, the provisions of subdivisions (d) and (e} of Article XI
of the act shall apply, notwithstanding the repeal of sections 1141,
1142, 1142.1, [ 144, 1144.1, 1145, 1146, 1147, 1148, 1149, 1150,
1151, 1152, 1153, 1154, 1154.1, 1155, 1166, 1167, 1168, 1169,
1170 and 1171 of the act.

Amend Bill, page 2, line 19, by striking out all of said line
and inserting

Section 12. This act shall take effect as follows:

(1) The amendment of section 1613 of the act and
this section shall take effect immediately.

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

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes
George Saurman,

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this amendment offers a great deal of relief
to our school districts in regard to the mandates that they
currently are burdened by. I atiended a meeting when one of
the superiniendents in a school in my district unfurled a sheet
of shelf paper to which 8 1/2-by-11 sheets were attached and
it rolled from one side of the auditorium to the other,

These mandates are the causes for the high cost of educa-
tion in our public schools, and again, for tax relief, when we
talk about tax reform, that is one thing, but for tax relief,
gelting out from under these mandates would enable our school
districts to be able to deal with the tax burden or their expense
burden in a much more equitable fashion, and I would ask that
this amendment be adopted, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and
recognizes Chairman Ron Cowell.

Mr. COWELL, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the Saurman amendment is an amendment
that this House debated last year and overwhelmingly rejected,
and 1 know that the members of this House would not neces-
sarily wanl to be bound by a decision made by an earlier
session of the General Assembly, but 1 would remind the
members of the very reasonable reasons why members voted
in overwhelming numbers against this amendment 1ast year and
the very thoughtful reasons why the opponents prevailed to
such a significant degree.

This amendment has been characterized as one that
provides a great deal of relief to school districts from things
which have burdened them. We have got to look at the specific
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language of this amendment though and look at the specific
ideas that are addressed by the Saurman amendment and the
specific positions that an affirmative vote would have us take
on these various issues.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, as | suppested in last year's
debate, to approve the Saurman amendment as it is drafted
apain today would have every member of this House who
votes in favor of this amendment go on record as eliminating
the rdght of school boards to terminate individuais for immoral-
ity, incompetence, intemperance, cruelty, persistent negligence,
mental derangement, and advocation of or paricipating in un-
American or subversive doctrines, et cetera, et cetera. You will
be on record as voting against the right of schoo! boards to
terminate for those reasons, and instead, the Saurman amend-
ment says that school districts are going to have to nepotiate
all these reasons as part of the collective-bargaining process
before they are going to have the right to terminate individuals
for immorality or incompetency.

First, [ do not want to be on record as saying we are going
to take away from school boards’ existing authority to termi-
nate employees for these very important reasons, and secondly,
1 do not want to contribute to school strikes all over this State
as we force school boards 10 enpage in 2 collective-bargaining
process to get these rights back that we are suddenly going to
terminate. Now, [ understand that the hope is that they will
somehow negotiate even broader authority, but let us keep in
mind, we are wiping the slate clean, we are saying, you have
no authority to terminate, and whatever authority you are going
to get, you are going {o have to maybe pay for it with higher
salarfes through the collective-bargaining agreement. It makes
no sense that we would do that.

Secondly, the Saurman amendment will eliminate those
specific provisions of the carrent law that spell out why school
districts may furlough employees. Now, I understand again the
intent is to broaden that. In my opinion, this goes to an
extreme, because school districts would now have the authority
under the Saurman amendment to furlough for any reason.
There will be no rules, and they will not have to be negotiated
in this case. School districts will simply have the authority at
their discretion to furlough professional employees.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, the Saurman amendment will
eliminate that language that we put in the current law only
several years dgo that says, as a matter of principle, there will
be a minimum salary for teachers in this State of $18,500 per
year, and we provided extra money 10 school districts to bring
them up to that level where they were not paying at that level.
The Saurman amendment would strike that,

Mr. Speaker, it has just been pointed out {o me that some
members may have some information before them that is
erroneous in its description of the Saurman amendment. We
are debating amendment 1910, and it is thosc provisions that
I am discussing in my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, members need 1o be particularly certain that
they are aware that the Saurman amendment would eliminate
gified education in this State. The Saurman amendment would
eliminate that language of the current law that says that gified

education will be treated under the laws of special education
in the Commonwealth and that students who are identified as
gifted and talented will be afforded those rights and protections
of special-needs students in the Commonwealth. The Saurman
amendment eliminates that and effectively eliminates gified
education in the Commonwealth.

The Saurman amendment also once again, as it did last
year, proposes that we give special treatment to the richest
districts in this State. It says that if we are dealing with a
district that is exceplionally rich and not so dependent on State
moneys 1o help create that level playing field for all the kids

across the Commonwealth, then that school district will not v

have to live by a lot of the other rules that most school
districts will continue to abide by. I would suggest that there
is some terribly vague language on page 3 of the amendment
at the beginning of section 1501-A thai says that school
districts that meet these criteria of richness “...shall only be
required to meet curriculum and other requirements imposed
by statute or regulations as specified in subsection (b),” and
subsection (b) deals with !80 days and 990 hours and some
cwriculum  issues, but it does not deal with all the other
requirements. 1 would suggest that there are many solicitors
and many ambitious school officials who would interpret the
Saurman language to mean that if they happen to be a rich
district and they meet the other criteria, nong of the other
requirements, as well as the curriculumn requirements of the
code, will apply unless they appear in paragraph (b).

Mr. Speaker, this language, once again, is so bad that it
will only surely have the effect of precipitating school strikes
all over this State as folks negotiate about what it means and
what it does not mean or negotiate to implement some of the
provisions. But even more importantly, it will wipe out some
of the basic protections that we provide for many of our
students, including students who happen to live in richer school
districts. It will eliminate the protections and the rights of
many of our brightest, most well-challenged, most capable
youngsters who are in our programs for the gifted and talented,
and it will substantially strike at the heart of many of the
protections that this General Assembly has seen fit to put into
place for professional employees across this Commonwealth
during the last several years.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, | would note that on the issue of
certification, the Saurman amendment would effectively
eliminate all certification requirements found in regulations or
elsewhere in the statutes except for classroom teaching—and I
think that is an error; I think it was meant to say classroom
teachers—or assistant principal and principal positions, and this
would effectively eliminate all certification language in the law
that pertains to school nurses, school psychologists, counselors,
as well as home-school visitors.

Mr. Speaker, 1 think that that is a terrible error. It is
terribly bad public policy, and for all of these reasons, I would
hope that we will reject once again, as we did last year, the
Saurman amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the genileman and
recognizes Represcntative Coy.

-
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Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Just for a point of information of members who might be
following this presession report that is distributed, the explana-
tion of the amendment 1910 which appears in this is not
accurate, and members should pay particular attention to the
debate because the debate will probably be much more
reflective of what is contained in the amendment than this
description. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY
REQUEST TO DIVIDE AMENDMENTS

The SPEAKER. Mr. Snyder is recognized.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, a question of parliamentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. SNYDER. For a question on divisibility of the
amendment.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please state his
question.

Mr. SNYDER. The question is, Mr. Speaker, the provision
al the bottom of page 2 of the amendment which begins
“Section 7,” dealing with “Section 1371(1) of the act,...” to the
top of page 3, preceding “Section 8,” is that divisible from the
amendment?

The SPEAKER. The Parliamentarian advises that the
answer is no.

Mr. SNYDFER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Just one quick comment then, if 1 may.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may
proceed.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Spcaker, | am very concerned about
this particular part of the amendment. Section 7 would
eliminate the program that deals with gifted children in our
school districts. It would only provide for the special education
programs, and I think those of us who are in favor of public
education realize that there are particular needs of students in
all ranges of educational feaming, and I would certainly hate
to have the Commonwealth eliminate this part from our public
schools and would ask for objection to the amendment on that
ground. Thank you.

AMENDMENTS WITIHIDRAWN

The SPEAKER. Mr. Saurman for the second time.

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, there has been an error in drafting. 1 had
requested that this amendment not include the gifted children.
After the debate of last year, this was cenrainly a major
objection, and in my instructions to having this redrafted, that
was to have been eliminated.

1 would like at this time to withdraw this amendment, and
1 will offer it at a subsequent time with that correction made.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he wants to
withdraw the amendment and is in order,

Does the genfleman, Mr. Saurman, intend to offer his
second amendment?

Mr. SAURMAN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I do not see that the
problem with the first amendment affects the second one, and
1 would like to offer the second amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

On the question recutring,

Will the House apree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No.
Al911:

10

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting afier “thereto,
abolishing the State Board of Education and transferring its
powets and duties to the Department of Education; and

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 12, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting

Section 1. The act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14},
known as the Public School Code of 1949, is amended by adding
an article to read:

ARTICLE J-A.
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION.

Qection 101-A. Definitions.—When used_in this article, the
following words and phrases shall have the following meanings;

“Department” shall mean the Department of Education of the
Commonwealth.

Section 102-A. Powers and Duties of Department.—{a} The
department shall have the power to establish standards governing
the educational program of the Commonwealth,

(b) The department shall develop an annual operating
budeet, including projected operating expenses of the Pro fessional
Standards and Practices Commission.

{c] The department shall also have the following powers
and duties:

(1) To approve or disapprove an application for the creation
of a new schaol disirict or change in the boundaries of an existing
school district.

{2} To establish, whenever deemed advisable, committees
of professional and technical advisors to assist it in performing
research studies.

(3) To manage and have custody of the State School Fund.

4) (i) To apply for, receive and administet, subject to an
applicable regulations or laws of the Federal Government or any
agency thereof, any Federal prants, appropriations, allocations and
programs for the development of academic facilities on behalf of
the Commonwealth, any of its school districts or any institution
of higher education, public or private, within this Commonwealth.

(ii) Subject to any applicable regulations or laws of the
Federal Government or any agency thereof, to develop, alter,
amend and submit to the Federa] Government State plans for
participation in Federal grants, appropriations, allocations and
programs for the development of academic facilities and to make
regulations, criteria, methods, forms, procedures and to do all
other things which may be necessary to make possible the
participation of the Commonwealth in such Federal prants,
appropriations, allocations and programs for the development of
academic facilities.

(iii)_To hold hearings, issue subpoenas and render decisions
as to the priority assigned to any project or as to any other matter
or determination affecting any applicant for Federal grants,
appropriations, allocations and programs for the development of
academic facilities.

(iv)_To adopt rules or procedutes and prescribe regulations
for the submission to it of all matters within its jurisdiction,

(5) To adopt policies for the approval or disapproval of any
action of a State-owned university, community college or State-
telated or State-aided college or university in establishing
additional branches or campuses or in discontinuing branches or

campuses,
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(6) To adopt policies for the approval or disapproval of any
action of a State-owned university, community college or State-

(9)_Projected lonp-range needs of the public school system
of this Commonwealth,

related or State-aided college or university in establishing new
professional schools or upper division programs by two-year

Section 106-A. Recommendation to Department.—The
department shall request recommendations of the Professional

institutions.
(7)Y To_adopt policies for the approval or disapproval of

Standards _and Practices Commission pertaining to teacher

certification, prefessional practices, accreditation of teacher-

applications by two-year institutions to become four-year institu-

education programs and long-range plans affecting these subject

{ions.

areas. When such recommendations are received, the department
shall consider and review these recommendations during the

(8)_To adopt policies for the approval or disapproval of any
request by any private institution of higher education for admis-

development of gny statements of policy, guidelines, standards of

sion to State-related or State-aided status or for eligibility for

rules and repulations as they relate to the above subject areas. If

other State financia) support.
(9)_To require the submission of long-range plans from all

such recommendations are not received in a timely fashion, the
department may continue to develop and adopt statements of

public and private institutions of higher education at the times and

policy, guidelines, standards or rules and regulations in these

in the form requested by the department.

Section 103-A. Ceriain Requests by [nstitutions of Higher
Education.—(a) With regard to State-owned institutions, approval
or disapproval by the department under the provisions of clauses

subject areas.

Section 107-A. Rules and Regulations.—{a) The department -

shall promulgate all reasonable rules and regulations necessary to
effectuate the purposes of this article and carry out all duties

{5) and (6) of subsection (c) of section 102-A shall not be made
unti} after recommendation by the Board of Governors of the State
System of Higher Education, whenever such recommendation is

placed upon it by law.
(b} The department shall, by regulation, establish a State
Board for Vocationa] Education to carry out the provisions of any

deemed necessary or required by law.
(b} No institution of higher education may proceed with any

Federal and State laws relating to the cooperation of the Federal
and State governments for the formulation of plans for the

action upless it has been approved by the department under

administration of vocational education and to formulate and

clauses (5) through (8) of subsection (c) of section 102-A.
{c} With regard to approval by the Secretary of Education

execute plans for the preparation of teachers of vocational
subjects.

under clauses (5) through (8) of subsection (¢} of section 102-A,
no action to be financed wholly or in part from State appropria-
tions shall be taken by an institution of higher learning {i) prior
to the next fiscal year or until the General Assembly approves the
Governor’s budget for the next fiscal year, and (i1) prior o the
Governor and the Secretary of the Budget being provided with
written notification of such approval, including projected five-year
fiscal analysis and an explanation as fo the necessity for the
proposed action in relation to the master plan for higher educa-
tion.

Section 104-A. Master Plan for Higher Education.—Bvery
five years, the department shall adopt a master plan for higher
education which shall be for the guidance of the Governor, the
Genetal Assembly and all institutions of higher education financed
wholly or in part from State appropriations. The master plan shall:

{1} Define the role of each type of institution (State-owned
universities, State-related universities, community cotleges private
colleges and universities and off-campus centers of any of these
and other institutions authorized to grant degrees) in this Com-
monwealth,

{2} Recommend earollment levels for each such institution.

{3} Recommend methods for governance.

{4) Recommend methods for the distribution of State funds
among the institutions,

(5) Evaluate the status of physical plants and technical
equipment and project needs.

(6) Evaluate the status of and projection of manpower
needs.

{7} _Evaluate enrollment accessibility to institutions of
higher learning by the public.

(8) Otherwise provide for an orderly development of
institutions of higher education in this Commonwealth.

Section 105-A, Master Plan for Basic Education.—Every five
years, the department shall adopt a master plan for basic education
which shall be for the guidance of the Governor, the General
Assembly and all public school entities, The master plan shall
consider and make recommendations on the following areas and
any other areas which the department deems appropriate:

(1) School propram approval, evaluation and requirements,

{2)_School personnel training and certification,

(3)_School governance and organization.

(4) Curriculum materials development.

(5) . School finance.

(6) Schoocl buildings and facilities.

(7} Transporiation.

(8} Techmcal services and support services to local educa-
tion apencies.

Section 2. Section 1613 of the act, amended December 15,
1986 (P.L.1602, No.178), is amended to read:

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 18 and 19

Section 3. Article XXVI-B of the act is repealed.

Section 4. (a} The State Board of Education is hereby
abolished. All powers, duties and functions of that board are
hereby transferred to the Department of Education.

(b} Any reference in any statute to the State Board of
Education shall hereafter be deemed to be a reference to the
Department of Education,

{c) All personnel, allocations, appropriations, equipment,
files, records, contracts, agreements, obligations and other
materials which are used, employed or expended in connection
with the powers, duties or functions transferred by this act from
the State Board of Education to the Department of Education are
hereby transferred to the Department of Education with the same
force and effect as if the appropriations had been made to and said
items had been the property of the Department of Education in the
first instance and as if said contracts, agreements and obligations
had been incurred or entered into by the Department of Education.

(d} The regulations of the State Board of Education in effect
on January 1, 1993, are transferred to the Department of Educa-
tion. The Department of Education shall have one year to make
any revisions necessary to have regulations conform to the
provisions of this act.

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by striking out “2” and
inserting

5

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes Mr.
Saurman.

Mr. SAURMAN. Mr. Speaker, essentially what this
amendment would do is to do away with the State Board of
Education and assign its duties to the department. I think that
we have witnessed a great deal of arropance. I think that this
board is an example of one of those agencies that is superflu-
ous, and I would just like to see it abandoned and its duties put

back into the Depariment of Education. Thank you, Mr. ™

Specaker.
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The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Freeman is
recognized.

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Saurman amendment.

1 do not think this House should be taking up such a major
shift in policy as a whim of this floor. Perhaps the gentleman,
Mr. Saurman’s proposal has some merit to it, but that is
deserving, 1 think, of lengthy study and public input before we
make such a tremendous shift in the way we organize our
educational system.

To be kept in mind also should be the fact that to move
from a State Board of Education to simply having the depart-
ment make the decision does not get at the heart of Mr.
Saurman’s concerns, which is the way in which the department
conducts itself. The bureaucracy will remain. Whether policy
is being set by the board or by the Secretary of Education, the
bureaucracy that he scems to have concerns about will stay in
place. We would be substituting a broader based organization
which will reach out to more individuals in the communify for
a single individual. I do not think that accomplishes his goal.

There is another concern in that by doing away with the
State Board of Education, we could very well endanger
vocational education funding from the Federal Government, 1
refer to the Legislative Budget and Finance Committee’s sunset
audit of the State Board of Education of 1986. In that they
pointed out that “The existence of the State Board for Voca-
tional Education is a precondition for the receipt by Pennsylva-
nia of certain Federal vocational education monies.” If we
abolish this board, as Mr. Saurman’s amendment would do
today, we would endanger that Federal funding. That is not in
the best interest of vocational education. It is not in the best
interest of the budget process of this legislature as well.

Finaily, let me note that again the Lepislative Budget and
Finance Committee in their sunset review pointed out that the
*_termination of the Board and its educational policy-making
and oversight functions would have significant potential for
negatively affecting the public health, safety and welfare.” 1
am quoting from the report. “The public and those working in
the educational field would lose a forum through which
conicerns can be voiced and policies can be influenced and the
functions of the Board would have to be assumed by another
agency.” Again they go on to mention the endangerment of
funds from the Federal Govemment for vocational education.

Finally, if there really is a legitimate concern about the
board’s existence, this will come up again when it comes time
to review the sunset of that agency. This is not the time to deal
with that issue. My legislation deals with a narrow focus
dealing with voter registration of young, eligible teenagers. Let
us put this matter off to another day. Let us not endanger those
Federal vocational education funds which we would be doing
by abolishing the board.

[ urge a “no” vote.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to announce that
Representative Ruth Rudy is off temporary leave and is now
voting on the master roll.

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1090 CONTINUED

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, is recognized.

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, 1 join Representative Freeman in asking for
a negative vote on this particular amendment.

I am tempted to read at some length but will not all of the
comments that were made during the most recent sunset review
process where the State Board was in fact reviewed, and there
was lengthy testimony by representatives of a broad range of
education organizations, including those that represent school
boards and superintendents and teachers and parents, who
argued in favor of the State Board of Education and the
existence of that check, if you will, on the Department of
Education and on the bureaucrats and who argued in favor of
that mechanism that is required to have public hearings and
does provide an opportunity for the citizens of this Common-
wealth to provide input into proposed regulations and other
education policies. Mr. Speaker, all of those reasons that were
stated so eloquently by a broad range of persons and organiza-
tions in this State still remain valid.

This amendment proposed by Representative Saurman
would appear to be a godsend for the bureaucrats, because the
bureaucrats in the Department of Education do not have to
worTy about this lay board reviewing their work, reviewing
their proposal. The Secretary of Education, under our laws, has
the authority to promulgate standards, but right now those
standards are subject to review by and approval of the State
Board of Education. The effect of the Saurman amendment is
to eliminate that creature that this legislature created as a check
on the bureaucracy, as a check on the administration and all
administrations on important education policy issues.

Mr. Speaker, Tunderstand that there are occasions when the
State Board does controversial things. Sometimes they exhibit
far more courage than we do. I understand that there are times
when we will disagree with what the State Board may do, but
in the most recent instances, let us not forget that the work of
the State Board was really a product of the Department of
Education and most recently the Govemor, if we are talking
about curriculum regulations. Those things came out of the
department and most recently came out of the Governor, and
now we would give io those individuals and those agencies
even more authority.

Mr. Speaker, let us not stick our head in the sand. We
would become the only State in the country without a State
Board of Education made up of laypersons as ours is. We
would become the only State in the country without at least
this kind of check on proposals of the Depariment of Ed and
the Governor on important education policies.

M. Speaker, very importantly also, let us keep in mind the
effect of some languape in the Saurman amendment near the
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end of the amendment. Paragraph (d) near the end of the
amendment says that those regulations in effect prior to
January 1 of 1993 are transferred to the Department of Ed, and
the effect is to apparently kill all other repulations that were
not in ¢ffect prior to January 1 of 1993,

Mr. Speaker, during the past several months, some very
important special education regulations have been promulgated
and put into effect, and those special education regulations
were approved because they were necessary to put this State
in compliance with Federal law. At a State Board of Education
meeting a couple of months ago where the Secretary argued in
favor of their adoption, he emphasized that what was at stake
was between 390 and $100 million of Federal special educa-
tion moneys that were to flow to Pennsylvania but would flow
to this State only if we had in effect the revised special
education regulations.

Mr, Speaker, [ would submit—and I know, because we have
checked with the department, that it is the department’s opinion
also—that the approval of the Saurman amendment, if it were
to go into law, would put us into great jeopardy with respect
to those Federal moneys and potentially cost this State, for the
current fiscal year and for the new fiscal year that begins July
1, a substantial amount of special education moneys that this
State depends upon and particularly which our school districts
are now depending upon.

Let us not play games with such an important issue. Let us
rise above 2 temptation to deal with symbols and messages.
Let us stick to meaningful policy, Mr. Speaker. Let us defeat
the Saurman amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland,
Representative  Stairs, is recognized.

Mr, STAIRS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1 realize what the maker of this amendment and I see the
purpose of what he is trying to do, but certainly 1 rise to
oppose this amendment.

The State Board, in spite of ils drawbacks—and I certainly
was critical of the recent OBE (outcome-based education)
cpisode recently—but the State Board, I feel, serves a very
useful purpose. The State Board is composed of legislators,
business leaders, educators, citizens of the Commonwealth, and
it certainly offers an exira dimension to education in Pennsyl-
vania. Instead of having issues and items being dictated to us
by burcaucrats in the Department of Education, certainly we
have another perspective to look at education matters.

I certainly feel that the State Board does serve a very
useful purpose, and I think we should continue te have the
State Board, if for no other reason, to keep the burcaucrats in
check and to help the legislative process of the people of
Pennsylvania. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Saurman, for the
second time is recognized.

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think that this boils down to whether or not we are
satisfied to just go along as we always have. I think the
arpuments that have been offered are met in the amendment.
There are provisions for making sure that it complies with

Federal regulations. The question is whether we want to
continu¢ to have a dual layer of bureaucracy or whether we
want to really pare it down and get to the essentials, to make

the department responsible for what it does, not allow it t0 be vy

able to blame someone else, and 1 just think that this is the one
direction in which we can begin to streamline what we are
doing here in the State to cut some of the costs, to cut through
some of the rediape in the bureaucracy, and to become more
efficient.

I would ask for a “yes” vote.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-24
Armsirong Fichter Lawless Sather
Batley Gamble Leh Saurman
Civera Gerlach Pitts Snyder, D. W.
Clymer Hasay Raymond Stem
Cornell Heckler Rohver Taylor, E. Z.
Farmer Hershey Rubiey True

NAYS-172
Acosta Faijt Maitland Rudy
Adolph Fargo Manderino Ryan
Allen Fee Markosek Santoni
Argall Fleagle Marsico Saylor
Baker Flick Masland Scheetz
Battisto Freeman Mayemik Schuler
Bebko-Jones Geist MeCalt Scrimenti
Belardi George McGechan Semmel
Belfanti Gigliotti McNally Serafini
Birmelin Gladeck Melio Smith, B.
Bishop Godshall Memy Smith, 8. H.
Blaum Gordner Michlovic Staback
Boyes Gruitza Micozzie Stairs
Brown Gruppo Mihalich Steelman
Bunt Hanna Miller Steighner
Bush Harley Mundy Steil
Butkovitz Hennessey Murphy Stetler
Buxton Herman Natlor Stish
Caltagirone Hess Nickol Sturla
Cappabianca Hughes Nyce Surra
Cam Hutchinson O"Brien Tangretti
Carone itkin G Donaell Taylor, I
Cawley Jadlowiec Olasz Thomas
Cessar James Oliver Tigue
Chadwick Jarolin Perzel Tomlinson
Clark Josephs Pesci Trello
Cohen, L. I Kaiser Petrarca Trich
Cohen, M. Kasunic Petrone Tulli
Colafella Keller Pettit Uliana
Colaizzo Kenney Phillips Vance
Corrigan King Piccola Veon
Cowell Krebs Pistella Vitali
Coy Kukovich Platts Williams
Curry LaGrotta Preston Wogan
Draley [.aub Reber Wozniak
DeLuca Laughlin Reinard Wright, D. R.
Dempsey Lederer Richardson Wright, M. N,
Dent lee Rieger Yandnsevits
Dermody [Lescovitz Ritter Yeweic
Donatucei I.evdansky Roberts Zug
[huce Linton Robinson
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Egolf Lloyd Roebuck DeWeese, r they will make them available to the graduating seniors. Thank
Evans Lucyk Roocney Speaker
Fairchild Lynch you.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Freeman, is recog-
NOT VOTING-2 nized.
Purham Stoitmatter Ml‘. FREEMAN Thank you, MI‘. Speﬂ.ker.
N Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Wright amendment.

EXCUSED~5 The net effect of this amendment will be to gut the
Gannon Kirkland Van Horne Waugh legislation. By calling upon the legislation to change from
Haluska requiring that the voter registration forms be given to graduat-

The question was determined in the negative, and the
amendments were not agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT offered the following amendment No,
A2455:

Amend Sec. 1 {(Sec. 1613), page 2, lines 15 through 18, by
striking out all of said lines and inserting

(d) Voter registration forms shall be made avaijlable to
pupils issued certificates under subsection (a).

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes
Mr. Wright.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

We have been contacted by the Pennsylvania School
Boards Association to oppose this particular bill, HB 1090.
Our local school districts in Bucks County have met with us
recently and asked us to oppose this, too, I particularly believe
in this bill, but [ wanted to try to maybe make it a little more
palatable for them.,

They specifically brought up a line of reasoning that 1 am
not too sure 1 fully agree with but T understand where they are
coming from, concerning piving out the voter tegistration
forms to graduating students at graduation. Now, I do not think
the language in the bill actually says graduation, but it does
imply that. They thought it was a little bit ludicrous that when
our gradualing seniors are coming down the aisle in front of all
their parents and the guests, that as they are being handed their
certificate, they will also be handed at the same time a voter
registration form.

So what I have done in my amendment is just said that
instead of actually handing it out at graduation, the school
would make the voter registration forms available to all the
graduating seniors and let the individual school decide on how
to proceed with that. If they want to do it at graduation, fine.
If they want to make them available at the office, have them
delivered to the homerooms of the kids by memo or something
or by mail, that is fine. Let the individual school decide. But
what they were afraid of is being forced that on actual
graduation night, they would have to stand there in line and
hand thenmi out one at a time, This amendment just says that

ing seniors and changing that instead to mercly making them
available, we defeat the purpose of this legislation.

The intent of this legislation is to impress upon young
citizens who will be graduating from our schools that as adults
they now have a responsibility, a civic responsibility, if you
will, to participate in this State’s civic life. There is no better
way of achieving that than by registering and participating in
clections, by becoming a part of the process and by seeking
solutions through the political process.

If we water this bill down to the point where ali we are
doing Is making the registration forms available, that means
that all a principal of a high school would have to do is keep
a couple of packets of registration forms In his office. He
would not even have to supply them to anyone. They just have
to be available in his office, and that defeats the whole purpose
here.

There was a misunderstanding, too, which the gentleman
aliuded to on the part of some school boards, and I urge the
members to look at pape 2 of the legislation. There is nothing
in this legislation that requires that the voter registration forms
have to be handed out during the graduation ceremony, and 1
put that on the record for legislative intent. All it requires is
that the school district will have to make sure that these forms
get to the pupils who will be eligible to vote in the next
upcoming election.

Graduating from high school is a rite of passage, as ]
mentioned. It is an entering into the adult world with all its
responsibilities, What betier time to send a message to our
graduating kids in Pennsylvania that they should patticipate in
the political process; that they should register and get out to
vole; that they have an obligation as citizens of this community
to make sure that public policy is set in accordance with their
role as citizens.

[ urge defeat of this Wrght amendment because all it will
do is gut the bill and defeat it and make it impossible for us to
impress upon our young voters the importance of voting. Let
us not send the wrong message. Let us defeat the Wright
amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wozniak, is recog-
nized.

Mr. WOZNIAK. Let us see if I have this right,

This amendment says that we do not want high school
graduates to register to vote. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker?

May | interrogate the maker of the amendment?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman intend to interrogate
Mr. Wright? Mr. Wright stands for interrogation.
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Mr, M. N. WRIGHT. Do you want to ask the question
again?

Mr. WOZNIAK., Let me repeat the question.

Under the Freeman language, all seniors will have the
opportunity to get a voter’s registration so they can vote. This
amendment wipes that language out so we do not want young
people to participate in the democratic process. Is that what we
are attempting to do?

Mr. M. N, WRIGHT. Absolutely not, Mr. Speaker. What
this amendment does is it takes away the impression from the
school district that they have to hand out the voter registration
form, even though it has not clearly stated that, but the
impression to them is that they have to hand out this voter
registration form on graduation night. What I am saying is, it
does not have to be graduation night. It could be at any
available time.

Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I am going to ask the originator of this language, Represen-
tative Freeman, if he could answer that question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Freeman, from
Northampton indicates he will stand.

Mr. FREEMAN, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, 1think the significant difference here is that
Representative Wright’s language merely says that the forms
have to be made available. It does not clarify how or in what
form. A school district could meet the guidelines of Represen-
tative Wright’s languape simply by having a couple of packets
of registration forms in the principal’s office. That defeals the
purpose of this legislation, which is to call upon the young
voters of our State to register and to participate in the process.
Now, again, for clarification, there is nothing in this legistation
which stipulates that the registration forms would have to be
given out on graduation day, and I enter that into the record
for legislative intent purposes if the language, which is very
plain, is not perceived by other members of this House.

All we are saying is that those who will graduate and will
be eligible to vote will receive a voter registration form. That
impresses upon them the imporntance of participation in civic
society, of registering and participating in the electoral process.

Traditionally, the 18- to 2l-year-old group is the worst
performing when it comes to elections. They do not register;
they do not participate, and this is on¢ way, at a very impor-
tant time in their life, to impart to them those very important
civic values of participation in our electoral process. With the
Wright amendment we defeat that by really gutting the bill, by
saying we will make them available but we are not going to
give them to you.

Let us not water this bill down. It is a good government
bill. T urge support of this bill, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Corrigan, from Bucks
County is recognized.

Mr. CORRIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I find it very, very troubling to hear that
school superintendents and school personnel do not have the
time or the desire to hand out a registration form to a young

man or a young lady getting ready to graduate from high
school.
I think if is a basic right that that child has to be exposed

to the process. For an organized group, such as school superin- wg

tendents, to present an amendment here today in opposition to
this bill, I find that very, very troubling, and I find that part of
the problem in our public school system today. These people
are opposed to the basic right of students to get out and be
involved in the public process.

I rise to oppose the Wright amendment. I think the spirit of
the amendment is wrong. I think the people that are being
represented in this amendment ought to be taken to task. I
think they ought to get their act together. I do not know a
school district in Bucks County that does not have enough
personnel to hand out a simple voter registration form. The
only thing they lack on that level is the desire to do it. I think
there is something wrong with this system when we support an
amendment like this. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Snyder is recognized.

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, may I have permission to interrogate the
legislative sponsor of HB 1090?

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

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, both of us have been in this
legistature for quite some time now and we have seen in the
past where we take something that seems to be a rather simple
legislative requirement that serves a good purpose be later
interpreted, by either a department or agency of the Common-
wealth, into something that becomes very complicated to
administer.

My question to you is, Mr. Speaker, 1 would assume that
since this would become a State mandate if cnacted into law,
that the Department of Education or somebody would be
responsible in auditing the school districts to make sure that
they are in compliance with this mandate as they are with
other requirements under the code. For the legisiative record,
Mr. Speaker, 1 am just curious, how would you foresee
verification that every student who was supposed to be issued
a graduation certificate actually received a voter registration
form?

Mr. FREEMAN. Since we are talking about providing a
certificate, I guess there is the same way in which they would
know that they got their diploma. The same requirement which
calls upon a school district 1o issue a diploma and to guarantee
that would have the same provisions as far as providing a voter
registration form in that regard. Ithink also the Department of
State has made a pledge to camy out the spint of the catire
voter registration legislative package, and since graduations are
very public affairs, it would be quite easy to ascerlain whether
in fact students did receive a voter registration form.

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding, and
correct me if T am wrong, that, first of all, the diplomas are
issued in each individual’s name and I am sure copies of those
are kept in their record.

-

-
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Second of all, T believe that when a student receives the
dipioma, he or she must sign to verify that they did receive
that diploma.

Mr. FREEMAN. I cannot speak to that. [ am not sure that
is the case in all school districts, to tell you the truth. But 1
think, you know, the point here, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that
we are making this a requirement; it is nol burdensome in any
way, shape, or form. If the gentleman wants to draft an
amendment to impose penalties for not carrying out the spirit
of this intent, he is welcome to do so. I do not think that is
necessary. I think the school districts will abide by the
direction we are giving them in this legislation.

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to make a comment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, 1 think the sponsor of the
amendment is trying 10 address a concem that our school
boatds and our particular school superintendents report back to
us on almost a regular basis; that is, Mr. Speaker, with good
intentions and with the spirit of trying to improve citizenship
and the quality of education in our community, we as a
legislature enact requirements that are imposed upon the school
districts. However, Mr. Speaker, somewhere between the
legislative mandate and imptementation of it, there seem (o be
administrative requirements in order to verfy that these
mandates are being met.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr, FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Mr. Freeman.

Mr. FREEMAN. A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

I do not mean to cut off the gentleman, and I think his
comments can obviously be made on final passage. My
concem is that I do not think we are speaking to the text of the
bill at this time; we are speaking to the Wrght amendment,
which I had opposed, and T would urge the gentleman at this
time to make his remarks towards ihe amendment at hand.

Mr, SNYDER, Mr. Speaker, if the sponsor of the legisla-
tion was listening to the debate, 1 am specifically noting that
the amendment is introduced to address the concemn thal I
raised through interrogation and that the amendment is being
drafied in order 1o provide for an easier means of compliance
with the State mandate, because, Mr. Speaker, as the legisla-
tion is currently written, it would be a mandate that each
student who receives a certificate would have to receive a
voter registration form. As simple as that sounds, Mr. Speaker,
there would be guestions raised — how do you comply with
this particular requirement unlcss you have each student sign
that they did receive a voter registration form or you send
certified mail to these students or some other measure to make
sure that every student received it? Mr. Wright’s amendment is
a means of providing a less stringent requirement but still
mecting what I think is the intent of this legislature ~ to make
sure that the students receive voter registration forms.

1 ask for support of the amendment.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wright is recognized for the second
time.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, could I interrogate the
original sponsor of the bill?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for
interrogation.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, are there some school
districts across the State that actually are located in more than
one county?

Mr. FREEMAN. 1 believe that is the case, yes. In some
districts, very few, but T am sure there are one or two.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Then would it be in such case that
the administration would have to determine which county the
child actually was from for the basis of the application?

Mr. FREEMAN. That is already in their files and informa-
tion, You know, when they have to deal with any kind of
communication with parents or simply have it on the students’
records, they know what county they reside in, what street they
live on, for that matter.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. So in a sense there is some adminis-
trative effort that has to be put forth on that basis.

Mr. FREEMAN. Nil.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Okay. And is it also in your bill—and
I realize I am addressing the bill in a sense—will students that
are 17 but would not turn 18 prior to the next election, would
they also be required to receive a voter registration form?

Mr. FREEMAN. No, Mr. Speaker, they would not be
required because they would not be eligible to vote in the next
election, and to prevent confusion, that is why we did not
stipulate they were required to. Nevertheless, there would be
nothing that would prohibit a school district from giving them
the forms as well if that would prove to be an easier process
for them to carry out the intent of this legislation.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. But to carry out the intent, they
should actually keep track of who is going to be 18 and who
is poing to be 17, and that would in turn have some adminis-
trative effort on their pan.

Mr. FREEMAN. Well, apain, that adminisirative effort
would be next to nil, but actually, they could carry out the
intent by just giving the forms out to every graduating pupik.
We only stipulated in the legislation that it should go to those
who will be of age because those are the ones who obviously
shouid register and can participate in the election. But there is
nothing at all in this legislation—and [ direct the gentleman to
page 2 of the bill-which would prohibit a school district from
piving them out to every pupil graduating from school, so
thercfore, the administrative impact would be, again, nil.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Thank you.

That finishes my interrogation. I just want to make some
comments.

Mr. Speaker, the intent here was not to gut the bill. The
intent here was based on the request from the School Boards
Association and at a meeting where all of our school districts
in Bucks County joined together with the Representatives from
Bucks County and asked us to oppose this bill.
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I do not agree with the opposition of the bill and the intent
of the bill, but I wanted to make this a little more palatable, a
little more easy for them to administer it. This is not intended
to gut it, but it is to make it casier by aliowing them to offer
the voter registration at their convenience whenever they feel
it is necessary. If it is graduation night, which from the
correspondence we have had from the School Boards Associa-
tion, they are inferring that that is when it should be given out.
They may not be correct, but that is debatable, but they are
inferring that that is when they would be responsible to issue
these.

What they would like to do is be relieved from graduation
night and to be able to issue them out at their convenience at
a flexible time. It could be during the day; it could be the
week prior; it could be sent to their home; it could be distribui-
ed in the homeroom; it could be in at the office. Now, this
amendment does not relieve them of not giving them out; it
just says it does not have to be done at a specific time, and 1
just would hope that the members would understand ny intent
here and vote for this amendment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Serafini.

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, could I question the sponsor
of the bill? Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Freeman, indicates he
will stand for interrogation. Mr. Serafini may proceed.

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, how long would it take for
a person’s name to be purged from the voter registration list?

Mr. FREEMAN. I believe under-current law it is required
at a 2-year interval, and it is my understanding in some board
of election offices, it is done whenever they come across
obituaries or death certificates as well.

Mr. SERAFINI. 1 am having trouble hearing you, but 1
think you said 2 years?

Mr. FREEMAN. Under current— Well, this really does not
speak to the legislation before us, either the amendment or my
bill, but to answer the gentleman’s question, under current law,
purging is done at a 2-year interval, and it is my understanding
in some board of election offices, they do also scan the
obituaries and look at death certificates to purge those who
have passed away.

Mr. SERAFINL. Well, Mr. Speaker, then if a person were
given a registration form, registered, and they did not vote for
2 years, then they would not be a registered voter anyway,
would they? Their name would be purged from the voter
registration list.

Mr. FREEMAN. Well, the pentleman is not quite correct,
Obviously, the person would have 1o be registered first, and
then if they did not vote within 2 years, they, under current
law, would be purged.

Mr. SERAFINI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

My only point is that when registrations are handed out
indiscHminately and people just do not want to participate in
their right to vote, they would, by statute, be eliminated from
the voter registration rolls in 2 years anyway. I do not sce a
problem with this legislation - giving the option primarily to

the individual as opposed to being forced on him. But 1
appreciate the answer to my question. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Freeman for the second time.

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, not to labor over the matter but in terms of
addressing this issue, let me note that the Wright amendment
which we have before us is a diluting of the bill. It would in
effect gut the intent of this legislation, which is to call upon
those young individuals who will be eligible to vote in the next
election to obtain a voler registration form.

Graduation is a rite of passage into the adult world. It
should carry with it certain civic responsibilities. The 18- to
21-year-old age group notoriously votes in the lowest numbers,
participates in the lowest numbers. Apathy is rampant.

I think it is incumbent upon us as public servants (o try and
impart to this age group the importance of participating in the
electoral process. Under my legislation we would not mandate
that the forms have to be done on praduation night, only that
those graduating would receive a form.

Under Mr. Wright's amendment which we have before us
now, we dilute that process and say, as long as those forms are
made available, That could mean something as simple as just
having some forms in the principal’s office, which means that
the age group that we are trying to target, that we are trying to
get involved and interested in the affairs of public life and in
the direction of their communities, will not be involved, will
not be registered, will not have the message sent to them that
we should be sending that, yes, voting and participating in the
electoral process is an important responsibility of citizenship.

If we want to send a message to these young people that
they should be participating in this electoral process, that their
birthright as Americans can be threatened when people do not
get involved, we should make sure that they get the registration
forms in hand. But if the message we want to send them is
that we do not care if you register; it is up to you; who cares
if you get involved, that is what the Matthew Wright amend-
ment will do. It will send an apathetic message.

Let us not water this down. Let us not destroy the ability
we have here today to call upon the young people we arg
trying to target to register and to vote. This is a simple
requirement. 1 puts no burden of any great significance on
anyone, but it will send a very valuable and important message
to the young people of Pennsylvania that we want you to
participate in civi¢ life; we want you to be involved; we want
you to be registered; you have alot at stake in this community.
Let us send that message.

Let us defeat the Wright amendment and let us pass this
bill. T'urge a “no” vole on the Wright amendment,

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel from Philadelphia is recog-
nized.

Mr. PERZEL. thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[ would like to ask my collcagues to support the Wright
amendment.

In the city of Philadelphia, only one-half of the children
that start ninth grade graduate 4 years later. So the only
opportunity they have of registering to vote is to go down to
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the principal’s office, get one of those registration forms, and
fill it out, and T do not think it is really right to deprive them
of that opportunity.

Number two, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what you have
been doing on your side of the aisle. On our side of the aisle
we encourage our members to get the yearbooks and mail them
all registration forms so they can register to vote. We have
been doing that for years. We also encourage our members to
have their committeemen go to their houses and register them
to vote.

So, Mr. Speaker, we have been doing a pretty pood job on
our side. So we really encourage you all to vote for Mr.
Wright's amendment. Thanks.

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Corrigan seck recognition?

Mr. CORRIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Bucks is recognized.

Mr. CORRIGAN. Mr. Speaker, very, very briefly.

Mr. Speaker, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania sends to
the school superintendents in Pennsylvania approximately $5
billion a ycar. Why do we not send them a little note and ask
them to pass out the forms and not give everybody all of this
craziness that is going on here today. For $5 billion 1 think we
can ask them to do that. Let us put this thing to rest.

I ask for 2 “no” volc on the Wright amendment.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-93
Adolph Fichter Maitland Scheetz
Allen Fleagle Marsico Schuler
Ariistrong Flick Masland Scrimenti
Baker Geist Merry Semmel
Barley Gerlach Micozzie Serafini
Birmelin Gladeck Miller Smith, B.
Boyes Godshall Naifor Smith, S. H.
Brown Gruppo Nyce Snyder, D. W.
Bunt Hasay O’Bnen Stairs
Bush Heckler Perzel Steil
Cessar Hennessey Pettit Stern
Chadwick Herman Phillips Stish
Civera Hershey Piccola Strittmatter
Clark Hess Pitts Taylor, E. Z.
Clymer Hutchinson Raymond Taylor, L
Cohen, 1. L. Jadlowiec Reber Tigue
Comell Kenney Reinard Tomlinson
Dempsey King Rohrer True
Druce [.aub Rubley Tulli
Durham Lawless Ryan Vance
Egolf Lee Sather Wogan
Fairchild Leh Saurman Wright, M. N,
Fargo Lynch Saylor Zug
Farmer

NAYS—104
Acosta Evans Lueyk Robinson
Argall Fajt Manderino Roebuck
Batlisto Fee Markosek Rooney
Bebko-Junes F'reeman Mayemik Rudy
Belardi Ciamble McCall Santoni
Belfanti George McCrechan Staback
Rishop Crigliotti McNally Staclman
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Blaum Gordner Melio Steighner
Butkovitz Gruitza Michlovic Stetler
Buxton Hanna Mihalich Sturla
Caltagirone Hughes Mundy Surra
Cappabianca Itkin Murphy Tangretti
Cam James Nickol Thomas
Carone Jarolin O’ Donnell Trello
Cawley Josephs Olasz Trich
Cohen, M. Kaiser Oliver Uliana
Colafella Kasunic Pesci Veon
Colaizzo Keller Petrarca Vitalj
Corrigan Krebs Petrone Williams
Cowell Kukovich Pistella Wozniak
Coy LaGrotta Platts Wright, D. R.
Curry Laughlin Preston Yandrisevits
Daley Lederer Richardson Yewcic
DeLuca Lescovitz Rieger
Dent Levdansky Ritter DeWeese,
Dermody Linton Roberts Speaker
Donatucci Lioyd
NOT VOTING-1
Harley
EXCUSED-5
Gannon Kirkland Van Home Waugh
Haluska

The question was determined in the nepative, and the
amendment was not agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr, Gannon’s name will
he added to the master roll. His name will be taken off leave.

CONSIDERATION OF HB 109¢ CONTINUED

On the question recurring,

Shall the bill pass finally?

The SPEAKER. Agrecable to the provisions of the Consti-
tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—193
Acosta Farmer Lucyk Santoni
Adolph Fee Lynch Sather
Allen Fichter Maitland Saurman
Argall Fleagle Manderino Saylor
Armsteong Flick Marsico Scheetz
Baker Freeman Masland Schuler
Barley Gamble Mayernik Scrimenti
Batlisto Gannon McCall Sernmel
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Serafini
Belardi George McNally Smath, B.
Belfanti Gerlach Melio Smith, S. H.
Birmelin Gighiotti Merry Snyder, D. W.
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Bishop Gladeck Michlovic Staback
Blaum Godshall Micozzie Stairs
Boyes Gordner Mihalich Steelman
Brown Gruitza Miller Steighner
Bunt Gruppo Mundy Steil
Bush Hanna Murphy Stern
Butkovitz Harley Nailor Stetler
Buxton Hasay Nickol Stish
Cappabianca Heckler Nyce Strittmatter
Carmn Hennessay O’Brien Sturfa
Carone Herman O’Donnell Surra
Cawley Hershey Olasz Tangretti
Cessar Hess Oliver Taylor, E. Z.
Chadwick Hughes Perzel Taylor, J.
Civera Hutchinson Pesci Thomas
Clark Itkin Petrarca Tigue
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrone Tomlinson
Cohen, M. James Pettit Trello
Colafella Jarolin Phillips Trich
Colaizzo Josephs Piccola True
Cormell Kaiser Pistella Tulli
Comigan Kasunic Pitts Uliana
Cowell Keller Plaits Vance
Coy Kenney Preston Veon
Cuny King Raymond Vitali
Daley Krebs Reber Williams
DeLuca Kukovich Richardson Wogan
Dempsey LaGrotta Rieger Wozniak
Dent Laughlin Ritter Wright, D. R.
Dermody Lawless Roberts Wright, M. N.
Donatucci Lederer Robinson Yandrisevits
Druce Lee Roebuck Yewcic
Durham Leh Rohrer Lug
Evans Lescovitz Rooney
Fairchild Levdansky Rubley DeWeese,
Fajt Lanton Rudy Speaker
Fargo Lloyd Ryan
NAYS—4
Cohen, L. I Egolf Laub Reinard
NOT VOTING-2
Caltagirone Markosek
EXCUSED—4
Hatuska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

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

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

GUESTS INTRODUCED

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to welcome to the
hall of the House the father of Freddie Belardi, Freddie Belardi
from Scranton, Pennsylvania.

With Fred are his friend, Helen Zatorsky, and one of his
best friends, the couple, Frank and Ann Tamburelli. Frank is
a former lifelong Teamster. The Teamsters have many friends
in the hall of the House on both sides of the aisle, Mr.
Tamburelli.

BILLS ON THIRD
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1098, wg
PN 1192, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320),
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, further providing for
rules for determining residence for purposes of registering to vote
or voling.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. LAWLESS offered the following amendments No.
A2488:

Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by removing the period after
“voting™ and inserting
. and requiring district justices to have at-
tained 21 years of age.
Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20
Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read:
Section_924. Qualification of District Justices.—No person
may take the oath of office of a district justice unless he shall
have attained twenty-one (21) years of age.
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2” and
inserting

3

On the question,
Wili the House agree to the amendments?

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes
Representative John Lawless.

Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, current law does not stipulate an age require-
ment for the office of district justice. In Montgomery County
we recently experienced an attempi by a minor to run for this
office. Mr. Speaker, this case was challenged up to the State
Supreme Court and the court ruled in favor of placing the
young man on the ballot.

This amendment would place a minimum age requirement
of 21 years of age to take the office of district justice. I have
talked o Chairman Oliver as well as Chairman Clymer of the
State Government Committee and they are in agreement with
this amendment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Kukovich is recognized.

Mr, KUKOVICH. One point of interrogation.

[ looked at the earlier amendment of the author, 1844,
which said 18 years. [ do not have this one handy. Did you
raise it to 21 years in 24887 -

Mr. LAWLESS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. There are two amend-
ments. The first one | had originally intended to have 18 years,
and then my colleagues had come 1o me and asked that that
requirement be placed at 21 years of age. So I have it at 21,
and if the House floor decides that it should be 18, then I am
prepared to offer the sccond amendment.

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you.

That is all the questions I have, Mr. Speaker. One com- -
ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.
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Mr, KUKOVICH. I know there have been a couple of
problems with very young people running for office. I have no
problem with the concept behind this amendment, so I would
po along with an affirmative vole.

Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fajt Lloyd Rubley
Adolph Fargo Lucyk Rudy
Allen Farmer Lynch Ryan
Argall Fee Maitland Sather
Armstrong Fichter Mandenno Saurman
Baker Fleagle Markosek Saylor
Barley Flick Marsico Scheetz
Battisto Freoman Masland Schuler
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayemik Scrimenti
Belardi Gannon MeCall Semmel
Belfantt Greist McGechan Serafini
Birmelin George McNally Smith, B.
Bishop Gerlach Melio Srmith, S. H.
Blaum Gigliotti Merry Snyder, D. W.
Boyes Gladeck Michlovic Staback
Brown Godshall Micozzie Stairs
Bunt Gotdner Mihalich Steelman
Bush Gruitza Miller Steighner
Butkovitz Gruppo Mundy Steil
Buxton Hanna Murphy Stern
Caltagirone Harley Nailor Stish
Cappabianca Hasay Nickol Strittmatter
Cam Heckier Nyce Sturla
Carone Herman (¥ Brien Surra
Cawley Hershey O’ Donnell Tangretti
Cessar Hess Olasz Taylor, E. Z.
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taylor, J.
Civera Hutchinson Perzel Thomas
Clark Itkin Pesci Tigue
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrarca Tomlinsen
Cohen, L. 1. James Petrone Trello
Cohen, M. Jarclin Pettit Trch
Colafella Josephs Phillips True
Colarzzo Kaiser Piccola Tulli
Cormell Kasunic Pistella Uliana
Comigan Kenney Pitts Vance
Cowell King Platts Veon
Coy Krebs Preston Vitali
Curry Kukovich Raymond Williams
Daley LaGrotta Reber Wogan
Deluca Laub Reinard Wozniak
Dempsey Laughiin Richardson Wrght, D. R
Dent Lawless Rieger Wright, M. N.
Dermody Lederer Rinter Yandrisevits
Donatucci Lee Roberts Yewcic
Druce Leh Robinson Zug
Durham Lescovitz Roebuck
LCgolf Levdansky Rohrer DeWeese,
Evans Linton Rooney Speaker
Fairchitd

NAYS-2

Hennessey Santoni

1301
NOT VOTING-2
Keller Stetler
EXCUSED—4
Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
amendments were agreed to.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. CLYMER offered the following amendments No.
Al1901:

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 17, by striking out “subsections”
and inserting
a subsection
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec, 704), page 2, lines 13 through 19, by
striking out all of said lines

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr, Clymer, is recognized.

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, in HB 1098 on page 2, my amendment would
take out the category of homeless, and let me tell you why I
am proposing this amendment.

Mr. Speaker, in conversations with the various county
boards of elections throughout the State, they have advised that
this would be very hard for them to determine, which they
must do by State law, a 30-day residency for individuals who
live on park benches, who live on sidewalks and in other areas.
And of course, we understand that these very unfortunate
people, we are trying to make things better for them, but the
reality is, for the county boards of elections, this would be a
very difficult thing for them to do, and that is one of the
reasons [ am placing this amendment before the General
Assembly,

Number two is the integrity of the system. 1 think that we
all recognize that we have in these United States of America
a wonderful election process, and yet I think there would be
some compromise of the integrity if this bill were to be
enacted in its present form.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, individuals, and the homeless in
particular, can reside in a sheller, and in a shelter they have the
ability, they can qualify to vole because that is a residency,
and I think that has been established by law.

So, Mr. Speaker, for those reasons, those very thoughtful
reasons, [ would ask the General Assembly to consider my
amendment in the affirmative and help me with this vote.
Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, is recog-
nized on the Clymer amendment.

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I am asking for a “no” vote,
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This bill embodies and codifies two concepts that have
been operating for some period of time. Amendment 1901 cuts
out part of that concept that has been working in Allegheny
County by administrative order since 1988. Since that time,
there has been no reported instance of any kind of fraud or
abuse. The system has worked adequately.

What is important about this legislation is that we are
trying to codify existing law - in one case, a court case that
has been in operation since 1984; in another, an Allegheny
County administrative order which has been in operation since
1988.

Looking at what other States have started to do, this is the
very least that we can do in Pennsylvania to allow people who
have been disenfranchised for no adequate reason to have a
chance to participate in the democratic process. We are using
this as one of the ways because it has been operating and
operating successfully without fraud for an extended period of
time.

For that reason [ would ask for a “no” vote on the amend-
ment,

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Strittmatter seek recognition?
The gentleman is recognized and may proceed.

Mr, STRITTMATTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to speak on behalf of passage of this amend-
ment. This bill goes further than what the court cases have
delineated in Allegheny County in the fact of setting up park
benches or street comers for proper mailing addresses, and I
would ask that we support Representative Clymer in this
amendment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County,
Mr. Preston, is recognized.

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I cannot believe that anybody who has any form of civil
thought, that believes in the right of a religion, that believes in
the right of an individual to be entitled to be able to be an
American and a Pennsylvanian, would vote for this amend-
ment. What we are simply saying is that if someone is
unfortunate or for reasons of security does not feel comfortable
being in the shelter and that has no other place to live, whether
they have a family or not, would not be entitled to be able to
vote. In our good conscience, for someone whom we talk
about having a family, a person of character and a person who
is willing to, unfortunately, be caught up in a circumnstance of
not being able to have a permanent address, for us to say that
we do not care about them and to take away a right. A person
who unfortunately is in prison may not be able to vote, but
here we arc saying somecne who is willing to stay within a
patticular area to try to get their life topether does not have a
right to be able to vole is unconscionable, is uncaring, and I
cannot believe we would be able to support this type of an
amendment.

It is unfortunate that someone has to be living in a place
where they cannot have a permanent address, but this amend-
ment really does not do justice at all. We cannot support this
type of thing. I do not believe that this legislature would be
that uncaring.

I would ask for a “no” vote on the Clymer amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington County,
Mr. Daley, Esq.

Mr. DALEY, Not yet, Mr. Speaker, but thank you.

Would the gentleman stand for a brief interrogation?

Mr. CLYMER. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Clymer indicates he will,

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Can you inform the membership how many citizens would
be disenfranchised by your amendment?

Mr. CLYMER. To my understanding~ Mr. Speaker, was
the question how many people would be disenfranchised by
my amendment?

Mr. DALEY. Yes.

Mr. CLYMER. Okay. There would be none, because all
they would have to do, and I said this in my opening rcmarks,
is to establish a relationship with a shelter. As I said before,
that has been acknowledged as a place that has a proper
address, and people in shelters, people who have a relationship
with a shelter, are qualified to vote.

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, then let me ask you the
question this way: How many people would be impacted by
this legislation if they fail to determine a shelter, which is
usually temporary, Mr. Speaker, at least 30 days at the
maximum for a shelter for residents. How many people would
be impacted if they do not determine 3 shelter as being their
residence?

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, [ do not have the figures
statewide as to the number of homeless people that there are,
but they have run from 50,000 to 200,000. Those would be
estimates. F do not have the count, but perhaps someone in the
General Assembly does have a count on those people. But as
we will develop in the course of this dialogue, there are indeed
many, and that is one of the problems we have, because you
have to establish a 30-day residency to vote. That is the State
law; that is the State law, and as I said before, you are putting
at risk the county boards of elections in trying to determine
where many of these people are going to be located.

Mr. DALEY. Could [ ask you ancther gquestion, Mr.
Speaker, while you get to your hcadset? My next question is,
have you any proof that there have heen any abuses anywhere
in Pennsylvania by homeless individuals that have moved into
an area and have voted cither individually or en masse to
determine that therc was some abuse by any individuals, Mr.
Speaker?

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, your question assumes that
the homeless are voting. [ am not aware of that.

Mr. DALEY. No; my guestion is, somcthing must have
precipitated your legislation, your amendment. All T am asking
is, have you had any instances of abuse that there has been
some sort of problem thal needs to be corrected somewhere in
Pennsylvania?

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear that last
question. But what we are saying here is that we have regula-
tions, the State has rcgulations, and that is the point that [ am
making. The problem is, how do you establish a 30-day
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residency and should we make an exception? I think your [

question is that we should make an exception; the law should
be bent; the Iaw should be maybe expanded for this group of
people. And certainly we all recognize the unfortunate circum-
stances which surround them and we feel badly about that, but
at the same time, [ think that, you know, the law should
prevail.

I do not know If I answered your last question because I
really did not hear your last question. If you would like to
repeat it.

Mr. DALEY. Wel, the last question was simply, do you
have any cases in Pennsylvania, any instances where there has
been abuse, obviously, that this needs to remedy that problem?

Mr. CLYMER. Well, I think 1 alluded to that at the very
beginning, that there is a possibility of that because this is the
purpose of the bill, to allow them to vote.

Mr. DALEY. Then the answer is that there is none. Am 1
correct?

Mr. CLYMER. To my knowledge, that would be correct,
because the assumption is that they have not been allowed to
vote.

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, may I make a comment on the amendment?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington County
i in order.

Mr, DALEY. First of ail, Mr. Speaker, I do not think that
the maker of the amendment really has an understanding of the
impact of this legislation. We in the Commonwealth and in the
United Stales in a democracy have tried to reach out over the
last 200 years to embrace more people. At one time you had
to be white, you had to be a property owner, and you also had
to be the son of a person that owned property to vote in
Pennsylvania. We are moving away from that, Mr. Speaker.
You do not have to be white; you do not have to be a properly
owner;, you do not have to have money. You have to be a
citizen of Pennsylvania. We need to embrace more people to
vote, not to disenfranchise, not to divide.

1 think this amendment is really basically unconstitutional.
I think it stinks. I think we ought to vote “no.”

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, is recog-
nized.

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

1 did not want to get into 2 pardiamentary motion, but in
light of everybody getting up and speaking on this and the
remarks of Representative Daley, it is very clear that under the
14th Amendment, you cannot set up separate classes in this
way. | would move that this amendment is unconstitutional
because it is in violation of the 14th Amendment of the U.S.
Constitution.

The SPEAKLR. The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, moves that
the Clymer amendment is unconstitutional. Under rule 4, these
questions of constitutionality are debatable one time by each
member.

On the question,
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend-
ments?

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Clymer rise to speak on the
constitutional question? The gentletnan is recognized and may
proceed.

Mr. CLYMER. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, from the Pennsylvania statutes, let me give
you, on page 78, section 2811, the qualifications of electors,
point (3); “He or she shall have resided in the election district
where he or she shall offer to vote at least thirty days immedi-
ately”—30 days immediately—~“preceding the ¢lection....”

Mr. Speaker, in the Election Code in Pennsylvania law, it
is very clear that this is not unconstitutional because I have
just told you what our law states. So I wonld ask for a
negative vote, that my amendment is constitutional, and 1
would ask the General Assembly at this time to sustain—

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, if I could. The discussion
should be based on the 14th Amendment to the Constitution,
not on the Pennsylvania election law,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, is correct.
The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, will please keep his remarks to
the constitutional question at hand.

Mr. CLYMER. Right.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will monitor the debate more
closely.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, if indeed my amendment is
unconstitutional, then what we are saying is that the Pennsylva-
nia Election Code is unconstitutional. Is that correct? Is that
correct? 1 mean, because what I am quoting is from the
Pennsylvania Election Code.

Mr, KUKOVICH. If this is a form of interropation, I will
respong.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean to intetrogate
the gentleman from Westmoreland? Mr. Kukovich, you may
respond.

Mr. KUKOVICH. Because at the heart of the constitution-
ality of this very mean spirited amendment is the fact that you
are setting up two different classes. He is leaving in one part
of the bill that says that if you can be in a shelter, you may be
able to vote; however, if not, then you cannot. So he is setting
up two different classes of people within the body of homeless.

And let me elaborate on that, because 1 have been out there
and [ have seen homeless people who are more intelligent than
a lot of registered voters, who are afraid to go to shelters for
whatever reason, who live in a certain area, who are well
informed, and who cannol vote, and if we establish amend-
ments like this, we are telling one block of homeless people,
under certain circumstances you can vote, and another block,
under certain circumstances you cannot. That is not right. What
we are trying to do is create a frand-proof, effective way of
allowing disenfranchised people to vote. Under some circum-
stances, discriminating in that way is okay legally if you want
to prevent fraud, for example, but to discriminate arbitrarily is
in clear violation of the 14th Amendment to the Constitution.

Mr. CL.YMER. May [ speak again?
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. He was
interrogating, so you may speak.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, my question is this: Is not the
purpose of Pennsylvania law to bring about qualifications as to
who is eligible and who is not eligible 10 vote in Pennsylvania
clections? T mean, why do we have any laws at all? If these
are unconstitutional, why do we have laws? Why do we even
have the Pennsylvania Election Code? What is the purpose of
a Pennsylvania Election Code?

Mr. KUKOVICH. The purpose of any election law is as
you stated, yes. The point of a constitutional inquiry is whether
you are arbitrarily and capriciously discriminating against
different classes. My suggestion to this chamber was that this
amendment does so in an unconstitutional sense.

Mr. CLYMER. But, Mr. Speaker, did I not say earlier in
the debate that we are not cutting out this category of home-
less; that by establishing a relationship with a shelter they do
have the ability to vote? Did I not say that and is that not true?

You are saying that we are arbitrarily—and that has been
the response of other speakers—we are removing a segment of
the population and I am saying we are not. Did I not say that
by establishing a relationship with a shelter they have the
ahility to vote?

Mr. KUKOVICH. By the nature of your amendment, yes,
you are saying that. What we are debating now on the motion
of constitutionality is what I am suggesting, and it is up to the
members to decide whether or not this amendment arbitrarily
and capriciously discriminates one class of homeless against
another. My suggestion is that it does. Let us allow the
members to vote.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, why do we have an age of 18
years then? Does that not set certain limitations, the 18 years
to be cligible to vote? Dogs that not set limitations?

Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes, but not unconstitutional limitations.
As | said before, some disctiminations, based on fact, based on
experience, based on a number of reasons, some discriminatory
practices are lepally valid. Again, those that by case law, by
precedent, are deemed to be arbitrary and capricious are
unconstitutional. 1 am sugpesting the case law is clear in an
issue like this.

Mr. CLYMER. 1t is not, but I end the interrogation at this
time.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman still commenting on the
constitutionality? The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, still has the
microphone. The interrogation has ceased, but you are still
recognized.

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I have before me a district court case,
September 14, 1984, and in it—it was before Judge Joseph S.
Lord III, United States district judge—he declared that the
residency at a shelter is legal and binding, but nowhere did he
say that local eniities did not have the ability to investigate
other applicants who are seeking to register to vote. In other
words, the category of the homeless would not be included in
his decision that he handed down. I do not know if you were
using that as an instrument in trying to delermine my amend-

ment being unconstitutional, but if you were, it speaks the
other way.
My question to you is, indeed is this the district court case

that you were using in trying to determine unconstitutionality wg

of my amendment?

Mr. KUKOVICH. No; this case has nothing to do with the
constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the amendment, This
case has something to do with a procedure that has been set up
in Philadelphia since 1984. All that court could do was make
a determination based on the fact situation before them, What
you are trying to do now with this amendment is cut apart
another section of how homelessness can be dealt with.

If all of this fact situation could come before the same
court, they may rule differently. But to take one court case that
has nothing 1o do with constitutionality and apply it to a statute
and trying to cut that statute apart is a separale constitutional
question.

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, let me read the decision that
Judge Lord had handed down on September 14, 1984, and it
is imponant that I read this provision for the sake of the
members: “This ORDER and DECREE shall in no way limit
the authority of the City Commissioners—"~

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield

Mr. Clymer, the gentleman indicaled that he had ceased his
interrogation and was going to speak on constitutionality. Iam
only asking, what is the mode that you are presently involved
in, interropation or speaking on the—

Mr. CLYMER. Interrogation.

The SPEAKER. It was the Chair’s impression that you had
asked to speak on constitutionality and that the interrogation
had terminated.

Mr, CLYMER. [ will do that. I will speak on constitution-
ality.

The SPEAKER. Either way is acceptable. The Chair would
just like to know which one.

Mr. CLYMER. I think at this point 1 will cease interroga-
tion and speak on constitutionality,

The SPEAKER. That is your option. You are recognized to
speak on constitutionality. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, let me just read this one paragraph which I
feel is very important for this General Assembly, and it was
the court case that was heard before Judge Joseph S. Lord. He
said this, and let me rcad it; “This ORDER and DECREE shall
in no way limit the authority of the City Commissioners, as set
forth in the Code, to conduct investigations or other inquiries
into the continuing cligibility of all registered electors within
the City, including those electors registering under the proce-
dures set forth in this ORDER and DECREE.”

Mr. Speaker, I conclude my remarks at this time.

The SPEAKER, The Chair thanks Mr. Ciymer and recog-
nizes the Republican whip, Mr. Perzel, on constitutionality.
The gentleman indicates he no longer wishes to speak,

The gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter, is recognized.

Mr. STRIFTMATTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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I would tise to point out to the members that Mr. Clymer’s
amendment will help to assurce the integrity of elections. The
reason we have rules, laws, is to assurc the rights of the
minority that many other members seem to be forgetting about.
The reason we have all the election taws is to make sure that
people do believe, when an election is held and the results are
counted, that it is constitutional.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. DALEY. Point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Daley, rises for a
point of order. The gentleman will state his point.

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, I thought the debate had to be
on the constitutionality and not the maintaining of the inlegrity
of the election.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is technically correct. The
gentleman, Mr, Strittmatter, is requested to keep his remarks
on target and on constitutionality.

Mr. STRITTMATTER. The reason that | was speaking on
constitutionality was 1o point out that that is the reason for the
amendment; that is the process we have. It is a constitutional
system of govemnment that we are under and that for people in
the majority to limit the rights of the minority is false and rude
and incorrect.

1 would statc and ask the members to vote for constitution-
ality. That is what Mr. Clymer’s amendment will do. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER. On the subject of constitutionality, the
gentleman, Mr. Snyder, is recoghized.

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, T was standing to speak for the
amendment and was not prepared to address the constitutional
issue, but T would like to share some thoughts on it.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, it is my understanding that the
14th Amendment has been reviewed and studied by the courts
for centuries and that over the years, Mr. Speaker, the courts
have given protective status to certain individuals within our
society which the judicial branch feels deserve special
protections. Mr. Speaker, this includes the prohibition against
discriminating  against race, gender, age, disability, and
religion, but, Mr. Speaker, T am not aware of any court case in
this country that has deemed the homeless to be a special
protected class under the 14th Amendment,

Mr. Spcaker, certainly the maker of the motion makes an
argument that we nced 1o protect this class of individuals who
are unfortunate in our socicty to not be able 1o share in many
of the things that the rest of society does, that being a job, a
home, and a permanent place of residence, but, Mr. Speaker,
the States are permitted 1o make laws and processes (o enforce
our rights, and one of those is to set up parameters.

Mr. Speaker, the 1dh Amendment cedainly does not
preclude the consideration of this amendment, Mr. Speaker.
This amendment simply is defining what a residence is in
terms of someone who does not actually own or rent a
particular residence. In other words, Mr. Speaker, this amend-
ment thal we are being asked 1o rule on the constitutionality of

is simply modifying our definition in existing law. It has
nothing to do with protecting any protected class.

On another thought, Mr. Speaker, if you vote that this is an
unconstitutional amendment and that the homeless are a
protected class, then, Mr. Speaker, you are opening up
Pandora’s box for many other problems. Mr. Speaker, a public
beneh on a main street could then theoretically be claimed to
be the property of a homeless person that would be exempt
from loitering Jaws and other public welfare and safety
regulations, because basically the police would not be able to
remove a person who might be causing a nuisance or posing
a4 hazard sitting on a public bench because he says, 1 am a
protected class, therefore, Mr. Speaker, you cannot remove me
because [ am exempt from these things, because if you remove
me, | am being discriminated against. It seems rather illogical,
Mr. Speaker, but that is exactly what this motion would do if
it is ruled to be unconstitutional.

Mr. Speaker, actually, if we rule that this is an unconstitu-
tional amendment, we are actually setting up a separate class
of people who do not have a permanent residence, and [ feel,
Mr. Speaker, thal that in itself would be unconstitutional. I
would therefore ask for a posilive vole, a vote of “aye” on the
amendment, that it is a constitutional amendment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr.
Daley, on constitutionalify.

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The last speaker only told you half the truth conceming the
14th Amendment, or at least half the information regarding the
14th Amendment. In cases such as this, the court applies what
is known 2§ strict scrutiny tests, and one of two things have to
either be involved in the strict scrutiny tests under the 14th
Amendment and the equal protection clause, one of which
would be when it deals with a suspect class, such as race, and
the second would be when you are dealing with a fundamental
liberty, such as voting. Now, not only does the State have to
apply the rational basis test but it has to have a compeltling
State interest, and quite honestly, in this situation, Mr. Clymer,
the speaker and the maker of this amendment, basically does
not have a compelling State interest or a rational basis to
preclude or set up a special class of people based upon an
economic condition.

I submit to the legislature this indeed is unconstitutional,
that it falls under the strict scrutiny standard that deals with a
fundamental liberty, and that is voting and depriving somcone
the right to vote, and it may, and it is debatable and could be
argued, that it deals with a suspect class, a class of economic
disadvantaged people.

So I say it is the strict scrutiny test; it is unconstitutional.
I ask for a “no” vote.

The SPEAKER. Those who believe this measure to be
constitutional will vote “aye”; those who believe it to be
unconstitutional will vote "no.”

On the question recurnng,
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend-
ments?
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The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—-i11
Adolph Fargo Lloyd Saurman
Allen Farmer Lynch Saylor
Argall Fichter Maitland Scheetz
Armstrong Fleagle Manderino Schuler
Baker Flick Marsico Scrimenti
Barley Ganron Masland Semmel
Birmelin Geist Merry Serafini
Boyes Gerlach Micozzie Smith, B.
Brown Gladeck Miller Smth, S. H.
Bunt Godshall Nailor Snyder, D. W.
Bush Gordner Nickol Stairs
Butkovitz Gruppo Nyce Steil
Caltagirone Hatley O’Brien Stem
Cawley Hasay O’ Donnell Strittmatter
Cessar Heclder Perzel Tayler, E. Z.
Chadwick Hennessey Pettit Tayler, 1.
Civera Herman Phillips Tigue
Clark Hershey Piccola Tomlinson
Clymer Hess Pitts True
Coben, L. L. Hutchinson Platts Tulli
Cornell Jadlowiec Raymond Uliana
Deluca Jarolin Reber Vance
Dempsey Kenney Reinard Vitali
Dent King Roberts Wogan
Druce Laub Rohrer Wright, M. N.
Durham Lawless Rubley Yewcic
Egolf Lee Ryan Zug
Fairchild Leh Sather

NAYS—88
Acosta Fee Markosek Rooney
Battisto Freeman Mayernik Rudy
Bebko-Jones Gamble MeCall Santoni
Belardi George McGeehan Staback
Belfanti Gigliotti McNally Steelman
Bishop Gruitza Melio Steighner
Blaum Hanna Michlovic Stetler
Buxton Hughes Mihalich Stish
Cappabianca Itkin Mundy Sturla
Cam James Murphy Surra
Carone Josephs Olasz Tangretti
Cohen, M. Kaiser Oliver Thomas
Colafeila Kasunic Pesci Trello
Colaizzo Keller Petrarca Trich
Corrigan Krebs Petrone Veon
Cowell Kukovich Pistella Williams
Coy LaGrolta Preston Wozniak
Curry Laughlin Richardson Wrght, D R.
Daley Lederer Rieger Yandrisevits
Dermody Lescovitz Ritter
Donatucci Levdansky Robinson DeWeese,
Evans Linton Roebuck Speaker
Fajt Lucyk

NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED—

Haluska Kirkland Van Hotme Waugh

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the guestion
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of
the amendments was sustained.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr, Clymer, is recognized
and may proceed with his debate on the amendment. -
Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, 1 have aiready reiterated
earlier my position on this amendment, why 1 feel it deserves
the support of the General Assembly, and at this time [ ask for
an affirmative vote.

On the question recurfing,
Will the House agree to the amendments?

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-110

Adelph
Allen
Argall
Annstrong
Baker
Barley
Battisto
Birmelin
Boyes
Brown
Bunt
Bush
Butkovitz
Cessar
Chadwick
Civera
Clark
Clymer
Cohen, L. L.
Comell
DeLuca
Dempsey
Dent
Druce
Durham
Egolf
Fairchild
Fargo

Acosta
Bebko-Jones
Belardi
Belfant
Bishop
Blaum
Buxton
Caltagirone
Cappabianca
Carn
Carone
Cawley
Cohen, M,
Colafella
Colaizzo
Corrigan
Cowell
Coy

Daley
Permody
Donatucci
Evans

Farmer
Fichter
Fleagle
Flick
Gannon
Geist
Gerlach
Gladeck
Godshall
Gordner
Gruppo
Harley
Hasay
Heckler
Hennessey
Herman
Hershey
Hess
Hutchinson
Jadlowiec
Kenney
King
Laubs
Lawless
Lee

Leh
Lloyd
Lynch

Fee
Preeman
Gamble
George
Gigliotti
Gruitza
Hanna
Hughes
Itkin
James
Jarolin
Josephs
Kaiser
Kasunic
Keller
Kicbs
Kukovich
LaGrotta
Laughlin
Lederer
Lescovitz,
Levdansky

Maitland
Marsico
Masland
Mayernik
Merry
Micozzie
Miller
Nailor
Nickol
Nyce
O’Brien
O’Donnell
Perzel
Pettit
Phitlips
Piccola
Pitts
Platts
Raymond
Reber
Reinard
Raberts
Roebuck
Rohrer
Rubley
Ryan
Santoni

NAYS-&6

Linton
Lucyk
Manderino
Markosek
McCall
McGeehan
McNally
Melio
Michlovic
Mihalich
Mundy
Murphy
Olasz.
Oliver
Pesci
Petrarca
Petrone
Pistella
Richardson
Rieger
Ritter
Robinson

Sather
Saurman
Saylor
Scheetz
Schuler
Scrimenti
Semme!
Serafini
Smith, B.
Smith, S. H.
Snyder, D. W.
Stairs

Steil

Stern
Strittmatter
Taylor, E. Z.
Taylor, J.
Tomlinson
True

Tulli

Uliana
Vance
Vitali
Wogan
Wright, M. N.
Yewcic

Zug

Rooney
Rudy
Staback
Steelman
Steighner
Stetler

Stish

Stusrla

Surra
Tangretti
Thomas
Tigue
Trello

Trich

Veon
Williams
Wozniak
Wright, D. R.
Yandrisevits

DeWeese,
Speaker
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NOT VOTING-3 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2* and
) inserting
Curry Fat Preston 3
EXCUSED—4 .
' On the question,
Haluska Kirkland Vau Home Waugh Will the House agree to the amendments?

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
amendments were apreed to.

GUESTS INTRODUCED

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to momentarily
interrupt the proceedings to welcome the guests of one of our
very senior members. The gentleman, Rick Cessar, from
Allegheny County has two guests here — Mr. and Mrs.
Howard Schran. Howard is the former State president of the
Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks. Welcome to the hall
of the House.

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1098 CONTINUED

On the question recurring,

Will the Housc agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr, CLYMER offered the following amendment No.
A1902:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 704), page 2, line 6, by inserting after
“residence”
: Provided, however, That the person has established such
relationship with the shelter for at least thirty days immediately
preceding the election

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER, On the amendment, the gentleman from
Bucks County is recognized.

Mr, CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, at this time [ withdraw the
remaining amendments to HB 1098,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he withdraws
all remaining amendments of his to HB 1098,

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No.
Al904:

Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by removing the period after
“voting” and inscrting
; and requiring posting referendum questions
at polling places.
Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20
Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read:
Sectionp 1201.3. Referendom Question —The entire contents
of_any refercndum guestion to_be voted upon at a primary or
general election shall be provided and posted 1n each polling place
on election day.

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Saurman from
Montgomery is recognized.

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, recently we had an election on a constitution-
al amendment, and there was a preat deal of concern as to
what the actual language was. I had calls to my office asking
me what did it say. All of us recognize that the six lines or so
that are placed on the ballot are totally inadequate and so is the
advertising requirement. Nobody knows when that is poing to
be in the paper. Nobody knows unless they sit and just
scrutinize every newspaper, it is too important an issu¢ when
we have a referendum question to just leave it to the imagina-
tion or leave it to those six lines which are supposed 1o
summarize it.

My amendment would simply require that there be a copy
of the entire language of the question that is being voted at the
polls so that voters would have the opportunity to read it if
they chose. T think this is good government in terms of
informing the public, and 1 would ask for your support.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr.
Kukovich, is recognized.

Mr, KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This amendment does not relate to the question of voter
registration, but 1 do not think it is necessarily a bad idea. I do
not think it creates any undue costs on the countics, so I would
support this amendment and ask for a “yes” vote.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—192
Acosta Fajt Lucyk Santoni
Adolph Fargo Lynch Sather
Allen Farmer Maitland Saurman
Argall Fee Manderino Saylor
Armstrong Fichter Markosek Scheetz,
Baker Fleagle Marsico Schuler
Barley Flick Masland Scrimenti
Battisto Freeman Mayemik Semmel
Bebko-Jones Gamble McCall Serafini
Belardi Gannon McNally Smith, B.
Belfanti Geist Melio Smitk, S, H.
Birmelin George Meny Snyder, D. W.
Bishop Gerlach Michlovie Staback
Blaum Gigliotti Micozzie Stairs
Boyes Ciladeck Mihalich Steelman
Brown Crodshall Miller Steighner
Bunt Gordner Mundy Steil
Bugh Gruitza Murphy Stern
Butkovitz Ciruppo Nailor Stetler
Buxton Hanna Nickol Stish
Caltagirone Hadley Nyce Stottmatter
Cappabianca Hasay (O’'Brien Sturla
Cam Heckler O’ Donnell Suira
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Carone Hennessey Olasz Tangretti
Cawley Herman Perzel Taylor, E. Z.
Cessar Hershey Pesci Taylor, 1
Chadwick Hess Petrarca Thomas
Civera Hutchinson Petrone Tigue
Clark Itkin Pettit Tomlinson
Clymer Jadlowiec Phillips Trello
Cohen, L. L James Piccola Trich
Cohen, M. Jarolin Pistella True
Colafella Josephs Pitts Tulli
Colaizzo Kaiser Platts Uliana
Comell Kasunic Preston Vance
Corrigan Kenney Raymond Veon
Cowell King Reber Vitali
Coy Krebs Reinard Williams
Curry Kukovich Rieger Wogan
Daley LaGrotta Ritter Wozniak
DeLuca Laub Roberts Wrght, D. R,
Dempsey Laughlin Robinscn Wright, M. N,
Dent Lawless Roebuck Yandrisevits
Demmody Lee Rohrer Yeweic
Druce Leh Rooney Zug
Durham Lescovilz Rubley
Egolf Levdansky Rudy DeWeese,
Evans Linton Ryan Speaker
Fairchild Lioyd

NAYS—4
Hughes Keller McGeehan Richardsen

NOT VOTING-3
Donatucci Lederer Oliver
EXCUSED—4

Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
amendments were agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No.
A2491:

Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by removing the period after
“voting” and inserting
; providing for use of voter registration lists;
and making a repeal.
Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20
Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read;
Section 705. Use of Veter Registration Lists—Voter
tepistration lists may not be used for jury selection,
Section 3. The provisions of 42 Pa.(C.S, § 4521(a) are
repealed insofar as they are inconsistent with this act.
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2™ and
inserting

4

On the question,
Will the Housc apree to the amendments?

The SPEAKER. On the amendment,
recognized.
Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Saurman is

Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment that I offered in the last
session, and it passed, I think, 1 do not know if it was unani-
mousty but certainly by a great majority.

All of us who campaign run into the problem when we are

trying to register people that they say, 1 am not going io
register because 1 do not want to serve on the jury. All this
does is says that the voter registration list cannot be used for
jury lists.

Again, we are trying to get people to register. We are going
to give them the forms at the schools. We are looking for other
ways to distribute it. Here we can offer them an opportunity to
go ahead and register, which they are not doing now because
they are afraid that the name will be used.

I would ask again for your affirmative vote.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich,
request recognition?

Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

I would have to ask for a “no” vote.

Many counties rely on appropriate lists such as this for jury
selection. It is not as if we are talking about paying taxes or
anything like that. Basically we are talking about two concepts
embodied in this amendment which are duties of citizenship.
I think it is a mistake to try to avoid one duty of citizenship by
using another,

I would ask for a “no” vote on this amendment.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Clymer is recognized.

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, Speaker, seldom do | disagree with my good friend
from Montgomery County, Representative Saurman, but the
right for trial by jury by your peers, I think, is paramount to
our democracy. While T undersiand his motivation in this bill,
I think everyone should feel it is their responsibility as a good
citizen to serve on juries regardless of how their name may be
forwarded to jury selection.

So T at this time would ask for a “no” vole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. McGeehan, from
Philadelphia is recognized.

Mr. McGEEHAN, Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, 1do not know how many people got a chance
to talk to their county commissioners conceming this amend-
ment. I did. Using other lists besides registered voter lists, the
commissioner told me that there was five times the rate of
undeliverable mail when they used lists besides voter registra-
tion lists to collect a list of potential jurors. There is no other
list as large as registered voters as a potential pool for jury
selection, and certainly, Mr. Speaker, no other list is as
representative  of the general population as voter registration
lists. We know when we look at automaobile registration lists
or dnvers’ licenses, there are certainly less older people
represented in those lists than voter registration lists, certainly
less poor people represented in those lists than voler registra-
tion lists.

Mr. Speaker, just by the very nature of having repistered

voters, those people are concerned about the process; those e

people care about their community; those people care about the



1993

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL — HOUSE

1309

peneral welfare of the community. They, I think, in my
opinion, are the best people to be picked as potential jurors.

Mr. Speaker, this would, in Philadeiphia, deplete the
potential pool of jurors by not using a voter registration list.
This is a bad amendment, Mr. Speaker, and I would urge its
defeat.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman, Matthew Wright, from
Bucks County is recognized.

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I know quite often when I go out and do voter registration,
I am often asked, oh, no, T do not want to register because I
am going to be picked for some jury duty. In Bucks County
we do not use voter registration for the jury duty lists; we use
your license instead. I have to try to convince everybody that
no, no, no; it is okay; you can register to vote; we will not
pick you for jury duty.

Now, we were here a little while apo debating about trying
to get more people, especially the young people, involved and
get them registered to vote. Now we have a whole pool of
people out there that are afraid to register to vote because they
are going to end up at their county seat someday.

Now, I think this is a perfect amendment to try to defuse
a lot of those people that arc afraid to sign up to register to
vote because someday they are going to be picked for some
jury duty, if we just make it clear, we make it staicwide that,
no, you will not be put on jury duty if you register to vote. 1
think this is a simple, pretty straightforward amendment, and
I definitely approve of it and 1 support it. Thank you

The SPEAKER. Mr. Saurman is recognized for the second
time.

Mr. SAURMAN. I would just like to say, Mr. Speaker, that
I think it i{s very admirable for us to say we have two rights
here that we should be doing — one, voting, and one, serving
on jury duty. The fact of the matter is that we still have free
choice, and there are those people who do not want to serve on
jury duty, and so they will not register to vote because they are
afraid.

Now, I think that that is really using our authority to keep
people from participating in the voting process, and 1 think this
amendment allows— Certainly there are other lists that are
equally as accurate. Other places have utilized a series of lists,
but whete people are not assured and even in some areas
where counties do not do it and you would like to be able to
say, no, we do not use it, they do not believe it because in the
past it has been used. We need a law that says it cannot be
used, and then these pecople can in fact participate. Who
knows, maybe if they pet into voting, they might actually want
to volunteer to try and get on that jury list so that they can
then perform another duty that they maybe have not been
taking care of. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the pentleman from
Bucks, Mr. Mciio.

Mr. MELIO. Mr. Speaker, thank you.

I agree with my colleagues, Matt Wright and Mr. Saurman.
It is very difficult to get people to register to vote in many
occasions, and one of the biggest ¢xcuses they have is that

they do not want to serve on jury duty. I think this is a good
amendment, and I urge my colleagues to vote for it. Thank
you.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-98
Adolph Fichter Masland Sather
Allen Fleagle Melio Saurman
Argall Flick Merry Saylor
Baker Geist Michlovic Scheetz
Barley Gerlach Micozzie Schuler
Boyes Gigliotti Miller Sernmel
Brown Gladeck Nailor Serafini
Bunt Godshall Nickol Smith, S. H.
Bush Gruppo Nyce Snyder, D. W,
Cessar Harley Olasz Stairs
Chadwick Hasay Perzel Steil
Civera Heckler Petrarca Stern
Clark Herman Petrone Stish
Cohen, L. L Hess Pettit Strittmatter
Cormell Hutchinson Phillips Surra
Corrigan Jadlowiec Piccola Tangretti
Curry Kaiser Pitts Taylor, E. Z.
DeLuca King Platts Tomlinson
Dempsey Laub Raymond Tulli
Dent Lawless Reber Uliana
Durham Lee Reinard Vance
Egolf Levdansky Roberts Wright, D. R.
Fairchild Lynch Rubley Wright, M. N.
Fargo Markosek Ryan Zug
Farmer Marsico
NAYS-100
Acosla Evans Linton Rudy
Armstrong Faijt Lioyd Santom
Battisto Pee Lucyk Scrimenti
Bebko-Jones Freeman Maitland Smith, B.
Belardi Gamble Manderino Staback
Belfanti Gannon Mayemik Steelman
Birmelin George McCall Steighner
Bishop Gordner McGeehan Stetler
Blaum Gruitza McNally Sturla
Butkovitz Hanna Mihalich Taylor, J.
Buxton Hennessey Mundy Thoimas
Caltagirone Hershey Murphy Tigue
Cappabianca Hughes O’Brien Trello
Camn Itkin O’Donnell Trich
Carone Jarolin Oliver True
Cawley Josephs Pesci Yeon
Clymer Kasunic Pistella Vitali
Cohen, M. Ketler Preston Williams
Colafella Keaney Richardson Wogan
Colaizzo Krebs Rieger Wozniak
Cowell Kukovich Ritter Y andrisevits
Coy LaGrotta Robinson Yewcic
Daley Laughlin Roebuck
Dermody Lederer Rohrer DeWeese,
Donatucci Leh Rooney Speaker
Druce Lescovitz
NOT VOTING-1
James
EXCUSED—H4
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Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

The question was determined in the negative, and the
amendments were not agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. DRUCE offered the following amendments No. A1905:

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by inserting after “providing”
for special elections for senators and repre-
sentatives in the General Assembly and

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 17, by striking out all

of said lines and inserting
Section 1. Scction 628 of the act of June 3, 1937 (P.1.1333,
No.320), known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, amended
August 13, 1963 (P.L.707, No.379), is amended to read:

Section 628. Special Elections for Senator and Representa-
tive in the General Assembly.—Whenever a vacancy shall occur in
either house of the General Assembly whether or not it then be in
session, the presiding officer of such house shall, within ten {10)
days after the happening of the vacancy, issue a writ of election
to the proper county board or boards of election and to the
Secretary of the Commonwealth, for a special election to fill said
vacancy, which election shall be held {on a date named in the
writ, which shall be not less than sixty (60) days after the issuance
of said writ. The presiding officer may fix, in such writ of
election, the date of the nex! ensuing primary, municipal or
general election as the date for holding any such special election]
at the next ensuing primary, municipal or genetal election
scheduled at least sixty (60) days afier the issuance of the wnit or
such other earlier date which is at least sixty (60} days following
the issuance of the writ as the presiding officer may deem
appropriate: Provided, however, That should the Governor after
the issuance of the said writ of election advise the presiding
officer that the General Assembly will be called into extraordinary
session prior to the date set for such special election, the presiding
officer may countermand the writ theretofore issued and shall
issue a new writ of election, fixing therein such earlier date
therefor as is deemed expedient, but which shall not be less than
sixty (60) days after the issuance of said writ[.]: Provided further,
That if the vacancy shall occur less than five months prior to the
expiration of the term, a special ¢lection shall be held only if, in
the opinion of the presiding officer, the election is in the public
interest.

Section 2. Section 704 of the act is amended by adding

subsections to read:

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2” and

nserting

3

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Druce is recog-
nized.

Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, in a previous conversation, [
committed to Mr. Kukovich that T would withdraw my
amendment, and [ am going to maintain thal commitment.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?
Mr. TULLI offered the following amendments No. A1906;

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by inserting after “for” where

it appears the first time
powers and duties of the Secretary of the
Commpnwealth and for

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 17, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting

Section 1. Section 201 of the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333,
Ne.320), known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, is amended
to read:

Section 201. Powers and Duties of the Secretary of the
Commonwealth.—The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall
exercise in the manner provided by this act all powers granted to
him by this act, and shall perform all the duties imposed upon him
by this act, which shall include the following:

{a) To determine, in accordance with the provisions of this
act, the forms of nomination petitions and papers, expense
accounts and all other forms and records, the form of which he is
required to détermine under the provisions of this act. The form
of nomination petitions and papers shall require a statement as to
whether the candidate has ever been convicted of, or pleaded
guilty or no contest to, an offense praded higher than a misde-
meanor of the first degree.

(b} To examine and rcexamine voting machines, and to
approve or disapprove them for use in this State, in accordance
with the provisions of this act.

(¢) To certify to county boards of elections for primaries
and elections the names of the candidates for President and Vice-
President of the United States, presidential electors, United States
senators, representatives in Congress and all State offices,
including senators, representatives, and judges of all courts of
record, and delegates and alternate delegates to National Conven-
tions, and members of State committecs, and the form and
wording of constitutional amendments or other questions 1o be
submitted to the electors of the State at large.

(d) To receive and determune, as hereinafter provided, the
sufficiency of nomination petitions, certificates and papers of
candidates for President of the United States, presidential electors,
United States senators, representatives in Congress and all State
offices, including senators, representatives and judges of all courts
of record, and delegates and allernate delegates to National
Conventions and members of State committees.

(e) To receive such reports from county boards of elections
as are required by this act, and to demand such additional reports
on special matters as he may deem necessary.

{(f} To receive from county boards of elections the returns
of primaries and elections, to canvass and compute the votes cast
for candidates and upon questions as required by the provisions of
this act; to proclaim the results of such primaries and elections,
and to issue ceriificates of election to the successful candidates at
such ¢clections, except in cases where that duty is imposed by law
on another officer or board.

(g) To perform such other duties as may be prescribed by

law.

Section 2. Section 704 of the act is amended by adding wyp

subsections o read:

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20

Section 3. The amendment of section 201{a) of the act
shall apply to filings made after the new forms are established by
the Secretary of the Commonwealth,

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2” and
inserting

4

On the question,
Will the louse agree 1o the amendments?
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The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from
Hershey is recognized.

Mr. TULLI Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This amendment addresses candidates for public office. It
is a matter that was brought to us by the constituents of the
Commonwealth, and they felt that they needed to know if
people running for school boards, local townships, cities and
boroughs, Governor, State legislature, if they had a criminal
record or not. This amendment would have cach candidate for
public office, in filing their affidavit, indicate “yes” or “no” if
they have a felony conviclion in their past.

Now, this would not prohibit anyonc from mnning for
office or serving in office, but it would give public disclosure
so that the voters would be informed in their selection. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER. Mr, Cohen from Philadelphia is recog-
nized.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is overbroad in its drafting.
It not only includes the offices that Mr. Tulli has enumerated
but it also includes Democratic committee people, Republican
commitice people, judges of elections, majority inspectors,
minority inspectors, and while it includes the majority inspec-
tors and minority inspectors and all sorts of people who have
only the most marginal connection with State government, it
does not include, say, the executive director of the Democratic
State Commiltee, the exccutive director of the Republican State
Committee. It docs not include any member of the Govemnor’s
Cabinet. It docs not include the Governor’s personnel director,
who is in charge of ruling on the qualifications of all employ-
ces in State government. It does not include anybody at all in
the executive branch by the nature of the amendment. I think
it rather arbitrarily draws calegories and it rather arbitrarily
changes the nature of the election process.

I have commiticemen in my district who are 85 years old.
I would hope that every single commiltceman in my district
who is in their seventies or eighties has never cver violated
any law at any time, but this goes back to when they were
tecnagers, when they were in their twenties. You know, it
oceurs 1o me that it is possible thal people have violated laws,
and the idea that somcbody has to be inherently beaten over
the head for a law violation decades afier they committed the
law violation seems to me to be overkill. It is overkill to go
into thesc minor offices, and it totally exceeds the Federal
rules. When you are a witness in a Federal court, you cannot
be questioned on any criminal conviction that is more than 10
years old, and this is no date - any criminal conviction ever.

This is a very, very minimal form of disclosure. You do
not pet asked in this form what the criminal conviction was.
You do not get asked, was the criminal conviction ever
expunged? You do not get asked, was the ¢riminal conviction
ever overturned? You do not get asked whether it was ever
pardoned or not. There is an awful lot of material that is never
asked in this. It is totally arbitrary what is asked. It is totally
arbitrary whom this applies to. It applics to a whole lot of

Mr. Tulli

people whom it should not. There are a whole lot of people
whom it should apply to whom it does not.

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER

Mr. COHEN. [ think therefore it violates the 14th Amend-
ment, and I move that this amendment be declared unconstitu-
tional,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has raised the point of
constitutionality. Members are allowed to debate the issue one
time only.

On the question,
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend-
ments?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr, Tulli, wish to
debate the constitutionality of the amendment? The gentleman
is recognized.

Mr. TULLL Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This does not take anyone’s rights away from them. A
person may still run for office, a person may be elected, and
a person may serve. All this does is disclose a criminal
conviction, a felony conviction, in that candidate’s past. It is
simply a matter of information for the voters, and it does
nothing to take away any of that person’s rights. He may run;
shc may run; she may serve; they may be elected, and it does
nothing to take away their rights. If there is any specific right
to be a candidate, T am not sure that this disturbs that in any
way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Mr. Piccola from Dauphin County is
recognized.

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

With all due respect to my friend, Mr. Cohen, [ would
respectfully suggest that he might want to pull out his constitu-
tional law book that he acquired during his recent tenure in
law school~and I congratulate him on his graduation recent-
ly—and suggest to him that he will find there nothing in that
book that would indicate that this amendment is in any way
violative of the 14th Amendment, and | believe that is the
amendment he cited.

There is absolutely no equal protection requirement that
would preclude us from requiring that certain information
about an individual be revealed on a nominating paper,
particularly since the nominating paper is being filed 10 obtain
the right to seek a public office. That public office, if that
person is elected to i, is responsible for either administering
or making or interpreting the laws of this State and other
governmental entities. We are requiring simply that that person
set forth a simple statement that they were convicted of a
serious violation of that law, a serious violation of that law.
That i1s something, 1 think, the voters have the right to know.
It has absolutely nothing to do with equal protection or due
process. It is simply a right-to-know issue.

When Mr. Cohen and T served jointly on the Labor
Relations Committee and Mr. Cohen was the chairman, he
very ably and forthrightly advocated a citizen’s right to know,
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a worker’s right to know, about hazardous products in the Baker Gannon McCall Saylor
workplace. This is simply a right-to-know issue. It has nothing | Barey Gelst MeGechan Scheetz
d ith the Constituti d 1 id ¢ that thi Battisto Gerlach Merry Schuler
to do wit € Lonstiuton, 8.?1' WO‘.J‘ ‘SUggCS a 5 Birmelin Gladeck Micozzie Scrimenti
amendment offered by Mr. Tulli is constitutional and that the Blaum Godshall Miller Semmel -
members vote in the affirmative. Boyes g(’rdnef Mundy Serafini
7 : _ Brown ruitza Nailor Smith, B.
. The SPEAKER. The gentieman, Mr. Mumphy, is recog: Bunt Gruppo Nickol Smith, S. H.
nized. ] . Bush Hanna Nyce Snyder, D. W.
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question Butkovitz Harley O’Brien Stairs
of the maker of the amendment. Buxton Hasay O'Donnell Steil
Cappabianca Heckler Perzel Stern
The SPEAKER. The gentteman. may proceed. Carone Hennessey Pesci Stetler
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, it has been the case thal | cawley Herman Pattit Strittmatter
people that have had convictions in years past have had their Cessar Hershey Phillips Sturia -
records expunged. Your amendment is silent on the fact that | Chedwick Hess Piceola Taylor, E. Z. ‘
they 1o 1 er now h a record, their ds b be: Civera Hutchinson Pistella Taylor, J.
.4 ong; W have T_Q(‘,Ol‘. ave Dech Clark Jadlowiec Pitts Tigue
expunged, they have been pardoned of their crime, but they Clymer Jarolin Plaits Tomlinson
had been in the past convicted of that crime. You do not seem | Coben, L. L Kenney Raymond True
: ; Comell King Reber Tullt
to take that. 1ntq ac;count in your amendment. How would you Cowdl Krohs Reinard Uliane
treat that situation? ‘ ‘ Dempsey Laub Ritter Vance
Mr. TULLL Are you saying that felonies are expunged? Dent Lawless Roberts Wogan
Mr. MURPHY. Right. Druce Lee Rohrer Wright, M. N.
Mr. TULLI I do not understand how that is a question of | Durham Leh Rooney Yandrisevits
L . Egolf Lloyd Rubley Yewcic
constitutionality on here. Fairchild Lynch Rudy Zug

Mr. MURPHY. Well, it seems to0 me once their crimes Fargo
have been expunped and they are on the record now no longer

. . . . YS—
convicted felons, you are still requiring them to reveal informa- NAYS—69
tion that is not— SCEEAJ g“j‘ ?"t"““"“y g:abl“k
: ébko-Jones (=} ANLON oclman

Iv-Ir.‘TULLI. If the felony has been expunged, there isno | p. .. Froeman Lucyk Steighner
conviction then. Belfant} Gambie Markosek Stish

Mr. MURPHY. Mr, Speaker, you indicate that if they pled | Bishop George McNally Surra

: : Caltagirone Gigliotti Melio Tangretti
guilty or no contest, they c;mghl hha;e done ti(liathand the reco:g Camn Hughes Michlovic Thooeo
could hgve been expunged. Both the one and the same wou Cohen, M. ltkin Mihalich Trello
have existed. Colafella James Murphy Trich

Mr. TULLL Mr. Speaker, the expungement would take care | Colaizzo Josephs Olase Veon
of that. There would be no conviction. g"“‘g"“ 'é:‘;el:m g;::;a ‘\;f‘l‘;‘lﬁm

Mr. MURPHY. So in that particular case, they wo.uid not cﬁ?w Keller Petrone Wozniak
have to reveal that they had pled puilty or were convicted— Daley Kukovich Preston Wright, D. R.

Mr. TULLL That is correct. DeLuca LaGrolta Richardson

9 Dermody Laughlin Rieger DeWeese,

Mr. MURPHY. ~or that they pled no contest? Dionatuced Lederer Robinson Speaker

Mr. TULLL That is correct. Evans Lescovitz Rochuck

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. ]

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Williams seek recognition? NOT VOTING-1

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, Mr. Speaker, not on the motion of | Mayemik
constitutionality.

) EXCUSED+4
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. _ C
Those who beligve this measure to be constitutional will | Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh -

vote “aye”; those opposed will vote “no.”

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the guestion
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of
the amendments was sustained.

On the question recurring,
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend-
ments?

On the question recurming,

The following roll call was recorded:
Will the House agree to the amendments?

YEAS—-129
. The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Tulli, continuing his
Adolph Farmer Maitland Ryan Y -r
Allen Fichter Manderino Santoni commentanes: o ) )
Argall Fleagle Marsico Sather The gentleman, Mr. Williams, is recognized.

Armstrong Flick Masland Saurman Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the maker of the
amendment.

The SPEAKER. Representative Tulli indicates he will stand
for interrogation.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to know the objective of
the amendment or the intent.

Mr. TULLI]. The intent is to inform the voters if a candi-
date for public office has any criminal background, and if that
would make any difference in their decision, they would have
that information at hand. The background to it is a gentleman
was elected to a local board of commissioners, and while he
was serving, the citizenry found out that he had been convicted
of several felonies that were serious and they were outraged.
They contacled my office and several other legislators® offices
wanting to know how we could allow the people of Pennsylva-
nia to go to the polls without having this information available
to them.

Looking into the law, [ saw that they were correct that
candidates could run for the highest offices in Pennsylvania, as
well as that of commissioner, school board, and whatever, and
not reveal a criminal backpround. So this is an attempt to
disclose criminal background for the information of the voting
public 1o make them a more informed and better prepared
electorate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I believe the maker of the
amendment s aware that certain felons are already disqualified
from running for public office because of their conviction
anyway, such as if you were convicted of murder, you would
no longer be allowed to run for public office.

So I would like to know the nature of the gentleman’s or
whoever the person was, what those convictions were,

Mr. TULLL Well, that particular case, the gentleman was
found guilty of stabbing his wife three times.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLIAMS. | would like 1o thank the gentleman for
his brief period of interrogation, and then I would like to
conclude.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Certainly the situation in which Represen-
tative Tulli and, I guess, his constituents were confronted
certainly is a compelling one, but [ would also suggest that this
is a chilling effect, not just to people in his district but,
frankly, to the manner in which we conduct ourselves as
citizens of this country, not just citizens of the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania.

Frankly, if we decide to pass this type of an amendment,
I think we are sending exactly the wrong message to our
society. There is balance and there is justice for all of us in
our society. Those of us who have made mistakes earlier in
life would like to be considered, after our punishment, to be
recognized as changed individuals and given a second chance,
and in fact, this country was founded upon those principles.

When immigrants came 1o this country and were looking
for a sccond chance at the shores of this country, they were

welcomed. They were welcomed and their past was not
considered; their religious background was not interrogated;
their credit check was not interrogated, and certainly whether
they were criminals in a foreign country, because they were
considered criminals in a foreign country, criminals in a
foreign couniry, that did not follow them to this country.

I would suggest that even though there are isolated
incidents, which we would certainly hope not to have happen,
I think that, frankly, this kind of amendment smacks of the
worst of a society; it frankly confronts us with building walls
arcund us and protecting, again, pointing to them versus us,
and I get so tired of coming to this mike and standing up and
saying them versus us.

I would hope that we could deal with individuals in an
isolated situation, that that gentleman would no longer be
elected, and frankly, if they chose to impeach him, therc are
certainly methods in this country and methods within his
patticular district and methods within the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania for us to remove people from office when we
discover that we do not like something about their background,
But to throw the baby out with the bathwater seems to be a bit
absurd and certainly extreme.

So therefore, Mr. Speaker, I stand in opposition fo this
particular amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Cohen.

Mr, COHEN. Thank you,

Will the gentleman, Mr. Tulli, consent to interrogation?

Mr. TULLL Yes.

Mr. COHEN, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman please
explain why a majority inspector or a minority inspector must
be required to answer this question?

My, TULLIL Mr. Speaker, for almost any job or position in
America, you are required, in an application form, to indicate
whether or not you have had a criminal background. In some
cases it is not just a felony backpround but any kind of
misdemeanor.

To provide the integrity of the electoral process, elected
officials are similarly, in this legisiation, being asked to
provide information if they have a criminal background. If I
were to go for a job at McDonald’s or if you were to apply for
a job as a teacher, they would not only look at and ask you
about your criminal background, they would assign a State
policeman as a teacher to see if you have a criminal back-
ground. So the elected officials of our Commonwealth, who
must maintain the highest standards of integrity and are
expected 1o do so, should be similarly checked on or asked that
question.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the difference between the job— 1 have no
further questions for the pentleman.

The difference between the job of majority inspector or
minority inspector or Democratic committeeman or a job at
McDonald’s is that the amount of money a person working at
the minimum wage at McDonald’s part-time would earn is far
in excess of what a majority inspector would eam, what a
minority inspector would eam, what a Democratic committee-
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man or Republican committeeman would get as election day
expenses. These people get really trivial amounts of money.

Another difference is that there would only be one or two
or three people at a McDonald’s restaurant who would have
access to this information, and they would make a decision,
but the peneral community would have access; the media
would have access.

I this amendment passes, there are going to be stories in
the newspaper. I am sure some enterprising reporter will look
at all the people who have filed nominating petitions for
majority or minority inspector, all people who have filed
nominating petitions for Democratic and Republican commit-
teemen, and he is going to count. There are going to be stories
that on the Dauphin County Republican Committee, seven
people admit that they have had a criminal conviction, and that
is going to be on the front page of the Harrisburg Patriot, and
the same situation is going to obtain throughout the State. You
can say you are nol tefling people they cannot run, but you are
holding people who engage in voluntary political aclivity up to
public censure, public ridicuie for something they did, which
may be decades ago.

I really sce this amendment extends far too broadly; it
reaches far too many people; it goes back in time far too long.
Iiver is a very, very long time, and it gives people far too little
information. This amendment does not say, please disclose the
crime. Somcbody who has been convicted of manslaughter will
mercly check the box, yes, he has been criminally convicted,
and somebody who has been convicted of shoplifting 50 years
ago will fill out the same check and say, yes, he, oo, has been
convicted, and there is no disclosure of when the conviction
took place, therc is no disclosurc of what the cnime was, and
there is no reason why we have (o disclose this material on
people who are basically engaging in voluntary activity.

I strongly urpe the defeat of this amendment.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(FRED A. TRELLO) PRESIDING

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

1 would likc to once again interrogate the maker of the
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and
may proceed.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

On the point of disclosure, because it was one that [ forgot
to discuss, how is that em dealf with in terms of your
particular amendment, in terms of disclosing what the crime
is?

Mr. TULLIL On the candidate’s affidavit, there would be a
line which asks, have you ever been convicted of a felony
offense, which shoplifing is not, and you would answcr yes or
no, and that would be on your filing for nomination (o be on
the ballot.

Mr. WILLIAMS. This particular amendment only deals
with felonics?

Mr. TULLI, Yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. So in the arca of, for instance—and I am
sure you are familiar with this—people who were participants
in the unions, say, in the forlies and were convicted of not
only protests but, frankly, were convicted of aggravated assault
and probably, you know, more crimes, they would also be
required to disclose this, would they not?

Mr. TULLL If it is a felony, they would be obligated to
answer yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And people who were involved in the
senior citizens movement and now, 1 puess, they fall under that
reputable umbrella of AARP (American Association of Retired
Persons) but were not under such a reputable umbrella, say, in
the fifties and the sixties would also be required to disclose
those kinds of protests, would they not?

Mr. TULLI, Were they convicted of a felony in your
example?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Somc people were.

Mr, TULLIL In that case their answer would be yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And certainly thosc rabble-rousers such
as civil rights organizers who were also convicted under
certain situations in different States as felons would also be
required to do that also. Correct?

Mr. TULLL I think they would proudly announce that.

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 am not sure that they would proudly
announce it, but I am sure if someonc asked them the question,
they would be happy to respond. I am not sure that they would
particularly care for somebody intruding into their past in such
an unclarified manner. But in terms of your amendment, I am
not sure how that would be articulated other than it would be,
I was, yes, convicted of ageravated assault, but would it say
because of a worthy cause?

Mr. TULLL The affidavit would not, but I think in the
candidate’s communication to the public, the candidate would
want the public to know what were the surrounding circum-
stances, and in the cases you indicated, they might be very
well proud of what they did.

Mr. WILLIAMS. So we are going to provide moneys for
folks that have 1o disclosc this, and a candidate that has more
money to say he was a criminal is going to always get— [
mean, the guy who has less money is going to get public
dollars so he can clarify the fact that it was for a pood cause?

Mr. TULLIL I am not talking about public dotlars here at
all.

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 did not think so.

So therefore, when you teil me that when somebody takes
from someone’s form that they were convicted of something
that was righteous but because they do not have a lot of
campaign money to put out literaturc saying, yeah, but it was
for a rightcous cause, the only thing that the public is going to
actually see is what you arc suggesting that they disclose.
Cormect?

Mr, TULLIL That is a possihility, yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Spcaker.

I would like to close my period of interrogation.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pentleman is in order and
may proceed.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is obvious from
the comments from the own maker of the amendment that the
amendment may have been well intended byt certainly not well
thought out. For those folks of meager means, it is certainly
not equal, For those folks who have come to this hall or are
raising meager amounts of campaign dollars for their name to
be smeared because they were involved in something reputa-
ble—l am not talking about shoplifting; 1 am talking about
peopie who have participated in civil disobedicnce—to change
the construct of the Constitution of this country, would have
their name smeared, and because they cannot raise the cam-
paign dollars that somcene clse can raise, they are denied equal
access at the polls. That is ridiculous; that is wrong; that is
immoral.

Mr. Speaker, Iwould affirm again that we oppose this kind
of an amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny
County, Mr. McNally.

Mr, McNALLY . Mr. Speaker, | rise 10 oppose this amend-
ment, 1906. T think that there are a number of arguments that
reaily require that we oppose it and that we defeat it.

First is that | think that when a person is convicted of a
crime or pleads guilty or no contest 1o a erime, whether it be
a crime that is graded as a felony or a misdemeanor or a
summary offense, we in the General Assembly have estab-
lished sentences, punishments for those crimes, and it seems to
me that in establishing those punishments and those sentences,
we have said that when a person finally satisfies that particular
senience, whether it be a sentence of incarceration or probation
or fines, that that satisfics that individual’s debt to society. The
whole purpose of establishing a systcem of punishments for
crimes i3 to say to those individuals who have committed
offenses against socicty what it is they have to do to pay back
for those actions.

What this amendment docs is say that all ol those senlences
that we have established, all of the forms of punishments that
have been imposed are not cnough. You still have 1o pay for
the rest of your life. 1 do not think it s fair, and I do not think
it is right. I mean, il we are going to establish a system of
sentencing, if we arc going to establish punishments for
crimes, then we ought to do it specifically and include in those
sentences a system where we say you are disqualified from
holding public office or that you are required to inform people
for the rest of your life, il you should hold yourself out as a
candidate, that you have been convicted of a crime.

[ think it is also important to point out that it does not
require everyonc to inform the public that they have been
convicled of a crime. It onty requires that individuals who have
heen convicled of felondes report that kind of a background. It
does not require, for example, that people convicted of drunk
driving have 1o put that offense on their nomination petitions.
It does not require that individuals who have been convicted of

2 misdemeanor or a summary offense for endangering the
welfare of a child, they do not have to inform the public.

You know, there are a whole number of criminal offenses
which T think the public would be very interested to know or
at least equally interested to know about, and the gentleman,
in this amendment, does not require that that information be
provided on the nomination petitions.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I think it is important {o point out
that a political election, an election for public officials or party
officials, is, in the final analysis, part of the free marketplace
of ideas. Pepple have the right to vote against candidates for
any reason they choose, whether it be a criminal background
or criminal history or otherwise.

Now, I think that we have to trust the voters of Pennsylva-
nia and trust the candidates of Pennsylvamia. God knows that
certainly in this body no stone is left untumed in trying to find
out the dirt about a particular opponent’s background. 1 think
that the electoral system works fine the way it is. We do not
need this amendment. It is a solution in search of a problem,
and I ask that we defeat the amendment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
mar.

The Chair recognizes Mr. Roebuck,

Mr, ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Will the gentleman, Mr. Tulli, agree to a period of interro-
gation?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees that he
will.

Mr, ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[ wonder, Mr. Speaker, if you might tell me when in fact,
if you are convicied of a crime, you fulfill your obligation in
terms of that crime? When do you move beyond that crime
and clean your rccord?

Mr. TULLL Mr. Speaker, | would say that when you have
fulfilled the terms of the court, in terms of the punishment they
have indicated, whether it is probation, years in jail, whatever
it may be, I think you have satisfied the terms of that crime.

Mr. ROEBUCK. And at that point do you not then have a
clean record?

Mr. TULLL You have a record.

Mr. ROEBUCK. Do you not have, having done— You have
served your time, fulfilled your probation. Do you not then
have a clean record? Do you not start anew?

Mr. TULLI. Well, 1 would say yes, in a philosophical
sense, but you do have a criminal record.

Mr. ROEBUCK. In other words, the fact that you once
committed a crime should be something that is ever with you?
There is no way you ever get beyond that, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. TULLL. When you go to McDonald’s to seck a job,
they will ask you that about your record, and whether you have
served your time completely or not, you need to indicate
truthfully to them that you have.

Mr. ROEBUCK. So, Mr. Speaket, it is your opinion then
that no matter what you do, no matter how long you serve in
jail, no matter how long you are on probation, no matter how
much of a fine you pay, whatever, you are always a criminal.



1316

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL — HOUSE

JUNE 8

Mr. TULLIL There are circumstances, Mr. Speaker, where
you can get an order to expunge the record, and they are
limited circumstances, of course, but the record is there, the
official record is there and can be part of your past, part of
yourseif.

Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

May I speak to the amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and
may proceed.

Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amendment.

I am somehow reminded of the hero in “Les Miserables”
who once stole a loaf of bread and for the rest of his life was
bounded as a criminal because he stole a loafl of bread, and
that is exactly what this amendment does. It says that if at one
point in your life you did something that was illegal, some-
thing that was wrong, you should be hounded for the rest of
your life for that fact. It does not matter that you served your
time in jail; it does not matter that you were on probation; i
does not matter if you paid your fine, you should be held off
as an example of being a criminal.

Now, if there are questions about a person running for
office, then those questions ought to be raised in public
forums. We have the right as citizens to ask candidates about
their background, to question them, to probe, and that is what
we should do for anyone who sé¢eks public office. But to do
this kind of thing that says that you should forever wear a “C”
or an “A” or something that brandishes you as a criminal is
wrong, and we ought not, in this legislative body, to do that,
and we ought to say that if you make a mistake and you serve
your time, then that is behind you and you start anew.

Mr. Speaker, I urge that this amendment be defeated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

The Chair recognizes Mr. Strittmatter from Lancaster.

Mr, STRITTMATTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of the amendment.

I would like to remind the members that we are talking
about protecting the public, allowing them the need to know.
With the previous peatleman’s observation, I point out that the
people will be discerning, the public will be discerning in
understanding whether they feel a person has repaid their debt
to society and whether they should be held accountable for that
any longer. [ belicve that we can trust the public to know that.

What we have found, as one of the other previous speakers
has said that they believe it is a myth, they are deluding
themselves if they think that this does not happen. We have
concrete examples of why we need this amendment.

The myth is the fact that this does not exist. It does exist.
We have problems. We need to know and the public needs to
know, and then they will decide in the best interest who should
serve and who should not scrve.

For instance, a child molester. Right now we would like to
know if they should be a child-care provider. Why should we
not know if a school board member is a former child molester?
1 think that the analogy holds true the same as stabbing victims

need to be protected from putting these people into higher
office; the same thing, a child molester should not be rewarded
by becoming a school board member without the people
knowing.

I believe that it is wrong for the members to be standing up
and criticizing this amendment and protecting felons. We
should be protecting our citizens and voting for this amend-
ment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
ma.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny
County, Representative Kaiser.

Mr. KAISER. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to interrogate the
maker of this amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and
may proceed.

Mr. KAISER. If an individual signs the statement that he
did not commit a crime, is there a background check, say, for
example, the sheriff’s department of that county?

Mr. TULLI. No. There are provisions in the Election Code
that provide penalties for lying on the affidavit.

Mr. KAISER. What happens if an individual who has a
criminal background says that he does not on the petition?
What is that penalty?

Mr. TULLL If I may read that to you:

False Affidavits of Candidates —Any candi-
date for State, county, city, borough, incorpo-
rated town, township or school district office
or for the office of United States Senator or
Representative in Congress or any other elec-
tive public office who knowingly makes a false
statement regarding his eligibility or qualifica-
tions for such office in his candidate’s affidavit
shall, in litigation which results in the removal
of the candidate from the ballot, be liable for
court costs, including filing fees, attorney fees,
investigation fees and similar costs, in an
amount up to ten thousand ($10,000) dollars.

Mr. KAISER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

That is the end of my interrogation.

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.,

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

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS—145
Adolph Fee Maitland Sather
Allen Fichter Markosek Saurman
Argall Fleagle Marsico Saylor
Armstrong Flick Masland Schectz
Baker Gannon Mayemik Schuler
Barley Geist McCall Scrimenti
Battisto Geoige McGechan Semmel
Belardi Gerlach Melio Serafini
Belfanti Gladeck Merry Smith, B.
Blaum Godshall Micozzie Smith, S. H.
Boyes Gordner Miller Soyder, ). W.
Brown Gruppo Mundy Staback
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Bunt Hanna Nailor Stairs
Bush Harley Nickol Steelman
Butkovitz Hasay Nyce Steighner
Buxton Heckler O’Brien Steil
Carone Hennessey O'Donaell Stern
Cawley Herman Perzel Stetler
Cessar Hershey Petrarca Strittmatter
Chadwick Hess Pettit Sturla
Civera Hutchinson Phillips Surra
Clark Jadlowiec Piccola Tangretti
Clymer Keller Pistella Taylor, E. Z.
Colafella Kenney Pitts Taylor, L
Colaizzo King Platts Tigue
Comeli Krebs Raymond Tomlinson
Corrigan LaGrotta Reber True
Cowell Laub Retnard Tulh
Coy Laughlin Ritter Uliana
Dent Lawless Roberts Vance
Druce Lee Rohrer Wogan
Durham Leh Rooney Wozniak
Egolf Lescovitz Rubley Wright, M. N.
Fairchild Levdansky Rudy Yandrisevits
Faijt Lioyd Ryan Yewcic
Fargo Lynch Santoni Zug
Farmer
NAYS-53
Acosta Donatucct Lederer Rieger
Bebko-Jones Evans Linton Robinson
Birmelin Freeman Lucyk Roebuck
Bishop Gamble Manderino Stish
Caltagirone Gigliotti McNally Thomas
Cappabianca Gruitza Michlovic Trello
Cam Hughes Mihalich Trich
Cohen, L. I Itkin Murphy Veon
Cohen, M. James Olasz Vitali
Curry Jarolin Oliver Williams
Daley Josephs Pesci
Deluca Kaiser Petrone DeWeese,
Dempsey Kasunic Preston Speaker
Dermody Kukovich Richardson
NOT VOTING-1
Wright, D. R
EXCUSED-+4
Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the
amendments were agreed to.

On the question recurring,
Will the House agree to the bilt on third consideration as
amended?

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER pro temporc. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman, Mr. Leh.

Mr. LEH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

May I make an inquiry of the Chair, please?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and
may proceed.

Mr. LEH. Is the Chair knowledgeable of the intent of the
majority leader to run HB 1099? I know I do have it on the
calendar here, It is marked to be voted upon.

The reason I ask, sir, is that the language of my amend-
ment to HB 1098 has been amended into HB 1099 in commit-
tee, and if it is the intent of the majority leader to run HB
1099, I will very happily withdraw my amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To answer the gentleman’s
question, HB 1099 will be acted on today.

Mr. LEH. 1 will accept that in good faith, sir. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. CHADWICK offered the following amendments No.
AL908:

Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by removing the period after

“voting” and inserting
and for applications for absentee ballots.

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20

Section 2. Section 1302(e.1) of the act, amended May 5,
1986 (P.L.150, No.47), is amended to read:

Section 1302. Applications for Official Absentee Ballots.—*
* %

{e.1) Any qualified registered eclector, including any
qualified bedridden or hospitalized veteran, who is unable because
of illness or physical disability to attend his polling place on the
day of any primary or election or operate a voting machine and
state distinctly and audibly that he is unable to do so as required
by section 1218 of this act [may,] shall, upon application and with
the certification by his attending physician that he is permanently
disabled, and physically unable to attend the polls or operate a
voting machine and make the distinct and audible statement
required by section 1218 appended to the application hereinbefore
required, be placed on a permanently disabled absentee ballot list
file. An absentee ballot application shall be mailed to every such
person for each primary or election so long as he does not lose his
voling rights by failure to vote as otherwise required by this act,
Such person shall not be required to file a physician’s certificate
of disability with each application as required in subsection (e) of
this section but such person must submit a written statement
asserting continuing disability every four years in order to
maintain his eligibility to vote under the provisions of this
subsection. Should any such person lose his disability he shall
inform the county board of elections of the county of his resi-
dence. No person shall be placed on a permanently disabled

absentee ballot list file without express voluntary authorization by

the person permitting the county board of elections to de so.
Further, persons placed on a permanently disabled absentee ballgt

list file may require the county board of elections to remove their
names from such list at any time without condition by submitting
a written statement to the county board of elections requesting
such action. No person shall be placed on a permanently disabled
absentee ballot list file solely based on the accessibility, inaccessi-
bility or physical condition of polling places in the county in
which the person is registered to vote.

* % X

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2” and
inserting

3

On the question,
Will the House agree to the amendments?
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AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr.
Chadwick, is in order and may proceed.

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I have drafted the same amendment to HB
1099. 1think HB 1099 is the more appropriate vehicle for my
legislation, so at this time I am going to withdraw this amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man,

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
pentleman, Mr. Perzel.

Mr, PERZEL. I would like to withdraw the first amend-
ment, Mr. Speaker, A2016.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.
Do you have another amendment?

Mr. PERZEL. Yes; A2017, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk will read the
amendment.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Mr. PERZEL offered the following amendments No.
A2017:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 704), page 2, line 6, by inserting after
“residence”™
and his or her proper mailing address for delivery of his or her
voter identification card, which shall include in this instance his
or her Social Security number

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 704), page 2, line 19, by inserting after
“card”

, which shall include in this instance his ot
her Social Security number

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, is
in order and may proceed.

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, this amendment will put the
Social Security number on the voter registration form itself.

Mr. Speaker, 1427 South Sixth Street — what does this
have in common with Amos and Andy, Millon Shapp, and
Nikita Khrushchev? They all voted at that address, Mr.
Speaker, in the 48th ward, 9th division, in the past. As a
matter of fact, there were 159 fictitious people in that precinct
alone, Mr. Speaker. The purpose of my amendment is only to
have an identifier so that we can check to make sure that two
people are not registered at the same time. That is the purpose,
Mr. Speaker.

Incidentally, Mr. Speaker, the member that did that did go
to jail.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man, and I will let Amos and Andy know about that, too.

The Chair recognizes the pentleman, Mr. Mark Cohen.

Mr, COHEN. Thank you. ,

Mr. Speaker, Amos and Andy and Nikita Khrushchev to
the contrary, this amendment invades the privacy of all
Pennsylvanians. Qur Social Security numbers can be used to
access tremendous amounts of information. They can be used
to access State records; they can be used to access credit card
information.

Our Social Security numbers are private. They ought to be
private numbers. We have to use them for a lot of forms. They
should not just be generally available so that anybody could
walk in— The voter registration information is public. We
could all walk in to the voter registration departments of any
county in the State and get all of the information that is there,
We could find out somebody’s date of birth, we could find out
their race, and we could find out their voting history, and all
this information is of at least some relevance to the electoral
process. The case for relevance 1o the electoral process of the
Social Security number is extremely limited. Making a Social
Security number a public document, which is what Representa-
tive Perzel is doing, will totally take away privacy rights for all
Pennsylvanians.

It is a serious mistake. This issue goes far, far beyond voter
registration requirements. The House of Representatives had
voted against this when it was supgested in a prior session. I
would strongly urge thal we vote against it today.

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair thanks the pentle-
man.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich.

Mr, KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I strongly urge a “no” vote for two reasons. One, it is
highly unseemly to try to create a separatc class to allow
people to vote. Secondly, especially since the maker of the
amendment has complained in the past about mandates on
local government and mandates on counties, by passing this
amendment we would create a very cosily and unreasonable
mandate on counties and their respective boards of elections.

So for both of those reasons, [ strongly urge a nepative
vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like thc maker of the amendment to stand for a
brief period of interrogation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates that
he will.

Mr. WILLIAMS. 'The previous gentleman frankly raised the
question I had at hand, but I believe, Mr. Speaker, thc maker
of the amendment could probably verify whether he in fact
checked the cost for his particular county.

Mr. PERZEL. If you are asking if I have a fiscal note, Mr. vap

Speaker, I do.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. No, no, not a fiscal note. T am just
curious. Well, T am assuming that the county would carry the
burden of cost with these new registration forms, or would if
be the State?

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, when they print up a new batch
of registration forms, all they would have to do is add the
Social Security number on.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There would be two distinct types of sets.
[ mean, there would be those of us who would require— I
mean, let me get it clear. [ am looking at amendment
2017—correct?and that is the one in which citizens who are
claiming a shelter are the ones who are going to be required to
use their Social Secunity numbers. Correct?

Mr. PERZEL. My intent, Mr. Speaker, was to have the
number on all voter registration cards.

Mr. WILLIAMS, On all?

Mr. PERZEL. All.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Well, the amendment here, Mr. Speaker,
does indicate that this amendment would require voter identifi-
cation cards to include the registrant’s Social Security number
il such registrant is claiming a shelter as his or her place of
residence.

Mr. PERZEL. Mr, Speaker, that is amendment 2017.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Maybe I am incorrect, Mr. Speaker. [ am
sorry. It may be that the analysis says this, and [ am reading
from the analysis; I am not reading from the amendment. So
mayhe 1 am incorrect with regard to that. But at any rate, you
are suggesting that the intent is to apply to all citizens. Correct,
Mr. Speaker? The intent for the Social Sccurity number is for
all citizens, Okay. So it is not about a choice between those
who are less fortunate.

Mr. PERZEL. 1t is my mistake, Mr. Speaker. This amend-
ment docs only deal with the homeless.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Okay; that is what I thought. So in fact
we are talking abowt two groupings of people or citizens.

Mr. Speaker, [ am just trying lo get confirmation on my
question. So you are talking about treating the general citizen-
1y, cerain populations, differently than other populations.
Correct?

Mr, PERZEL., We have another amendment that complies
to everybody else, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, that amendment has not been seen
nor has it been voted upon nor has it been passed. So at this
point in time, your amendment does divide populations.
Correct?

Mr. PERZEL. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And therefore, my original question,
because | have not gotten to the issue of how we separate our
society, but thercfore, if this amendment stood by itself, there
would be an additional cost because we would be printing two
different types of registration forms. Correct?

Mr. PERZEIL.. We have an amendment to another bill, Mr.
Speaker, that would address the entire population. At this point
in time, you arc comect that it would deal only with the
homeless, and they would have 1o print up two different types
of forms at this point in time.

Mr. WILLIAMS. All right. And in that regard, has anyone
investigated the cost of the process, and who would bear the
cost? Would it be the county or would it be the State?

Mr. PERZEL. Check the fiscal note, Mr. Speaker. That was
sent around. Representative Evans’ office did that.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T do not have the fiscal note, so | am
asking the maker of the amendment if he could give us the
Answer.

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

Mr. PERZEL. Mr, Speaker, we cannot find the fiscal note.
At this point in time, I will withdraw my amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr.
Perzel, have a further amendment?

Mr. PERZEL. | am withdrawing that amendment, Mr.
Speaker.

'The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

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

amended?
Mrs. TRUE offered the following amendments No. A2417:

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by inserting after “for” where

it appears the first time
powers and duties of the Secretary of the
Commonwealth and for

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 17, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting

Section 1. Section 201 of the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333,
No.320), known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, is amended
to read:

Section 201. Powers and Duties of the Secretary of the
Commonwealth.~The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall
exercise in the manner provided by this act all powers granted to
him by this act, and shall perform all the duties imposed upon him
by this act, which shall include the following:

{a) To determine, in accordance with the provisions of this
act, the forms of nomination petitions and papers, expense
accounts and all other forms and records, the form of which he is
required to determine under the provisions of this act. The form
of nomination petitions and papers shall require a statement as to
whether the candidate has ever been convicted of, or pleaded
gutlty or ho contest to any felony or any misdemeanor of the first
degree under Pennsylvania statutes or the laws of another state,

(b) To examine and reexamine voting machines, and to
approve or disapprove them for use in this State, in accordance
with the provisions of this act,

(¢) To cerufy to county boards of elections for primaries
and elections the names of the candidates for President and Vice-
President of the United States, presidential electors, United States
senators, represcntatives in Congress and all Siate offices,
including senators, representatives, and judges of all courts of
record, and delegates and alternate delegates to National Conven-
tions, and members of State committees, and the form and
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wording of constitutional amendments or other questions to be
submitted to the electors of the State at large.

(d) To receive and determine, as hereinafter provided, the
sufficiency of nomination petitions, certificates and papers of
candidates for President of the United States, presidential electors,
United States senators, representatives in Congress and all State
offices, including senators, representatives and judges of all courts
of record, and delegates and alternate delegates to National
Conventions and members of State committees.

(e} To receive such reports from county boards of elections
as are required by this act, and to demand such additional reports
on special matters as he may deem necessary.

(f) To receive from county boards of elections the returns
of primaries and elections, to canvass and compute the votes cast
for candidates and upon questions as required by the provisions of
this act; to proclaim the results of such primaries and elections,
and to issue certificates of election to the successful candidates at
such elections, except in cases where that duty is immposed by law
on another officer or board.

(g8) To perform such other duties as may be prescribed by
law,

Section 2. Section 704 of the act is amended by adding
subsections to read:

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 19 and 20

Section 3. The amendment of section 201 of the act shall
apply to filings made after the new forms are established by the
Secretary of the Commonwealth.

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out “2” and
inserting

4

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady, Mrs. True, is in
order and may proceed.

Mrs. TRUE. 1 am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I withdraw my
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady.

On the question Tecurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as
amended?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—187
Adolph Farmer Lucyk Ryan
Allen Fee Lynch Santoni
Argall Fichter Maitland Sather
Amstrong Fieagle Manderino Saurman
Baker Flick Markosek Saylor
Barley Freeman Marsico Scheetz
Battisto Gamble Masland Schuler
Bebko-Jones CGannon Mayernik Scrimenti
Belardi Geist McCal Semmel
Beifanti George McGeehan Serafini
Birmelin Gerlach McNally Smith, B.

Bishop Gigliotti Melio Smith, S. H.

Blaum Gladeck Merty Sayder, D. W.
Boyes Godshall Michlovic Staback
Brown Gordner Micozzie Stairs
Bunt Gruitza Mihalich Steelman
Bush Gruppo Miller Steighner -
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Steil
Buxton Harley Murphy Stern
Caltagirone Hasay Nailor Stetler
Cappabianca Heckler Nickot Stish
Carone Hennessey Nyce Stnttmatter
Cawley Herman (¥ Boen Sturla
Cessar Hershey O'Donnell Surra
Chadwick Hess Olasz Tangretti
Civera Hutchinson Oliver Taylor, E. Z.
Clark Itkin Perzel Taylor, 1.
Clymer Jadlowiec Pesci Tigue -
Cohen, L. L Jarolin Petrarca Tomlinson
Colafella Josephs Petrone Trello
Colaizzo Kaiser Pettit Trich
Cornell Kasunic Phillips True
Corrigan Keller Piccola Tulli
Cowell Kenney Pistella Uliana
Coy King Bitts Vance
Curry Krebs Platts Veon
DeLuca Kukovich Preston Vitahi
Dempsey LaGroita Raymond Wogan
Dent Laub Reinard Wozniak
Dermody Laughlin Rieger Wrnght, D. R.
Donatucci Lawless Ritter Wright, M. N.
Druce Lederer Roberts Yandrisevits
Durham Lee Robinson Yewcic
Egolf Lescovitz Rohrer Zug
Evans Levdansky Rooney
Fairchild Linton Rubley DeWeese,
Fajt Lioyd Rudy Speaker
Fargo
NAYS-11
Acosta Daley Leh Thomas
Cam Hughes Richardson Williams
Cohen, M. James Roebuck
NOT VOTING~I1
Reber
EXCUSED—4
Haluska Kirkland Van Home Waugh

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

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

-
BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND
RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

IIB 412, PN 2050 (Amended)
By Rep. TRELLO
An Act providing for the establishment of a commission to
evaluate the structure and system of taxation in Pennsylvania, for
the appointment of members, for the powers and duties of the wyy
commission and for cooperation by other Commonwealth entities.
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FINANCE.

HB 1119, PN 1237 By Rep. TRELLO

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2),
known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for
bakery products in relation to the sales tax; and making an
editorial change.

FINANCE.

HB 1679, PN 2051 (Amended)
By Rep. TRELLO
An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176),

known as The Fiscal Code, further providing for investment of
moneys of the Commonwealth.

FINANCE.

VOTE CORRECTION

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

Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[ would just like to be recorded in the affirmative on HB
1090.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s remarks will
be spread upon the record,

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND
RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

HB 1525, PN 2047 (Amended)
By Rep. CALTAGIRONE

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure)
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for an age
qualification for judges and district justices; and further providing
for the selection of judicial officers.

JUDICIARY.

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED

SB 1025, PN 1139 By Rep. CALTAGIRONE

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P. L. 861, No,
323), entitled, as amended, “Pennsylvania Board of Probation and
Parole Law,” further providing for pre-parole drug screening tests.

JUDICIARY.

LABOR RELATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, for the purposc of announcing a
meeting.

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, there will be an immediate meeting of the
House Labor Relations Committee that will meet in the House
majority caucus room al the conclusion of the session. It will
be a very bricf meeting, [ assure all the members, and I would
hope that they would all attend. Thank you.

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

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

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to call a meeting of the Demo-
cratic Caucus tomorrow moming at 10:30. There are a couple
of bills that will be considered at tomorrow’s session which
have not yet been caucused on, also some legislation for
Monday’s session. So we will have a caucus tomorrow
moming at 10:30 am. in the majority caucus room.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man,

VOTE CORRECTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recopnizes the lady
from Philadelphia, Ms. Bishop.

Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1 wish to correct the record for June 7.

On amendment No. 1936 I was voted accidentally in the
affirmative but wish to be recorded in the negative. And on
HB 919 my switch malfunctioned. [ was voted in the affirma-
tive and wish to be recorded in the negative. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady’s remarks will be
spread upon the record.

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

Ms. MANDERINO. A comection to the record, Mr.
Speaker.

On final passage of HB 1010, I was temporarily out of my
seat. I wish to have my vote recorded in the affirmative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady’s remarks will be
spread upon the record.

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman, Mr, Linton, for the purpose of announcing an
Appropriations meeting.

Mr. LINTON, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to announce that there will be an
Appropriations meegting at the call of the adjournment in the
majorily caucus room.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

HEALTH AND WELFARE
COMMITTEE MEETING

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, [ would like to announce a call for a House
Health and Welfare Committee meeting tomorrow moming at
9:30 in room 302 of the South Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.
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REPUBLICAN CAUCUS

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

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Republicans will caucus tomorrow moming promptly
at 10 a.m. We have a lot to cover in a very shott period of
time because I know you want to get us out of here tomormow
by lunchtime. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle-
man.

VOTE CORRECTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
lady, Mrs. Brown.

Mrs. BROWN, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I wish to correct the record.

On amendment 2206 1 was in the negative. I wish to be
recorded in the affirmative. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady’s remarks will be
spread upon the record,

For the information of the members, there will be no
further votes taken today.

The Chair recopnizes the gentleman, Mr. Belfanti,

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Back to corrections of the record.

I would like the rccord to reflect that I voled in the
affirmative on final passage of HB 437, but the roll call
indicates no vote. I would like the record to indicate a “yes”
vote on final passage of HB 437. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman’s remarks will
be spread upon the record.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rocbuck.

Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1 wish to correct the record.

On HB 1098, amendment 1901, my switch malfunctioned.
I would like to be recorded in the nepative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s remarks will
be spread upon the record.

Are there any further correclions of votes?

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Curry.

Mr. CURRY. [ would like to comect the record.

I was recorded as not voling on amendment A1901, and I
would like to be recorded in the negative.

The SPEAKIR pro tempore. The gentleman’s remarks will
be spread upon the record. ‘Thank you.

Mr. CURRY. Thank you.

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the following bills be
taken off the table and placed on the active calendar:

HB 991, PN 1075;
HB 1195, PN 2029;
HB 1280, PN 1830; and
HB 1344, PN 1479

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

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

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

HB 991, PN 1075; HB 1195, PN 2029; HB 1280, PN
1830; and HB 1344, PN 1479.

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS

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

(Copy of list is on file with the Joumal clerk)

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE)
PRESIDING

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

The Chair gave notice that he was about to sign the
following bills, which were then signed:

SB 474, PN 746

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No.
175), entitled “The Administrative Code of 1929, establishing the
Governor’s Qffice of Citizen Service (PennSERVE) within the
Depariment of Labor and I[ndustry; creating the Community
Service Advisory Board; and providing for ceordination of
Commeoenwealth community service programs,

SB 688, PN 1068

An Act making appropriations from the Workmen’s Compensa-
tion Administration Fund to the Department of Labor and Industry
to provide for the expenses of administering The Pennsylvania
Workmen's Compensation Act and The Pennsylvania Occupational
Disease Act for the fiscal year July 1, 1993, to June 30, 1994, and
for the payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1993.

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

HB 1709, PN 2033 By Rep. LINTON

An Act creating the IRC/Ben Franklin Partnership and
providing for its powers; establishing the IRC/Ben Franklin
Partnership Fund; providing for certification of industrial resource
centers, for certification of Ben Franklin technology centers and
for certain transfers; and making repeals.

APPROPRIATIONS.
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BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

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

HB 1709, PN 2033.

RECESS

The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until the call
of the Chair.

AFTER RECESS

The time of recess having expired, the House was called 1o
order.

RULES SUSPENDED

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority ieader,
Mr. Itkin, from Allegheny County.

Mr. [TKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that we suspend rule 22
in order that the report from the Labor Relations Committee
will be allowed to go to the calendar instead of the Rules
Committee.

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

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AND CONSIDERED FIRST TIME

HB 1780, PN 2048 By Rep. BELFANTI

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175),
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, imposing restrictions
on the utilization of PennSERVE moneys for certain compensa-
tion; and making a repeal.

LABOR RELATIONS.

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER

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

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr.
John Gordner.

Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker, | move that this House do
now adjourn until Wednesday, June 9, 1993, at 11 am,, edt,,
unless sooncr recalled by the Speaker.

On the question,

Will the House agrec to the motion?

Mation was agreed to, and at 10:59 p.m., e.dt., the House
adjourned.
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