
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
 
 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 
 

THURSDAY, JUNE 27, 2002 
 

SESSION OF 2002 186TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 54 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 REV. KENNETH R. ARTHUR, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Let us pray: 
 Almighty God, You always hear the honest prayers that lie 
behind the words that we say to You. You know the deepest 
thoughts of our hearts this day as we struggle with personal issues 
even as we try to fulfill our responsibilities here in the House of 
Representatives. 
 Help us to resolve the daily issues of life as we bring to 
resolution the issues of legislation. Be with our families, affirm our 
friends, and make us equal to the tasks of daily life and legislation. 
Enable us to give ourselves gladly and joyfully to the needs of our 
Commonwealth, thus bringing joy to many. 
 Hear us, O God, that we might become true instruments of  
Your wisdom and Your love. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval of 
the Journal of Wednesday, June 26, 2002, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 2761 By Representatives LaGROTTA, COY, MELIO, 
GRUCELA, CORRIGAN, CREIGHTON, YOUNGBLOOD, 
HORSEY, STEELMAN, JAMES and J. WILLIAMS  
 

An Act establishing the Banned Substances Testing Program; and 
providing for penalties.  
 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 27, 2002. 

  No. 2762 By Representatives J. EVANS, BELFANTI, 
BENNINGHOFF, COLEMAN, CORRIGAN, CREIGHTON, 
GRUCELA, LAUGHLIN, LEH, MYERS, PALLONE and 
SHANER  
 

An Act amending the act of December 17, 1968 (P.L.1224, No.387), 
known as the Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection Law, 
further providing for rescission of contracts.  
 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, June 27, 
2002. 
 
  No. 2763 By Representatives GEORGE, DeWEESE, SURRA, 
STEELMAN, FREEMAN, FRANKEL, CASORIO, COSTA, 
FICHTER, GORDNER, GRUCELA, HARHAI, HORSEY, 
JAMES, JOSEPHS, LEVDANSKY, McCALL, McGEEHAN, 
McILHINNEY, MELIO, MUNDY, PETRARCA, PISTELLA, 
SANTONI, SATHER, SCRIMENTI, SHANER, STABACK, 
TIGUE, WALKO, J. WILLIAMS, YOUNGBLOOD and 
THOMAS  
 

An Act requiring public notice of oil and gas leases by the 
Commonwealth.  
 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2764 By Representatives VANCE, DAILEY, ROSS, 
DeLUCA, BASTIAN, BEBKO-JONES, CAPPELLI, DALEY, 
HARHAI, McNAUGHTON, MICOZZIE, R. MILLER, PICKETT, 
ROBINSON, RUBLEY, SEMMEL, STEELMAN, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, THOMAS, WANSACZ, WASHINGTON, 
WATSON and YOUNGBLOOD  
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1951 (P.L.317, No.69), known 
as The Professional Nursing Law, providing for continuing nursing 
education.  
 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2765 By Representatives CAPPELLI, CAWLEY, 
HORSEY, PETRARCA, TIGUE, TRELLO, WANSACZ, 
YOUNGBLOOD and THOMAS  
 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1988 (P.L.1262, No.156), 
known as the Local Option Small Games of Chance Act, further defining 
“dispensing machine,” “games of chance” and “passive selection device.”  
 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2766 By Representative SEMMEL  
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An Act requiring background checks of persons who coach  

youth athletic teams.  
 

Referred to Committee on CHILDREN AND YOUTH, 
June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2767 By Representatives FAIRCHILD, ALLEN, 
BARRAR, BELFANTI, BROOKS, BROWNE, BUNT, 
CAPPELLI, CREIGHTON, FICHTER, FREEMAN, GABIG, 
GODSHALL, HARPER, HASAY, HERMAN, HERSHEY, HESS, 
McCALL, R. MILLER, S. MILLER, PHILLIPS, PIPPY, ROSS, 
RUBLEY, SAINATO, SATHER, SCHRODER, SEMMEL, 
SOLOBAY, STABACK, STEELMAN, STEIL, STERN, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, J. TAYLOR, TIGUE, TURZAI, WALKO, 
WASHINGTON, YOUNGBLOOD and YUDICHAK  
 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for special tax provisions 
relating to land conservation.  
 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2768 By Representatives FAIRCHILD, GORDNER, 
ALLEN, BROWNE, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CLYMER, 
CORRIGAN, CREIGHTON, GABIG, GEIST, HARHAI, JAMES, 
LAUGHLIN, MAJOR, McGILL, McILHATTAN, R. MILLER, 
NAILOR, SATHER, SHANER, B. SMITH, STEELMAN, 
TRELLO, TRICH, WATSON, WILT, YOUNGBLOOD and 
YUDICHAK  
 

An Act amending the act of May 21, 1943 (P.L.571, No.254), known 
as The Fourth to Eighth Class County Assessment Law, further providing 
for removal permits, transfer of ownership certificates and tax lien 
certificates; and imposing a penalty.  
 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 27, 
2002. 
 
  No. 2769 By Representatives FAIRCHILD, GORDNER, 
ALLEN, BROWNE, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CLYMER, 
CORRIGAN, CREIGHTON, GABIG, GEIST, HARHAI, JAMES, 
LAUGHLIN, MAJOR, McGILL, McILHATTAN, R. MILLER, 
NAILOR, SATHER, SHANER, B. SMITH, STEELMAN, 
TRELLO, TRICH, WATSON, WILT, YOUNGBLOOD and 
YUDICHAK  
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No.155), known 
as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for removal 
and transfer of ownership certificates and for removal permits; providing 
for lien certificate; and imposing a penalty.  
 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 27, 
2002. 
 
  No. 2770 By Representatives READSHAW, BELARDI, 
BELFANTI, COSTA, COY, DeWEESE, EGOLF, J. EVANS, 
HARHAI, MAHER, MARKOSEK, NAILOR, PALLONE, 
SHANER, STEELMAN, SURRA, WALKO, WILT, 
WOJNAROSKI, M. WRIGHT and G. WRIGHT  

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for penalties involving alteration of 

physician statements regarding application for special disability plate or 
parking placard and for penalties regarding violations of handicapped 
persons and disabled veterans parking places.  
 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 27, 
2002. 
 
  No. 2771 By Representatives GRUITZA, WILT, LYNCH, 
SAINATO, BELFANTI, GEORGE, HARHAI, JAMES, 
McCALL, STABACK, TRELLO, WASHINGTON, 
YOUNGBLOOD, BARRAR, BROWNE, GRUCELA, HORSEY, 
LEH, SHANER, R. STEVENSON, WANSACZ, J. WILLIAMS, 
SCRIMENTI, THOMAS and J. TAYLOR  
 

An Act amending the act of December 17, 1986 (P.L.1693, No.202), 
known as the New Home Construction Local Tax Abatement Act, 
amending the title; and providing for exemption from tax of construction 
of an addition to an existing home.  
 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 27, 
2002. 
 
  No. 2772 By Representatives HENNESSEY, THOMAS, 
ARGALL, BROWNE, CAPPELLI, L. I. COHEN, CREIGHTON, 
DeLUCA, DeWEESE, FRANKEL, FREEMAN, HARPER, 
HERSHEY, HORSEY, JAMES, KIRKLAND, LAUGHLIN, 
LEDERER, MACKERETH, MANN, McGEEHAN, MELIO, 
R. MILLER, S. MILLER, MYERS, PALLONE, PICKETT, 
ROSS, RUBLEY, SANTONI, SAYLOR, SCHRODER, 
SEMMEL, SHANER, SOLOBAY, STERN, STURLA, 
J. TAYLOR, TIGUE, TURZAI, WASHINGTON, WATSON, 
YOUNGBLOOD and YUDICHAK  
 

An Act amending the act of November 22, 1978 (P.L.1166, No.274), 
entitled “An act establishing the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and 
Delinquency, providing for its powers and duties establishing several 
advisory committees within the commission and providing for their 
powers and duties,” establishing the Targeted Community Revitalization 
and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and providing for its powers 
and duties.  
 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 27, 2002. 
 
  No. 2773 By Representatives LYNCH, BARRAR,  
BEBKO-JONES, BELFANTI, BISHOP, BROOKS, BROWNE, 
BUNT, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CLYMER, L. I. COHEN, 
CORRIGAN, CREIGHTON, DALEY, DALLY, DeWEESE, 
J. EVANS, FAIRCHILD, FEESE, FRANKEL, GABIG, GEIST, 
GEORGE, HARHAI, HENNESSEY, HERSHEY, HORSEY, 
HUTCHINSON, JAMES, JOSEPHS, KELLER, KIRKLAND, 
LAUGHLIN, LEDERER, LESCOVITZ, LEWIS, MANDERINO, 
McILHATTAN, MELIO, READSHAW, SATHER, SCHRODER, 
SCHULER, SCRIMENTI, STABACK, STEELMAN, 
T. STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, J. TAYLOR, TIGUE, 
TURZAI, WASHINGTON, WOJNAROSKI, G. WRIGHT and 
YOUNGBLOOD  
 

An Act amending the act of September 9, 1965 (P.L.497, No.251), 
known as the Newborn Child Testing Act, further providing for newborn 
child screening and testing.  
 

Referred to Committee on CHILDREN AND YOUTH, 
June 27, 2002. 
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  No. 2774 By Representatives SOLOBAY, DeWEESE, 
LESCOVITZ, COSTA, KELLER, GEIST, BELFANTI, HARHAI, 
TIGUE, WALKO, HORSEY, YOUNGBLOOD, STEELMAN, 
J. WILLIAMS, LEWIS, SCRIMENTI and THOMAS  
 

An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), known 
as The Third Class City Code, further providing for tax levies.  
 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 27, 2002. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 632 By Representatives THOMAS, WASHINGTON, 
BISHOP and ROEBUCK  
 

A Resolution urging the Congress of the United States to include a 
representation of Sojourner Truth in the Portrait Monument honoring the 
women’s suffrage movement in the Rotunda of the United States Capitol.  
 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 27, 2002. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 
 
 SB 615, PN 2151 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 27, 
2002. 
 
 SB 1222, PN 2158 
 
 Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, June 27, 2002. 
 
 SB 1258, PN 2053 
 
 Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, June 27, 2002. 
 
 SB 1372, PN 2159 
 
 Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 27, 2002. 
 
 SB 1393, PN 2152 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 27, 
2002. 
 
 SB 1396, PN 1914 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 27, 
2002. 
 
 SB 1419, PN 1960 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 27, 
2002. 

 
 SB 1423, PN 1971 
 
 Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 27, 2002. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 
 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 590,  
PN 4134; HB 1501, PN 4136; and HB 2044, PN 4135, with 
information that the Senate has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives is 
requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has nonconcurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 1366, PN 2134. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. STAIRS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Stairs, rise? 
 Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I rise to announce I am introducing a resolution. Can I explain it 
to the members at the appropriate time? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under unanimous consent,  
you may proceed. 
 Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Momentarily I am going to introduce a resolution. It is referring 
to “Legislators Back to School Week,” and the reason I am doing 
it now, even though in fact we are in summer recess I guess in 
schools, but it is the week before we start our session in 
September, and I want to get the resolution in because it will be 
over by the time we come back in September. But what it does,  
it is in cooperation with the National Conference of State 
Legislatures, NCSL, and it encourages legislators to go back to 
school and meet in their schools in early September. There is a 
package of information of instructions, and Speaker Ryan was very 
much involved in it last year, and we want to do it again this year. 
 So if anybody wants to get on as a cosponsor, I will be 
introducing the resolution momentarily. Maybe we can run the 
resolution either later today or tomorrow, and then we will  
get information to you how you can participate in your local  
school districts when school starts. 
 So I appreciate your kindness, Madam Speaker, to allow me to 
make this statement. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman.  

COMMUNICATION FROM SPEAKER 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE APPOINTED 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. A communication from the 
Speaker of the House, which the clerk will read. 
 
 The following communication was read: 
 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 
 
To the Honorable House of Representatives: 
 
Pursuant to House Rule 1, this is to advise that I have appointed the 
Honorable Patricia Vance to serve as Speaker Pro Tempore for  
June 27, 2002. 
 
Very truly yours, 
Matthew J. Ryan 
The Speaker 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that the following bills 
be removed from the table: 
 
  SB 1187; 
  SB 1364; 
  SB 1368; 
  SB 1453; 
  SB 1459; and 
  SB 1485. 
 
 On the question, 
 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: 
 
 SB 1187, PN 2108; SB 1364, PN 2111; SB 1368, PN 2112; SB 
1453, PN 2110; SB 1459, PN 2029; and SB 1485, PN 2137. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that the following 
Senate bills be recommitted to Appropriations: 
 
  SB 1187; 
  SB 1364; 
  SB 1368; 
  SB 1453; 
  SB 1459; and 
  SB 1485. 
 
 On the question, 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 934 be taken 
off the table. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 934 be placed 
on the table. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is pleased to welcome 
to the hall of the House, as the guest of Representative  
Marie Lederer, Eve Guyon. She is the granddaughter of 
Representative Marie Lederer, and she is here as a guest page 
today. Eve is an artist and will be a senior this fall at  
Lower Merion High School. Would she please rise. 
 The Chair is also pleased to welcome to the hall of the House, 
as the guests of Representative Mike Hanna, the Highlander Group 
from the Bald Eagle Wilderness Boys Camp School. They are here 
with their counselors, Matt Zook and Andrew Burkholder. The 
young men are David Wolch, Jeffery Walker, Jonathon Huber, 
Kevin Zimmerman, Corey Martin, Billy Burkholder, and  
Wes Sensenig. They are seated to the left of the Speaker.  
Would they please rise. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there requests for leaves of 
absence? 
 The Chair recognizes the majority whip, who requests leave of 
absence for the gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. ARMSTRONG; 
the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. RYAN, for the day. Without 
objection, the leaves of absence are granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the minority whip, who moves that the 
gentleman, Mr. TANGRETTI, be placed on leave for the day. 
Without objection, the leave is granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is about to take the 
master roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
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 PRESENT–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 
       Speaker 
 LEAVES ADDED–2 
 
Kirkland Wright, M. 
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–2 
 
Tangretti Ryan, 

     Speaker 
 

CALENDAR 
 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The following bill, having been called up, was considered  
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for  
third consideration: 
 
 SB 1213, PN 2163. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that SB 1213, PN 2163, 
be recommitted to Appropriations. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1325,  
PN 1990, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 3 (Agriculture) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for animal exhibition sanitation; and 
imposing penalties.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that SB 1325, PN 1990, 
be placed on the table. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that SB 1325, PN 1990, 
be taken off the table. 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. HB 2378, PN 4025, is over 
temporarily. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2402,  
PN 3721, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for certain employment by annuitants.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has been advised that 
the amendments listed to this bill have no actuarial notes, and so 
they are out of order at this time. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 (The bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Egolf Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 

Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Keller Raymond Walko 
Coy Kenney Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kirkland Reinard Washington 
Cruz Krebs Rieger Waters 
Curry Laughlin Roberts Watson 
Dailey Lawless Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Santoni Zug 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–2 
 
Evans, D. Kaiser 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 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. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader calls for a 
meeting of the Rules Committee at the majority leader’s desk. 

BILLS SIGNED BY 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

 Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the titles 
were publicly read as follows: 
 
 SB 33, PN 2133 
 

An Act amending the act of December 20, 1996 (P.L.1504, No.195), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, “An act providing for the rights and 
privileges of taxpayers, for designation of a taxpayers’ rights advocate 
and for the powers, duties and responsibilities of the Department of 
Revenue and the Taxpayers’ Rights Advocate,” further providing for 
innocent spouse relief.  
 
 SB 212, PN 2153 
 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for seal and for 
tolling the civil statute of limitations in childhood sexual abuse cases and 
criminal statute of limitations for certain sexual offenses.  
 
 SB 380, PN 2060 
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An Act amending the act of November 24, 1998 (P.L.882, No.111), 

known as the Crime Victims Act, further providing for definitions, for 
rights of victims, for responsibilities of State and local law enforcement 
agencies and for powers and duties of bureau; amending provisions 
relating to compensation; and further providing for establishment of basic 
services for victims of crime.  
 
 SB 820, PN 1798 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for protection of employment of 
crime victims, family members of victims and witnesses; and further 
prohibiting contraband.  
 
 SB 955, PN 2102 
 

An Act providing for vaccination against meningococcal disease for 
students at institutions of higher education.  
 
 SB 1109, PN 2105 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for double jeopardy, for 
terroristic threats and for bomb threats; providing for weapons of  
mass destruction; and further providing for false alarms to agencies of 
public safety, for false reports to law enforcement authorities, for dealing 
in proceeds of unlawful activities, for facsimile bombs, for interception of 
communications and for possessing or dealing in firearms.  
 
 SB 1417, PN 1935 
 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), known 
as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, further providing for 
mastectomy and breast cancer reconstruction.  
 
 SB 1429, PN 1978 
 

An Act amending the act of July 1, 1985 (P.L.120, No.32), entitled 
“An act creating a special fund in the Treasury Department for use in 
attracting major industry into this Commonwealth; establishing a 
procedure for the appropriation and use of moneys in the fund; 
establishing the Tax Stabilization Reserve Fund; and providing for 
expenditures from such account,” further providing for transfer of portion 
of revenue surplus.  
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker pro tempore, in the presence of the 
House, signed the same. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is pleased to welcome 
to the hall of the House Charlotte Myers, who is here as the guest 
of the Democrat leader, Bill DeWeese. She is seated in the well. 
Would she please rise. 
 
 
 The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall of the House  
Jack Wehr, Sandy Wehr, Christopher Wehr, and Nathan Wehr, 
who are here as the guests of Representative Keith McCall.  
They are seated in the balcony. Would they please rise. 
 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 4, PN 3839   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act authorizing the maintenance and operation of multipurpose 
service centers for displaced homemakers and single parents; and 
providing for powers and duties of the Department of Education.  
 

RULES. 
 

HB 1848, PN 3982   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

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 the time period of 
research and development tax credits.  
 

RULES. 
 
 HB 2044, PN 4135   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act amending Title 27 (Environmental Resources) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, consolidating the Environmental 
Laboratory Accreditation Act; and making repeals.  
 

RULES. 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. SURRA called up HR 631, PN 4137, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating the Township of Benezette, Elk County, as 
the “Elk Capital of Pennsylvania.”  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Elk County, Mr. Surra. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I would like to thank the numerous cosponsors of this 
resolution designating the township of Benezette, Elk County, as 
the  
“Elk Capital of Pennsylvania.” If you have not been up there to see 
our elk herd, I invite you up. It is a beautiful thing. Thank you for 
the members’ support. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 



1536 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE JUNE 27 

Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. LYNCH called up HR 633, PN 4139, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating the month of September 2002 as 
“Retinoblastoma Awareness Month” in Pennsylvania.  

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mr. McCALL called up HR 634, PN 4140, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating August 16, 2002, as “Elvis Presley Day” in 
Pennsylvania.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 

 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 
 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 4, PN 3839, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing the maintenance and operation of multipurpose 
service centers for displaced homemakers and single parents; and 
providing for powers and duties of the Department of Education.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 On HB 4 I would urge the members to nonconcur on this 
legislation so that we can make it a little bit better in a conference 
committee. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I also would like to urge a 
nonconcurrence. 
 We have not caucused on this, but this is obviously part of the 
budget process. As there is no final vote that will be taking place if 
we all nonconcur, I do not see an absolute necessity of having a 
caucus. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the majority leader 
that the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
However, both leaders have asked for a nonconcurrence, a “no” 
vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 
 YEAS–0 
 
 
 NAYS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
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Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the amendments were not concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 1848, PN 3982, entitled: 
 

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 the time period of 
research and development tax credits.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I would likewise urge a nonconcurrence on this piece of 
legislation also. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Again, for similar reasons I would urge a nonconcurrence on 
HB 1848. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the majority leader 
that the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
However, both leaders request a “no” vote, a nonconcurrence. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–0 
 
 NAYS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
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Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the amendments were not concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 2044, PN 4135, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 27 (Environmental Resources) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, consolidating the Environmental 
Laboratory Accreditation Act; and making repeals.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Jefferson County, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I would likewise, as with the two previous bills, ask for a 
nonconcurrence on this piece of legislation. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Madam Speaker, to move the budget process along, once again 
I urge a vote of nonconcurrence. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the majority leader 
that the House concur in the amendments. However, both leaders 
have requested a “no” vote to nonconcur. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–0 
 
 NAYS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 

Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the amendments were not concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. FEESE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there any announcements 
from the caucus chairmen? 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Feese. 
 Mr. FEESE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, the Republicans will have an informal caucus 
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over the noon hour in the caucus room. Any further 
announcements will be made at that time. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, for the purpose of a 
caucus announcement. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, there will be informal discussions in the 
Democratic caucus room immediately upon recess. There will be a 
formal caucus discussing the progress we are making on the 
budget and other important matters at 12:30. 
 12:30, formal substantive discussions; informal discussions,  
12 o’clock. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there any further 
announcements? 
 The House now stands in recess until 2 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 637 By Representative BARD  
 

A Resolution amending Rule 43 of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives to add a new subcommittee on energy.  
 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 27, 2002. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2345,  
PN 3989, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 27 (Environmental Resources) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for legislative 
findings, for the Environmental Stewardship Fund and for extension of 
fees; and establishing the Community Renewal Account, the 
Conservation Heritage Account and the Volunteer Fire Company Fund.  
 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

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

 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 2345, PN 3989, 
be recommitted to the Environmental Resources and Energy 
Committee. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2737,  
PN 4080, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1995 (P.L.291, No.44), known as 
the Lead Certification Act, further defining “lead-based paint”; and 
further providing for enforcement and penalties.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 2737, PN 4080, 
be recommitted to Rules. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. TRELLO called up HR 622, PN 4112, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing Ken Venturi for his many contributions to 
the game of golf and wishing him well on his retirement from 
broadcasting golf events.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
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Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mrs. HARHART called up HR 623, PN 4113, entitled: 
 

A Resolution congratulating Northampton Borough, Northampton 
County, Pennsylvania, on the centennial anniversary of its founding.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 

Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mr. STRITTMATTER called up HR 624, PN 4114, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating the week of September 22 through 28, 
2002, as “Voter Awareness Week” in Pennsylvania.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 



1542 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE JUNE 27 

Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mr. BUNT called up HR 625, PN 4115, entitled: 
 

A Resolution honoring Red Hill Borough, Montgomery County, on 
the occasion of the centennial anniversary of its incorporation.  
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mr. BUNT called up HR 626, PN 4116, entitled: 
 

A Resolution congratulating the Pennsylvania Landscape & Nursery 
Association on the 30th anniversary of the Penn Allied Nursery  
Trade Show and recognizing the week of July 21 through 27, 2002,  
as “Pennsylvania Landscape and Nursery Week.”  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NAYS–0 
 

 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Ms. BARD called up HR 629, PN 4118, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating the month of August 2002 as  
“Ukrainian Heritage Month” in Pennsylvania.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
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Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader calls for an 
immediate meeting of the Rules Committee at the majority leader’s 
desk. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 2555, PN 3664   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for program of 
continuing professional education.  
 

RULES. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 461, PN 3425   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

A Resolution directing the Joint State Government Commission to 
establish a task force to conduct a study on the shortage of applicants  
for administrative positions serving the Commonwealth’s 501 school 
districts.  
 

RULES. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 497, PN 4032   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1951 (P.L.317, No.69), known 
as The Professional Nursing Law, regulating the practice and licensure of 
dietetics and nutrition; further providing for penalties; and making an 
appropriation.  
 

RULES. 
 

HB 1482, PN 4133   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, further providing for the disposition of the proceeds from the 
special Lake Erie fishing permits.  

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2020, PN 4089   By Rep. PERZEL 

 
An Act amending the act of May 3, 1933 (P.L.242, No.86), referred 

to as the Cosmetology Law, further providing for the definition of 
“School of Cosmetology,” for practice of cosmetology without license 
prohibited, requirements to practice, eligibility requirements for 
examination, for management of cosmetology shops, for requirements of 
a school of cosmetology, for exceptions to examination requirements, for 
shared shops, for regulations by the board, for examinations and issuance 
of licenses, for temporary licenses, for sanitary rules, for fees and for 
penalties.  
 

RULES. 
 

HB 2164, PN 4155 (Amended)   By Rep. PERZEL 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for suspension of operating 
privilege; imposing penalties on department employees or agents who 
issue a fraudulent driver’s license; further providing for motorcycle fees; 
and providing for removal from the record of certain suspensions.  
 

RULES. 

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 2555, PN 3664. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. STAIRS called up HR 635, PN 4158, entitled: 
 

A Resolution supporting civic education and declaring the week of 
September 16 through 20, 2002, as “Pennsylvania’s Legislators Back to 
School Week.”  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
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Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

* * * 
 
 Mr. SCRIMENTI called up HR 636, PN 4159, entitled: 
 

A Resolution declaring the month of September 2002 as 
“Pennsylvania Grape Month.”  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 

Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the  
majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 2555, PN 3664, 
be recommitted to the Rules Committee. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 497, PN 4032, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1951 (P.L.317, No.69), known 
as The Professional Nursing Law, regulating the practice and licensure of 
dietetics and nutrition; further providing for penalties; and making an 
appropriation.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gentleman,  
Mr. Godshall, that the House concur in the amendments inserted 
by the Senate. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Egolf Maher Sather 
Allen Evans, D. Maitland Saylor 
Argall Evans, J. Major Scavello 
Baker, J. Fairchild Manderino Schroder 
Baker, M. Feese Mann Schuler 
Bard Fichter Markosek Scrimenti 
Barrar Fleagle Marsico Semmel 
Bastian Flick Mayernik Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Forcier McCall Smith, B. 
Belardi Frankel McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Freeman McGill Solobay 
Benninghoff Gabig McIlhattan Staback 
Birmelin Gannon McIlhinney Stairs 
Bishop Geist McNaughton Steelman 
Blaum George Melio Steil 
Boyes Godshall Metcalfe Stern 
Brooks Gordner Michlovic Stetler 
Browne Grucela Micozzie Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Habay Miller, S. Strittmatter 
Buxton Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Caltagirone Hanna Myers Surra 
Cappelli Harhai Nailor Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harhart O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Harper Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hasay Pallone Tigue 
Clark Hennessey Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Herman Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Hess Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Horsey Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Hutchinson Pippy Veon 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pistella Vitali 
Corrigan James Preston Walko 

Costa Josephs Raymond Wansacz 
Coy Kaiser Readshaw Washington 
Creighton Keller Reinard Waters 
Cruz Kenney Rieger Watson 
Curry Kirkland Roberts Williams, J. 
Dailey Krebs Robinson Wilt 
Daley Laughlin Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Dally Lawless Rohrer Wright, G. 
DeLuca Lederer Rooney Wright, M. 
Dermody Leh Ross Yewcic 
DeWeese Lescovitz Rubley Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Ruffing Yudichak 
Diven Lewis Sainato Zimmerman 
Donatucci Lucyk Samuelson Zug 
Eachus Lynch Santoni 
 
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Mackereth Nickol Vance 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

STATEMENT BY MR. GODSHALL 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Godshall, rise? 
 Mr. GODSHALL. A brief statement on the bill that we just 
passed. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. As a point of personal privilege, 
you may proceed. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you. 
 I just want to thank, the bill we just passed was the dietitians’ 
bill, which was like 6 years in the making, and I do want to thank 
the Professional Licensure Committee on both sides of the aisle 
and specifically the work of Mario Civera and also the people that 
worked with him on that bill. 
 Dietitians have been working hard on this. You had the 
dietitians call you over the years pertaining to this bill. It is finally 
at this point ready to become law, and I want to say thank you to 
the people that were involved. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 1482, PN 4133, entitled: 
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An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, further providing for the disposition of the proceeds from the 
special Lake Erie fishing permits.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gentleman,  
Mr. Evans, that the House concur in the amendments inserted by 
the Senate. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 

 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to HB 2020, PN 4089, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 3, 1933 (P.L.242, No.86), referred 
to as the Cosmetology Law, further providing for the definition of 
“School of Cosmetology,” for practice of cosmetology without license 
prohibited, requirements to practice, eligibility requirements for 
examination, for management of cosmetology shops, for requirements of 
a school of cosmetology, for exceptions to examination requirements, for 
shared shops, for regulations by the board, for examinations and issuance 
of licenses, for temporary licenses, for sanitary rules, for fees and for 
penalties.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gentleman,  
Mr. Nailor, that the House concur in the amendments inserted by 
the Senate. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
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Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2294,  
PN 3156, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 25, 1982 (P.L.633, No.181), known 
as the Regulatory Review Act, further providing for classification of 
documents.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 (The bill analysis was read.) 
 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Tangretti Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
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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. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair notices the presence on 
the floor of the gentleman, Mr. Tangretti, and asks that he be 
added to the master roll. 
 
 Turning to page 3 of today’s calendar, we return to 
consideration of HB 2246, PN 3098, which we had started 
yesterday. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2246,  
PN 3098, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to join the 
Interstate Wildlife Violator Compact; providing for the form of the 
compact; imposing additional powers and duties on the Governor and the 
Compact Administrator; and limiting the applicability of suspension 
powers.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. B. SMITH offered the following amendment No. A3770: 
 
 Amend Sec. 5, page 14, line 22, by removing the period after 
“violations” and inserting 
for which the penalty provided by 34 Pa.C.S. is no less than a summary 
offense of the fourth degree and the violation is not the only violation in a 
24-month period. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from York County, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment which further defines the 
offenses that are applicable in the interstate compact. I urge that 
members vote in favor of the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Staback, on the amendment. 
 Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, the amendment does clarify what the  
Game Commission means when they refer to “accumulated 
violations.” We now know what these offenses are, the number of 
offenses that can be committed, and over what time period they 
can occur before an individual would lose his hunting license. 
 My concerns in this portion of the bill have been satisfied,  
and I, too, would ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 

 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Major Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Semmel 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McCall Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Stairs 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Steelman 
Bishop George Melio Steil 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Stern 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Myers Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher Sather 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Ryan, 
      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Staback, for the purpose of a motion. 
 Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I would like to make a request to suspend the 
rules to offer an agreed-to amendment, amendment No. 4049, that 
will clarify a portion of the Fish Code. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would you please repeat that 
number again? 
 Mr. STABACK. A4049. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Staback, 
moves that the rules of the House be suspended in order to offer 
amendment 4049. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Major Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Semmel 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McCall Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Stairs 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Steelman 
Bishop George Melio Steil 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Stern 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Myers Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 

Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher Sather 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Ryan, 
      Speaker 
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. STABACK offered the following amendment No. A4049: 
 
 Amend Sec. 5, page 13, line 25, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 

 (ii)  Persons sentenced as repeat offenders under  
30 Pa.C.S. § 923(d) (relating to classification of offenses 
and penalties) provided the repeated offenses committed 
within a 12-month period include one or more summary 
offenses of the first degree, misdemeanors or felonies. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Staback. 
 Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, amendment A4049 will simply clarify in  
Title 30, the Fish Code, what and who a repeat offender is. It 
clarifies what violations need to be committed and over what time 
period they will have occurred before a fishing license can be 
revoked. The amendment, as I said previously, is agreed to and 
also has the support of the Fish Commission. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Warren County, Mr. Lynch. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 And in fact this is an agreed-to amendment, a companion bill to 
the one just offered by the chairman of the House Game and 
Fisheries Committee, and I would ask for a “yes” vote. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Major Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Scrimenti 
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Bard Fleagle Marsico Semmel 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McCall Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Stairs 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Steelman 
Bishop George Melio Steil 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Stern 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Myers Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clark Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Cornell James Pistella Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Waters 
Curry Krebs Roberts Watson 
Dailey Laughlin Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lawless Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Lederer Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Leh Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Lescovitz Ross Wright, M. 
DeWeese Levdansky Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Santoni Zug 
Egolf Maher Sather 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Ryan, 
      Speaker 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 (The bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On final passage, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Warren County, Mr. Lynch. 

 Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This is a bill that is long overdue. In fact, I have personally 
been working on this bill for in excess of 3 years, and in a nutshell 
what it does is it allows the Game Commission and the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission to enter into an existing 
wildlife compact with other States in an effort to curtail some of 
the violators who violate the wildlife codes and transfer and go 
back and forth, being able to hunt or fish in other States. 
 The 17 States that currently exist in this compact are Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Maryland, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 
 The crux of this legislation would be, and we have defined in 
the legislation 10 areas where a person can have their hunting or 
fishing license revoked because of a breaking of the law. If that 
person were to break the law, their ability to hunt or fish in another 
State, if they fall under the categories of the license revocation, 
they would not be permitted to do so. Again, this will help curtail 
the professional poaching that goes on in this country, as well as 
those people who habitually violate the law in one State and then 
simply want to go to another State to hunt or fish. 
 And I would point out that at this point we know of no 
organized opposition. This legislation is supported by the 
Pennsylvania Game Commission, by the Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission, by the Pennsylvania Federation of Sportsmen’s 
Clubs, and by the Pennsylvania Legislative Animal Network. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker, and I ask for a “yes” vote, and let 
us send this bill over to the Senate. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery County, Mr. Godshall, on final 
passage. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Could I interrogate the maker of the bill, please? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. If this would become law, since 
Pennsylvania is the only State which has a separate  
Fish Commission and a separate Game Commission, would a 
violation, say, out of State, a fishing violation, say, out of State in 
California or wherever, result in the loss of a fishing license or the 
loss of your hunting license or both? 
 Mr. LYNCH. No, whichever one would be applicable to 
whichever law they broke. Even though the other States may have 
a combined fishing and hunting license, if you shoot a deer out of 
season, you are not violating the Fish Code. So it would only apply 
to the one that would be applicable. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. But in all other States you have one Fish and 
Game Commission. So how would a violation in this State, say, 
affect me if I am going to California where my son lives? Would I 
lose my fishing and hunting privileges in California or would I 
only lose, say if I committed a fishing violation, would I be losing 
the fishing violation only? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Yes; it would be treated as if it happened in your 
State of residence. So whatever the penalty would be in your  
State of residence is what would occur. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. So— 
 Mr. LYNCH. Again, Madam Speaker, the purpose of this 
legislation is to prevent people who break the law in one State to 
be able to go to another State and hunt or fish there. We know that 
there are people out there who consistently violate the law. We 
have spelled out in the legislation 10 violations which can result in 
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the revocation of your license. It is for those reasons and those 
reasons alone that you can have your license revoked. This 
compact does not apply to any other violations, only to the 10 that 
would require revocation – okay? – so that the other States would 
not allow you to hunt or fish in those States. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. I guess I am still not clear. If I lose my 
fishing rights in Pennsylvania, exactly what I am losing in the 
other States, I am not clear on that. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, again, I will say for the second 
time, you would lose your ability to fish in the other States where 
the compact exists. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Okay. These are just some of the questions 
that I put down that I would really like to have some answers to. 
 Is this bill, as you presented it today and as amended, is this bill 
indeed the compact that is in place? 
 Mr. LYNCH. I am sorry. I— 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Is the bill that we have in front of us, this bill 
right here, is this the bill that is the compact? Are we voting on the 
compact as such or are we voting on a document that is going to be 
put together sometime in the future? 
 Mr. LYNCH. What we are voting on is the ability to allow the 
Governor to put us into the compact with the other 17 States.  
If this bill passes the House, passes the Senate, and the Governor 
signs it into law, it then would allow us entry into the existing 
compact with the other 17 States in an effort to curb habitual 
lawbreakers. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. And this document that you have in front of 
us, that is the compact? 
 Mr. LYNCH. No, it is not the compact; it is a law that we have 
to have in place in order to enter into the compact. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. When would we get a chance to vote on the 
actual compact document? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Any votes that are done on the compact 
document are done by representatives. Okay; each State has a vote. 
Again, Madam Speaker, there are 10 items recorded in this 
legislation that would require a loss of license, hunting or fishing, 
in Pennsylvania, okay? If we become a member of the compact 
and become the 18th State, if you violate one of these 10 items in 
Pennsylvania, then your ability to hunt or fish – hunt or fish, 
whichever the case would be – in one of the other 17 States would 
not be there.  
That is the purpose of the legislation. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. How do we know, how do my hunters know, 
how does this body know what is going to be in that compact if the 
document that we have in front of us is indeed not the compact but 
the compact is to be put in place by some other individuals yet to 
be named? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I think, with all due respect,  
I think you are missing the boat on this one. Okay? The compact 
already exists. All this legislation would do would be to allow us 
to get into a transfer of information on violators who have broken 
the law in one State. That is what this does. There is no miraculous 
compact legislation out there, no miraculous compact thing out 
there. All it does is allow for us to be involved in the transfer of 
the information when a person violates the law in one State. That 
person’s name is then transferred to the other States in the 
compact, including the State of the residence of that individual, of 
that lawbreaker. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. I appreciate that information, but at the same 
time, if the compact is already in existence, why cannot we have a 
copy of the compact to look and see what it says? 

 Mr. LYNCH. Well, there really is not a copy of the compact, 
Madam Speaker. What we have in existence are 17 States so far 
that have agreed to share the information on habitual lawbreakers. 
All we want to do is participate. You are asking for something, 
Madam Speaker, that is not there. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Okay. We are entering into a compact, but 
we have no copy of a compact document. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Excuse me, Madam Speaker. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. I would like to ask another question. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Excuse me. Madam Speaker? 
 Mr. GODSHALL. My biggest problem with this is the problem 
with due process, and—  Madam Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we please have some quiet. 
The gentleman who is being interrogated cannot hear the question. 
Could we please have some quiet in the hall of the House. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. It says on page 4 of this document, “Provide 
for the fair and impartial treatment of wildlife violators operating 
within participating states in recognition of the violator’s right to 
due process.…” How does this bill guarantee my due process? 
 Mr. LYNCH. It is in the bill, Madam Speaker. As a matter of 
fact, it is already in statute in addition to being in the bill. 
 If you do not think—  With all due respect, again,  
Madam Speaker, if you do not think that due process already exists 
in this country, there is something wrong. We already have it. It is 
again spelled out in this legislation. It already exists in this 
country. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. It says on page 2, “In most instances, a 
person who is cited for a wildlife violation in a state other than his 
home state is required to post collateral or a bond to secure 
appearance for trial at a later date,…” and at the present time, to 
quote, he is normally “taken directly to court for an immediate 
appearance.” 
 If you are hunting out of State, as we have more hunters in 
Pennsylvania that hunt out of State than any other State, when you 
are in another State, as thousands of our hunters and your 
constituents and mine are, anywhere from Kansas where I will be 
heading this fall if I get a permit to Iowa and so forth, how denying 
me the right to go to trial immediately in that State, how does that 
protect my due process in lieu of giving me the right to go to trial 
in that State to protect myself against—  The other alternative at 
this point is I get a citation, which means I come back at a later 
date. So on my trip to Kansas, if I could just go through this, my 
trip to Kansas, I fly from Philadelphia to Wichita; at Wichita I rent 
a car and drive 4 hours to Dodge City; now I am charged with a 
violation, which may be a simple violation, an unintentional 
violation – I am all of a sudden in unit 17 rather than 16 where my 
permit is; there are no real sign delineations out on the prairie – 
and I cannot defend myself because I am going to get a citation.  
If I were able to go to a hearing in Kansas, I am already there.  
My other alternative is to plead guilty or go back out to Kansas, 
and I cannot do it. It is too expensive and it is too time consuming. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. I am happy to 
answer. 
 First off, Madam Speaker, you start out with a premise that is in 
error. You start out with a premise saying that you would be 
denied your ability to do this. That is not a true statement,  
Madam Speaker. The fact of the matter is, those other 17 States, 
just like we have in Pennsylvania, we have what we call the minor 
judiciary system. If you want to have a hearing right now, you are 
entitled to that hearing right now. All you have to say to the 
arresting officer is, I want to have the hearing now. You know, 
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guess what? We have district magistrates that are on call 24 hours 
a day. That exists; it exists in all parts of the country. You cannot 
be denied a hearing if you want it. So the example that you gave is 
bogus, because you start out with a premise that you would be 
denied. That is not a true statement, Madam Speaker. You would 
not be denied. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. In Pennsylvania you have the right to an 
immediate hearing. That is not the case throughout the country. 
That is absolutely not the case throughout the country and 
especially with this compact which says specifically – I will give 
you the page – that if a violation occurs, you can be given a 
citation similar as if you were in your own State and go on your 
way. That is exactly what it says in this document. 
 Mr. LYNCH. No, Madam Speaker, it does not say that in this 
document. It does not say that. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. I would remind the gentlemen that 
this is supposed to be an interrogation and not an argument about 
the issue. 
 Does the gentleman have other questions he wishes to ask? 
 Mr. GODSHALL. Madam Speaker, not at this time, but I would 
like to have the attention of the body, if I could, for a couple of 
minutes. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman deserves the 
attention of the members. He wishes to speak on final passage. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. I have come before this body on many 
occasions on sportsmen’s issues and I do it again on sincerity, 
because I am concerned about what is going to happen and could 
happen with this bill. 
 I have every reason to believe that the due process that is 
afforded to you in Pennsylvania, as I mentioned yesterday, you 
would lose under this bill if you were hunting out of State as well 
as your constituents, and I have every reason to believe that. In my 
own situation I have a relative who indeed got a citation out in 
Idaho. He was given a citation, and the citation said come back in 
2 weeks at a certain time, a certain place, for a hearing. They never 
expected him to come out. When he came out and took a lawyer 
into that hearing, what did the people in Idaho do? They 
immediately postponed the hearing for 2 weeks and told him to 
come back. He flew from Philadelphia to Idaho, hired a lawyer, 
and then the hearing was continued. That is not due process, and 
that is what would happen under this legislation. 
 It is a great injustice to the hunters of Pennsylvania, and I have 
two pieces of correspondence that I would like to read for the 
record. The first letter is dated June 7, and I wish I could have your 
attention, because they are important. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we please have some quiet 
in the hall of the House. This may be a long day if we do not have 
some quiet so we can hear what is being said. 
 
 
 Mr. GODSHALL. This first letter was written by  
Dr. Alan Krug, who is an adviser to the NRA (National Rifle 
Association), and it reads as follows: 
 “This is in reference to House Bill 2246, Printer’s No. 3098, 
which would authorize the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to join 
the Interstate Wildlife Violator Compact. 
 “It is with some trepidation that I express reservations about 
this legislation, realizing that opposition may be construed as 
being anti-wildlife-law-enforcement. I am definitely not in that 
category, having been a commissioned wildlife officer for the State 
of Florida for over four years and having been shot at in the 

process. Nevertheless, I believe that H.B. 2246 goes too far in 
exposing Pennsylvanians to the vagaries of other state’s wildlife 
laws, rules and regulations and their enforcement; sets a bad 
precedent in making sometimes unchallenged events in other states 
liabilities under Pennsylvania law;” – which is exactly the case – 
“and, perhaps most importantly, while mentioning due process, 
failing to provide for it in specific terms. 
 “I trust that your committee will explore these questions in 
detail. Revoking a Pennsylvanian’s resident hunting license 
without providing an opportunity for a hearing before the 
Commission is bad business.” 
 That was a letter I received from Dr. Alan Krug. 
 I have another letter which I would like to read, and I really 
would appreciate your, again, indulgence, please. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we please have some quiet, 
please. 
 Mr. GODSHALL. This is a letter dated June 18, and it says: 
 “Dear Rep. Godshall: 
 “This is in response to your request for comment from the 
National Rifle Association on House Bill 2246, Printer’s No. 3098, 
which would authorize the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to join 
the Interstate Wildlife Violator Compact. 
 “While agreeing with the basic objectives of this proposal, the 
NRA does have a concern. It appears that a lack of specific due 
process in this legislation could lead to unintended consequences 
for some individuals. It is recognized that there may be significant 
variation in the game and fish laws of the various states and the 
enforcement of those laws and their accompanying rules and 
regulations. In order to protect the civil rights of Pennsylvania 
residents, it is suggested that, at a minimum, an opportunity be 
provided for a hearing before the respective Pennsylvania 
commission prior to the revocation of a resident hunting or fishing 
license because of an out-of-state violation. 
 “In reviewing the proposal, the question arises as to whether or 
not there may be offenses,…” such as “those related to endangered 
or threatened species, that would culminate in automatic 
revocation of both hunting and fishing license for conviction of a 
single offense. A simple but specific example would be conviction 
for possessing a mollusk that turned out to be a threatened species. 
The fact that an individual could lose his or her Pennsylvania 
hunting and/or fishing license for an offense in another state that is 
not an offense in Pennsylvania is also troubling. H.B. 2246 
stipulates that ‘species included in the definition of “wildlife” vary 
from state to state’ and proffers that the definition of ‘wildlife’ 
shall ‘be based on the law in the issuing state,’ not on 
Pennsylvania law. 
 “I hope that these comments will be helpful to you in 
considering this legislation. 
 
 “Sincerely…, John Hohenwarter,” legislative liaison for the 
NRA. 
 Unified Sportsmen stand opposed to this, the NRA stands 
opposed to this, and as I said, I come to you in all sincerity in the 
interests of the sportsmen and hunters of Pennsylvania saying that 
this is a dangerous bill, and you are going to be hearing about it if 
you support this legislation when you have a hunter going out of 
State and all of a sudden he is denied the right to a hearing 
immediately onsite in that State. 
 I ask for a “no” vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Cambria County, Mr. Haluska. 
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 Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I opposed this bill in committee for several 
reasons. I thought we were getting the cart ahead of the horse, like 
I said yesterday when we offered the amendments that we did to 
the bill. I think once those amendments went into the bill, we 
cleaned the bill up a lot. 
 This bill basically is a compact bill. It allows the Game and 
Fish Commissions to honor revocations in other States and vice 
versa, but once we get to the e-commerce, we will actually be able 
to enforce this, and with some of the amendments that we did get 
into the bill, I feel that it is a better bill. 
 The Game Commission has been asked by people on the  
Game and Fisheries Committee several times, for revocations of 
licenses in Pennsylvania we need a point system, very similar to 
the point system we have with our automobile license. When you 
run afoul of the law, you should know up front what that is going 
to cost you. The Game Commission has been dragging their feet 
on the point system as well as the e-commerce. So what I am 
asking today is people to support this bill, to pass it, and with the 
help of the ladies and gentlemen that are on the Game and 
Fisheries Committee, we will get a point system adopted in 
Pennsylvania so that our hunters will know when they commit a 
foul or break a law, a hunting violation or a fishing violation, what 
they stand to lose up front rather than leave it up to the Game 
Commission or the Fish Commission, to their own judgment, 
whether you should lose your license for 1 or 2 or 3 years or 
whatever. 
 So I will support this bill, once we got the amendments in it, 
and I would hope the people on both sides of the aisle could also 
support it. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Mr. Smith, on final passage. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I will be very brief. I will not read you any letters. I want you to 
know that this is supported by the Pennsylvania Federation of 
Sportsmen’s Clubs. It is also supported by the Pennsylvania 
Legislative Animal Network. Now, that is an unusual combination, 
but they are both supporting the bill. The Game Commission is 
supporting the bill; the Fish and Boat Commission is supporting 
the bill. What you must realize is that this bill is geared to stop 
poaching. It is geared to stop slob hunters. This will not hurt your 
average hunter who obeys the law. 
 I have in my hand three files of game law violators. The one 
has had his license revoked for multiple violations until 2060 – 
2060. Another one has had his license revoked to 2051 and another 
one till 2021. These people can go to adjacent States and get their 
hunting licenses because we are not in the compact. 
 And there is one other point that you should realize when you 
hear the States that belong to the compact. West Virginia needs 
one more of their adjacent States before they will enter the 
compact. We will be the second one. So the compact is growing. 
 I think it is very important that we put a stop to the poaching 
and slob hunters in Pennsylvania, and I strongly urge a “yes” vote. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and requests that the gentleman, Mr. KIRKLAND, be put 
on leave for the rest of the day. The Chair hears no objection. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2246 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On final passage, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Northumberland, Mr. Phillips. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Would the sponsor of HB 2246 stand for interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I have a few concerns on this bill, and I guess 
the first question I have, do you know how many out-of-staters are 
violators or have been violators in this State that this bill would 
affect? Do we really have a problem? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I do not have the answer from 
the Fish Commission, but in the Game Commission it appears 
there are about 902, that if we became part of the compact, there 
would be 902 people who are in revocation that their name would 
be transferred to the other members of the compact. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I mean hunters coming from out of State to our 
State. How many violations, if they are a real problem, we have 
about 100,000 hunters that will come into our State from out of 
State. Do we know the violations, how many violations, would fall 
under this compact? 
 Mr. LYNCH. 902. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. The second question is, if you recall, a couple 
of months ago we had the Tourism Committee hold hearings on a 
bill that would allow IRRC (Independent Regulatory Review 
Commission) to review the regulation of the Game Commission 
that would be on how the land is being used, and it was a concern 
of the Game Commission and a letter from the Game Commission 
that since IRRC – and this was just to give a view of the regulation 
– that IRRC was part of another government identity, and 
therefore, if we would allow that to happen, that we would lose the 
Pittman-Robertson funding, which is about $8 million that comes 
into this State, and what my concern today is, if we go into a 
compact with other game and fish commissions whose identity is 
part of another State government organization, they are not an 
independent agency, and since they are not an independent agency 
and we are going into the compact with them, would the same 
thing apply, that we would possibly lose our Pittman-Robertson 
funds? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. Happy to answer 
that. 
 We will not lose it. The compact does not deal with the transfer 
of assets. The compact deals only with the transfer of names of 
people who have broken the law. So the Pittman-Robertson funds 
would not be impacted at all. 
 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. But it is not any different than another agency 
that is part of a government agency, like a lot of your fish and 
game commissions belong to another department within that  
State government, and you are asking them and tying in with them 
to suspend licenses in our State. 
 You know, I would like to see a letter or something from the 
United States fish and wildlife commission to whether this really is 
true. I know that is your opinion, but do you have anything from 
the United States fish and wildlife commission that will state that 
that is actually factual? 
 Mr. LYNCH. What I have is a discussion I have had with the 
Game Commission and the Fish Commission of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. But I think we should have something, because 
they were concerned about the others, and I think there is some 
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concern here. But I just want to bring that up. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Well, Madam Speaker, may I add to that? You 
know, it is further proof that there is not a problem. I mean, when 
we communicated with some of the other 17 States, that issue was 
never brought up. So obviously there is not a problem with that. 
 Again, the Pittman money only comes about when you are 
looking to deal with assets, looking to deal with assets only. All 
this compact legislation does, Madam Speaker, is to allow for the 
transfer of names of people who have broken the law. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I believe that this chamber certainly should 
know for certain if this would be the case, and I still have 
questions whether it would or whether it would not be because of 
the hearing that was held a couple of months ago and what came 
out of that hearing, and the decision was that we would lose it 
because of that particular reason. 
 On page 7, item (q) defines “Wildlife officer” as “…any 
individual authorized by a participating state to issue or file a 
citation for a wildlife violation.” You know, at one time deputies 
in Pennsylvania had little training or practically no training and 
were authorized many of the same powers as a full-time WCO 
(wildlife conservation officer). Of course, in the last several years, 
the legislature has changed that. 
 And the question I have for you: Of these compact States, do 
we know the qualifications of the WCOs or deputies in those 
States that are currently in the compact, because we have to realize 
that Pennsylvania has more hunters go out of State than any other 
State, and therefore, what are their qualifications and what can 
happen in that particular—  I would like to know what their 
qualifications are and how they are chosen. 
 Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I am happy to answer that as 
well. 
 We do not really need to know what their qualifications are,  
just like we do not need to know what the qualifications are of the 
State troopers in New York State, whom we have a reciprocal 
agreement with when it comes to loss of driver’s license. We do 
not have a reciprocal agreement with the Ohio State Police as 
well—  I am sorry. We do not have a question about their abilities 
to perform the law. 
 Again, we are dealing with law enforcement. Each State is 
required to train their own law enforcement people, whether it is a 
State policeman, WCO, waterway or wildlife. They train their 
own. We do not have a need, just like we assume – and this is 
probably a safe assumption here – that the State Police in  
New York and in Ohio and in New Jersey and in Maryland, 
Delaware, and West Virginia are capable of doing the job, and that  
 
is why when we enter into a reciprocal agreement for the loss of 
driver’s license, we do not question that. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. We know what the qualifications of our  
State Police are. We know the amount of time they spend in school 
and what they have to pass to be able to go out on the highway and 
make arrests. The thing I am concerned about is, the same as we 
had in this State years ago, the deputy enforcement officers with 
the Game Commission had no training practically at all. What do 
these other States have? I will let it go at that, and I am concerned 
about that. 
 Another question I have, and listen to this very closely: In the 
compact the only State surrounding Pennsylvania that is part of the 
compact is Maryland, and they just went into that compact. Could 
you tell me why large States like New York, Ohio, Virginia, why 
they are not in the compact? What is the reason that they are not in 

the compact? 
 Mr. LYNCH. I am happy to answer that as well,  
Madam Speaker. 
 First off, as the chairman of the committee had already 
mentioned, the State of West Virginia is going to enter into it as 
soon as one more State contiguous to it enters. So West Virginia 
will be picked up. We have talked to the folks in New York, and 
New York is interested as well. 
 I will tell you that New York and I assume Ohio as well are 
looking to Pennsylvania to take the lead on this. Once 
Pennsylvania gets in there, West Virginia is automatically going to 
go, and we believe that New York is going to follow closely. 
 So it is a matter of them looking to us to be the leader. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Madam Speaker, keep in mind that this 
compact, the only Eastern State is Maryland, with the exception of 
the Northeast, where Massachusetts is. 
 Now, let us take a look at the rest of the country, and there is 
not a Southern State that is in the compact, the great hunting States 
of the United States— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman, Mr. Phillips, 
finished his interrogation?  
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I am sorry. I will get into more. 
 Currently our WCOs are schooled in Pennsylvania Game Code, 
and I suppose they are somewhat familiar with surrounding State 
laws. According to the fiscal note, the legislation shall have no 
adverse fiscal impact on Commonwealth funds. Does this mean 
funding for the establishment of the board will come from current 
Game Commission funds? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we please have some quiet. 
The gentleman who is being interrogated cannot hear the 
questions. Could we please have some quiet in the hall of the 
House. 
 Would members please take their seats. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Phillips, may proceed. Would you please 
repeat your question, sir.  
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Currently our WCOs are schooled in 
Pennsylvania Game Code, and I suppose they are somewhat 
familiar with our surrounding State laws. What I had mentioned 
earlier was incorrect. 
 Will entering into the compact require our WCOs to become 
schooled in the other 19 States? 
 Mr. LYNCH. I am happy to answer that as well— 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I am sorry. I was speaking and brought up what 
the costs would be. 
 
 Mr. LYNCH. I am happy to answer that, Madam Speaker, and 
the answer to that is, no, because all States are still required to live 
within their own rules and laws that apply in their own individual 
States. Again, this legislation spells out 10 specific areas where a 
license can be revoked. It is only those 10 areas that apply as long 
as they apply in one of the other States that are in the compact. If it 
is a revocable offense in one of the other States, then the license 
would be revoked. If it is not a revocable offense in one of the 
other States, then your license would not be revoked. 
 So again, there is not a need for the Pennsylvania WCOs to 
know the laws of the other States, because they only have to live 
with the laws of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. HB 2246 authorizes the establishment of the 
Interstate Violator Compact, calls for the establishment by a 
participating State of a lengthy report mechanism to track 
violators, calls for a procedure for both the issuing State and the 
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home State, creates a board of compact administrators, among 
other things, and seemingly, there is no fiscal impact on 
Commonwealth funds. How could this be? I do not understand 
why there is no impact financially. 
 Mr. LYNCH. I am happy to answer that as well,  
Madam Speaker. 
 Can you hear?  
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Barely. Go ahead.  
 Mr. LYNCH. The answer to that question is, there will be 
almost no impact, because they will be utilizing existing personnel 
and existing technology – computers and so forth. Okay? Probably 
the only additional expense that you would be looking at are 
simple things, like maybe a couple long-distance phone calls, 
which would probably be negated a lot through the 
telecommunications systems that are now available, so there will 
not be the hiring of additional people in either of our agencies. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Can you tell me how many Pennsylvania 
residents are under suspension or revocation at this time?  
 Mr. LYNCH. 65 in fish and 3,800 in game. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Are these records maintained on a computer 
database?  
 Mr. LYNCH. Yes. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. How do they check—  You know, if they go 
into the compact, how do they get the information back and forth? 
Is that on a computer, or do they have to all be individually 
checked? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Yes; it would be via computer. And 
Representative Haluska’s amendment, which we put into the  
bill yesterday, would further require that the Fish and Game 
Commissions update their computer systems for ready transfer.  
In addition to helping out internally in the State of Pennsylvania 
with such things as license sales, it would also speed up the ability 
of the transfer of names. 
 So again, it is a system that we have in place here with the 
Game and Fish Commissions already. It is one that is going to be 
further enhanced by the amendment that Representative Haluska 
offered yesterday.  
 Mr. PHILLIPS. But at this time it is not on a computer 
database? 
 Mr. LYNCH. At this time it is on the computer. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. That would be difficult. 
 And the bill establishes a board of compact administrators. 
What is the compensation that members of the board would 
receive? What compensation? 
 Mr. LYNCH. We are unaware of any compensation for the 
members, expenses or otherwise. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. They serve for free? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Pardon? 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Will they serve on that board at no cost? 
 Mr. LYNCH. Yeah; absolutely. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 That is the end of the interrogation. I would like to speak on the 
bill. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. I have some problems with HB 2246. I do not 
believe we have the real, true answer or what the answer would be 
from the United States fish and wildlife commission as to what 
effect this could have on the Pittman-Robertson funds, which is 
about $8 million, and it was about $7,800,000 last year for the 
Pennsylvania Game Commission. 
 And I guess another reason is, I am really concerned as to why 

there is only one State that surrounds Pennsylvania that is 
interested in the compact. There has to be a reason for that. Why is 
there no Southern State, and why is it mostly Western States?  
If this is such an important issue, why do we not have one  
Southern State, where a tremendous amount of hunting takes 
place, why do they not belong to the compact? And I do not 
believe—  In fairness to our hunters in Pennsylvania, they are 
being fined; they are served a sentence; why should we do it the 
second time? I do not believe we have to do that, and then my 
concern also is, what is the cost? 
 And I think the real issue and really what makes me think  
that we should not support this bill is the view of the  
Unified Sportsmen, who do oppose this. I spoke with them, and the 
largest sportsman organization in the country, in the State, the 
NRA, is definitely opposed to this piece of legislation, and 
therefore, I ask for a negative vote. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–147 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maher Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Maitland Schroder 
Argall Fleagle Major Scrimenti 
Baker, J. Flick Manderino Semmel 
Bard Forcier Mann Shaner 
Barrar Frankel Markosek Smith, B. 
Bastian Freeman Marsico Solobay 
Bebko-Jones Gabig Mayernik Staback 
Belardi Gannon McCall Steelman 
Benninghoff George McGeehan Steil 
Birmelin Grucela McIlhattan Stetler 
Bishop Gruitza Melio Stevenson, R. 
Blaum Habay Michlovic Stevenson, T. 
Brooks Haluska Miller, R. Sturla 
Browne Harhai Miller, S. Surra 
Butkovitz Harhart Mundy Taylor, E. Z. 
Buxton Hennessey Myers Thomas 
Caltagirone Herman Nailor Tigue 
Casorio Hershey Nickol Trello 
Cawley Horsey Pallone Trich 
Civera Hutchinson Perzel Tulli 
Clymer Jadlowiec Petrone Vance 
Cohen, M. James Pippy Veon 
Colafella Josephs Pistella Vitali 
Coleman Kaiser Preston Walko 
Cornell Keller Raymond Wansacz 
Corrigan Krebs Readshaw Washington 
Costa Laughlin Reinard Waters 
Coy Lawless Robinson Williams, J. 
Cruz Lederer Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Wright, M. 
DiGirolamo Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
Diven Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Eachus Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Egolf Mackereth Santoni 
 
 NAYS–51 
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Baker, M. Fairchild McNaughton Schuler 
Belfanti Feese Metcalfe Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Fichter Micozzie Stairs 
Bunt Geist O’Brien Stern 
Cappelli Godshall Oliver Strittmatter 
Clark Gordner Petrarca Tangretti 
Cohen, L. I. Hanna Phillips Taylor, J. 
Creighton Harper Pickett Travaglio 
Curry Hasay Rieger Turzai 
Dailey Hess Roberts Watson 
Daley Kenney Sainato Zimmerman 
DeWeese McGill Sather Zug 
Donatucci McIlhinney Scavello 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 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. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 238,  
PN 2148, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for definitions, for suspension of 
operating privileges, for driving with suspended or revoked licenses, for 
chemical testing to determine alcohol or controlled substance amounts, 
for probationary licenses, for alcohol restrictions for certain drivers and 
for insurance benefits; providing for automated red light enforcement 
systems in first class cities; and further providing for meeting or 
overtaking school buses, for parking regulations, for driving under the 
influence of alcohol or a controlled substance, for slow moving vehicle 
emblems, for suspensions of inspection stations, for limitations on record 
disclosure, for vehicle impoundment, for vehicle immobilization, towing 
and storage, for disposition of impounded vehicles, combinations and 
loads and for recidivism.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Mr. MAYERNIK offered the following amendment No. 
A3916: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 18, by inserting after “CITIES;” 

prohibiting operators from using mobile phones 
under certain circumstances; 

 Amend Sec. 4, page 14, line 8, by striking out “A SECTION” and 
inserting 
   sections 
 Amend Bill, page 23, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
§ 3315.  Prohibiting use of mobile phones. 
 (a)  Drivers subject to restrictions.–No driver with a learner’s permit 
shall drive a motor vehicle on a highway in this Commonwealth,  
which shall include Federal, State and municipal highways, while using a 
mobile phone. 
 (b)  Exception.–This section shall not apply to persons who use a 
mobile phone for the sole purpose of reporting an accident or emergency. 
 (c)  Seizure.–The provisions of this section shall not be construed as 
authorizing the seizure or forfeiture of a mobile phone, unless otherwise 

provided by law. 
 (d)  Penalty.–A person who violates subsection (a) commits a 
summary offense and shall, upon conviction, be sentenced to pay a fine of 
not less than $1 nor more than $300 or to a period of community service 
to be determined by the sentencing authority. 
 (e)  Definitions.–As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 
 “Mobile hands-free phone.”  A telecommunications device that 
receives an analog signal or digital signal, or both, and is designed for use 
without being held by a person’s hand while speaking into the device. 
 “Mobile phone.”  A telecommunications device that receives an 
analog signal or digital signal, or both, and that is designed for handheld 
use. The term includes a mobile hands-free phone. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Mayernik. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Ross, from  
Chester County on the amendment. 
 Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I want to speak against this amendment and urge a “no” vote on 
it, and I am fully aware of concern about distraction in driving, 
particularly in the use of cell phones. We have talked about this 
issue on the floor in the past in other forms, and we have rejected 
this concept, and I want to make sure that the members are aware 
that there is an alternative available in a bill that I have put forward 
to consider the entire question of distracted drivers and not just to 
try and take it piecemeal. It is a much more— 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Mayernik, rise?  
 Mr. MAYERNIK. That amendment is withdrawn,  
Madam Speaker. 
 Mr. ROSS. Oh; thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 
 
 Mr. TRELLO offered the following amendment No. A3922: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 19, by removing the comma after 
“BUSES” and inserting 
   and 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 19, by removing the comma after 
“REGULATIONS” and inserting 

; adding a penalty for violating provisions relating 
to blind pedestrians; and further providing 

 Amend Bill, page 29, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
 Section 7.  Section 3549 of Title 75 is amended by adding a 
subsection to read: 
§ 3549.  Blind pedestrians. 
 * * * 
 (c)  Penalty.–A violation of subsection (a) constitutes a summary 
offense punishable by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $150. 
 Section 8.  Section 3552 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 3552.  Penalty for violation of subchapter. 
 [Any] Except as otherwise provided for in this subchapter, any 
pedestrian violating any provision of this subchapter is guilty of a 
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summary offense and shall, upon conviction, be sentenced to pay a fine of 
$5. 
 Amend Sec. 7, page 29, line 30, by striking out “7” and inserting 
   9 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 32, line 16, by striking out “8” and inserting 
   10 
 Amend Sec. 9, page 46, line 19, by striking out “9” and inserting 
   11 
 Amend Sec. 10, page 47, line 13, by striking out “10” and inserting 
   12 
 Amend Sec. 11, page 47, line 19, by striking out “11” and inserting 
   13 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 48, line 8, by striking out “12” and inserting 
   14 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This amendment is agreed to, and I would urge a “yes” vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 
 

VOTE STRICKEN 
 
 Mr. COY. Madam Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Strike the vote. 
 For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Coy, rise?  
 Mr. COY. Just a point of personal privilege. 
 I believe the bill has quite a few amendments, and I would 
appreciate if we could have a brief explanation of each, even if it is 
agreed to, on each amendment; just a brief explanation from the 
sponsor.  
 Mr. GEIST. I am sure that you went over these in caucus. 
 Mr. COY. I am sure we did. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Trello, for a brief explanation of the amendment. 
 
 Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The organization that represents the blind all over the 
Commonwealth had contacted me back in February, indicating that 
there were problems with our friends with disabilities that cannot 
see, having problems crossing the street, walking their dogs, and 
having just a number of problems. They met with me in February, 
and there were several bills in the House and the Senate, but for 
some reason or other, they were not enacted, and they asked me to 
find a bill and amend it to increase the fines and maybe make 
people more aware of people with disabilities that have to walk 
with a white cane or a dog. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 

Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 
Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. McCALL offered the following amendment No. A3943: 
 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 49, line 5, by striking out “and (a.1)” and 
inserting 
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   , (a.1) and (b)(4) 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, this is a technical amendment requested by the 
Governor’s Office. It simply changes the effective date from 
immediate to 6 months to allow for system changes by the 
Department of Transportation.  
 I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment, and we would urge a  
“yes” vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Columbia County, Mr. Gordner. 
 Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I heard the explanation of Representative McCall, and I looked 
at the number on the board, and they do not seem to go together, 
and I am just wondering if his explanation goes with the 
amendment on the board. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. 3943 is what was read. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Yes, Madam Speaker; it is just changing the 
effective date of the act from immediate to 6 months. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 

Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 
Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. McCALL offered the following amendment No. A3944: 
 
 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 25, line 24, by striking out  
“A HANDICAPPED PARKING SYMBOL” and inserting 

an international symbol for access for persons with 
disabilities 

 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 25, line 26, by inserting after 
“SUBSECTION.” 

A vehicle may only be towed under this paragraph 
if the parking space is posted with a sign indicating 
that vehicles in violation of this section may be 
towed. 

 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 26, lines 9 and 10, by striking out 
“A HANDICAPPED PARKING SYMBOL” and inserting 

an international symbol for access for persons with 
disabilities 

 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 26, lines 18 and 19, by striking out 
“A HANDICAPPED PARKING SYMBOL” and inserting 

an international symbol for access for persons with 
disabilities 

 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 26, line 24, by inserting after 
“COSTS.” 

A vehicle may only be towed under this paragraph 
if the parking space is posted with a sign indicating 
that vehicles in violation of this section may be 
towed. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Again, Madam Speaker, this is clarifying language to ensure 
that the Vehicle Code conforms with the usage of the international 
symbol for access for persons with disabilities, to say that that sign 
has to be present for the automobile to be towed. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This amendment is also agreed upon, and we would urge a 
“yes” vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 

Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. McCALL offered the following amendment No. A3947: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 22, by inserting after “STATIONS,” 
   for moving wooden structures, 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 32, line 17, by inserting after “4724,” 
   4977(3) and (4), 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 34, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
§ 4977.  Permit for movement of wooden structures. 
 An annual permit may be issued for the movement on highways of 
certain wooden structures which exceed the maximum length, width and 
height specified in Subchapter B (relating to width, height and length), 
subject to the following conditions: 

 * * * 
 (3)  The wooden structure or structures must be transported 
on a trailer [designed solely for] of a type approved by the 
department to accommodate the transportation of [such] structures 
[and not used for the transportation of any other type of load] which 
do not exceed the width, length or height specified in this section. 
 (4)  Movement under this section is limited to roof trusses, 
wooden utility sheds, gazebos, garages and play equipment. Other 
components that do not exceed width, length or height specified in 
this section may be carried in conjunction with movements under 
this permit. 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, this is actually a business-friendly 
amendment. It corrects language that was inserted into the code a 
number of years ago that allowed only one company, one make of 
vehicle, to transport roof trusses throughout the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. This would change that language from designated 
solely to transport trusses to a type approved by the Department of 
Transportation. 
 I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This is corrective language. It is agreed upon, and we think it 
strengthens the bill and would ask for a “yes” vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
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 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 
Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

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

 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. McCALL offered the following amendment No. A3968: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 20, by removing the comma after 
“SUBSTANCE” and inserting 
   and 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 21, by removing the comma after 
“EMBLEMS” and inserting 

; providing for operation of motor homes on 
certain highways; further providing for length of 
vehicles, 

 Amend Sec. 8, page 32, lines 16 through 18, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
 Section 8.  Sections 4529(a) and 4724 of Title 75 are amended to 
read: 
 Amend Bill, page 34, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
 Section 8.1.  Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 
§ 4908.1.  Operation of motor homes on interstate and certain other  
  highways. 
 (a)  General rule.–Motor homes exceeding 40 feet in length but not 
exceeding 45 feet in length may be driven only on the types of highways 
and under the limitations set forth below: 

 (1)  On a designated network consisting of all interstate 
highways and portions of Federal aid primary highways having at 
least a 48-foot-wide roadway or two 24-foot-wide roadways and 
designated by the department as capable of safely accommodating 
motor homes. 
 (2)  Between the designated national network and: 

 (i)  The location where the motor home is garaged. 
 (ii)  The destination of the recreational vehicle. 
 (iii)  A facility for food, fuel, repair, service or rest 
having an entrance within the access limitation prescribed 
under Federal Highway Administration regulation of the 
nearest ramp or intersection, but only on highways having 
lanes at least ten feet wide. 

 (3)  On highways marked with traffic route signs having 
travel lanes at least ten feet in width unless prohibited by the 
department on State highways or the municipality on local 
highways based on safety reasons and marked with signs 
prohibiting such vehicles. 
 (4)  Between the highways authorized under paragraph (3) 
and: 

 (i)  The location where the recreational vehicle is 
garaged. 
 (ii)  The destination of the recreational vehicle. 
 (iii)  A terminal or facility for food, fuel, repair, 
service or rest having an entrance within two miles of the 
nearest ramp or intersection, but only on highways having 
lanes at least ten feet wide. 

 (5)  Approval of a highway other than as designated under 
paragraphs (1) through (4) shall be obtained from the: 

 (i)  City in the case of a highway in a city. 
 (ii)  Department in the case of a State highway not 
in a city, except that the department will, upon request, 
delegate authority to approve routes under this subsection 
to a municipality which has been delegated authority to 
issue permits under section 420 of the act of June 1, 1945 
(P.L.1242, No.428), known as the State Highway Law. 
 (iii)  Municipality in the case of a local highway 
not in a city. 

 (b)  Notice.–Notice regarding approval and revocation of routes 
shall be in conformance with section 4908 (relating to operation of certain 
combinations on interstate and certain other highways). 
 Section 8.2.  Sections 4923(a), 6114(c), 6309, 6309.1, 6309.2, 6310 
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and 6503 of Title 75 are amended to read: 
§ 4923.  Length of vehicles. 
 (a)  Motor vehicles.– 

 (1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2), no motor vehicle, 
including any load and bumpers, shall exceed an overall length of 
40 feet. 
 (2)  Paragraph (1) does not apply to the following: 

 (i)  A motor vehicle equipped with a boom or 
boomlike device if the vehicle does not exceed 55 feet. 
 (ii)  A bus or motor home which does not exceed 
45 feet. 
 (iii)  An articulated bus which does not exceed  
60 feet. 

 * * * 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, this amendment would allow for motor homes 
up to the length of 45 feet to travel on designated highways and 
our interstate highways in the Commonwealth. We would be 
increasing that number from 40 feet to 45 feet. 
 We do have a number of manufacturers that manufacture these 
homes currently in the Commonwealth. The Commonwealth 
currently titles and licenses these vehicles. However, they are not 
allowed to travel the roads of the Commonwealth. We are just 
allowing these types of motor homes to travel interstate highways 
and designated highways as well as to and from where they are 
garaged and their destination. 
 I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This amendment restricts these motor homes to certain 
highways in Pennsylvania, and it is a compromise amendment that 
has been worked out, and we would hope that the administration 
will go along with it now instead of later, and I would ask for a 
“yes” vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded:  
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 

Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 
Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. McCALL offered the following amendment No. A4004: 
 
 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 26, line 11, by inserting a bracket 
before the comma 
 Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 3354), page 26, line 12, by inserting a bracket 
after “INDICATING” and inserting immediately thereafter 
   and 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Again, this is clarifying language that would say that only  



2002 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 1563 

one sign designating both the fine and penalties would be required 
for handicapped parking spaces. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment. This is an either/or on the 
signs. We think it is an excellent piece, and we would urge a  
“yes” vote.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded:  
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Allen Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Argall Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, J. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Baker, M. Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Barrar Flick McCall Shaner 
Bastian Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Benninghoff Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Melio Steelman 
Bishop George Metcalfe Steil 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Brooks Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Browne Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Civera Hennessey Perzel Tigue 
Clark Herman Petrarca Travaglio 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Tulli 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Turzai 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vance 
Cornell James Preston Veon 
Corrigan Josephs Raymond Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Walko 
Coy Keller Reinard Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Rieger Washington 
Cruz Krebs Roberts Waters 
Curry Laughlin Robinson Watson 
Dailey Lawless Roebuck Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Rohrer Wilt 
Dally Leh Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Ross Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Rubley Wright, M. 
DeWeese Lewis Ruffing Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Samuelson Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Santoni Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Sather Zug 
Egolf Maitland 
 
 NAYS–0 

 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Armstrong Kirkland LaGrotta Ryan, 

      Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. HALUSKA offered the following amendment No. A3945: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, lines 20 and 21, by striking out “FOR SLOW 
MOVING VEHICLE EMBLEMS,” 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 32, line 16, by striking out “4529(a),” 
 Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 4529), page 32, lines 19 through 30; page 33, 
lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Haluska. 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I have to bring this amendment today for the 
simple fact that the Senate inserted language, section 4529, into 
this bill. In my district we have had a real problem with a group of 
Amish that have moved into Cambria County from Ohio, and this 
certain bishop will not allow them to use the slow-moving-vehicle 
sign, the orange triangle, in the back of their buggies. The  
State Police have ticketed 29 times this family, and they refuse to 
pay the tickets. It went to Cambria County Court. Cambria County 
Court, after the deliberation and the trial, has found them guilty, 
and now the ACLU (American Civil Liberties Union) has gotten 
involved, taking it through Cambria County Court, and now they 
are appealing it to the Commonwealth Court. 
 What they want to do and what the Senate inserted into this bill 
was to allow any vehicle that is drawn by an animal not to have to 
use the triangle on the rear of the vehicle. There are tens of 
thousands of Amish in this State, and they all adhere to this, and 
not only do they do that; they put lights, turn signals, and reflective 
tape on their buggies. This particular group does not want to do 
any of the above, and they will furnish themselves with some gray 
reflective tape, which works well at night but it does not do 
anything in dusk and dawn situations, in foggy and snowy days. 
And the triangle is basically a universal symbol across the  
United States that alerts people as they approach this vehicle that it 
is a slow-moving vehicle and to beware and to know that it is a 
slow-moving vehicle because they are going to be closing in on it 
very fast. 
 The Pennsylvania Farm Bureau in Cambria County, the 
township supervisors of Cambria County, and I had written letters 
to the judge, asking them to enforce the law in Pennsylvania, and 
what we are going to do here today if we do not pass my 
amendment is, across Pennsylvania anything that is drawn by an 
animal is going to be able to remove that triangle, and it is going to 
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be a safety issue. It is not a religious issue; it is a safety issue. 
When the carriages in Philadelphia take people on rides 
downtown, when the carriages in Harrisburg and Pittsburgh and 
across this State, they will no longer have to use that symbol on 
the back of their vehicles if we let this language stand in this bill. 
 So what I am asking today is to adopt this amendment, to take 
this language out, and to adhere to the laws that we have in 
Pennsylvania that the slow-moving triangle must be on a vehicle 
that is moved under 25 miles an hour. 
 And I understand this sect from Ohio that came to 
Pennsylvania, that does not want to adhere to our laws, they have 
threatened to go back to Ohio. Well, I really feel if they are going 
to use our transportation corridors and they are going to put our 
people at risk of hitting them and injuring themselves plus the 
Amish, that we cannot afford to change the law in Pennsylvania 
for a few families of Amish which have moved here from Ohio. 
 So to that degree, I am asking for support for this, and I did 
supply a tape to all of the members of the Transportation 
Committee, and I would like to have a few of those people stand 
up and give some comments on this bill, but I implore everybody 
in this House to adopt this amendment so that we do not change 
the laws of Pennsylvania and put a lot of people at risk, not only 
the Amish but the people that are going to run into the Amish in 
their buggies. 
 So I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Schuler. 
 Mr. SCHULER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I rise in support of the gentleman’s amendment. 
 I represent approximately 80-some percent of the Amish 
population in Lancaster County and probably the largest Amish 
population in Pennsylvania. Over a number of years, I have 
worked with the Amish community, and we came to an agreement 
with the Lancaster County Amish regarding the protection for their 
carriages. 
 What we are doing today, if this stays in the bill, is we are 
going to open this up to a very unsafe situation. Lancaster County, 
as you know, is one of the largest tourist areas in Pennsylvania. 
We have tremendous traffic problems there at the present time. We 
cannot afford to take this triangle off these buggies and wagons, as 
we call them in Lancaster County. It is not only the Amish; there 
are other sects in Lancaster County who are not Amish who still 
use the horse and wagon. So I think what we have here is a safety 
issue that we have to be very, very careful in what we are doing. 
 To me, in Lancaster County right now, just about 2 weeks ago, 
we had a tragic accident with an Amish carriage, where a van 
moved into the back end of a carriage and a few people were 
killed. We cannot afford for this to happen. It is not only for the 
Amish group, but it is also for the people who are the motoring 
public. 
 I understand the situation with this Amish sect, and I appreciate 
it, but I think safety has to be the major concern, and therefore,  
I ask for an affirmative vote for the Haluska amendment. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the lady from Indiana County, Ms. Steelman. 
 Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Although I am unhappy to be at odds with two members  
I respect as much as I do the previous two speakers, I rise to ask 
for a negative vote on this amendment for two reasons, the primary 
one being that as I understand it, we as a State government can 

only interfere with the expression of religious beliefs by our 
citizens when we can demonstrate that there is a compelling State 
interest in doing so. 
 My original impression of this Amish group was that their 
desire to use a different method of marking their vehicles was not 
reasonable and that conceivably forbidding them to do so did 
represent a compelling State interest. However, after looking at 
data that has been provided to us concerning, for example, the 
observation that there is no difference in the accident rate between 
buggies that are marked in the way that the Swartzentruber Amish 
wish to mark theirs and buggies that are marked using the orange 
triangle; after looking at a diagram of the tape markings that are 
proposed to be used, which actually outline the form of the vehicle 
more effectively and make it clearer that what you are approaching 
as a driver is in fact a large, boxy vehicle; and after reading the 
study of the relative reflectivity of the tape versus the orange 
triangle, taking into consideration the fact that even in dusk or in 
snowy conditions, drivers in Pennsylvania are supposed to be 
using their headlights if they cannot see more than 1,000 feet 
ahead, it seems to me that there are no valid scientific or statistical 
reasons to assume that forcing these individuals to violate their 
religious convictions, which we may not agree with but which are 
not subject to our definition of religious belief, whatever that may 
be, we are imposing upon them an unnecessary, undesirable, and 
possibly unconstitutional interference with their religious belief to 
no particular purpose. 
 Therefore, I would suggest that we defeat the amendment and 
offer these people the opportunity to express their religious beliefs 
in the way that they feel is most appropriate and safest. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery County, Mr. Bunt. 
 Mr. BUNT. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I rise to support the amendment introduced by 
Representative Haluska. 
 I would disagree with the previous speaker as to the new 
emblem, that it just is not seen in the daytime. It seems to be 
blending in with the carriages and the carts that are on the roads. 
We have come, since the 1950s, to accept the triangle and 
recognize it as a symbol that indicates to the motoring public that it 
is a slow-moving vehicle. 
 Madam Speaker, there is a large agricultural and rural 
community that exists in Pennsylvania. A higher percentage of 
Pennsylvanians live in rural communities than any other State in 
the nation, and as such, we have a lot of communities throughout 
the Commonwealth that utilize this symbol, and it is recognized by 
the largest percentage of people here in Pennsylvania to indicate to 
them the safety factor of a slow-moving vehicle. 
 In addition, this particular emblem that has been accepted 
throughout the Commonwealth has been defined by the American 
Society of Agricultural Engineers, and it is one that has been, as  
I had indicated, accepted by the motoring public and the 
community at large as to indicate to them slow-moving vehicles, 
and so I would rise to support the gentleman’s amendment.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Centre and Mifflin Counties, 
Mr. Benninghoff. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I was not sure what I wanted to do on this bill when I first came 
here today, but I think Representative Haluska has presented some 
interesting information. I have a question as well as a statement. 
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 That reflective tape, is that similar to what we use in  
EMS (emergency medical services)?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are you asking to interrogate the 
maker of the amendment? 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. I apologize; yes. Could I ask the maker 
of the amendment a question, please? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed.  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Yes, Madam Speaker; that tape basically is 
the same reflective tape that you use on any vehicle, whether it be 
a tractor-trailer, an EMS vehicle. It is a reflective, Scotchlike 
material, and it shows up very well at night, but that does not do 
anything for us for during the day. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. That is the point I would like you to just 
highlight. You said that it is not as effective probably in foggy 
situations, snow situations, and/or different light times of the day. 
Is that correct? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. If there is not light shining on it, it is not 
effective. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you. 
 If I may make a statement? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. I want to thank the maker of the 
amendment for clarifying that, because I think we need to think 
about our practices in our hunting. In Pennsylvania, as hunting  
has evolved, we used different colors – the old Woolrich  
black-and-white outfit; some guys have worn yellow – but the 
most universally recognized color is blaze orange. We have a 
requirement to wear a certain amount, I think it is 122 inches of 
blaze orange, while we are hunting. 
 We have young drivers on the road, and one of the things that 
they are trained in their driver’s ed is to be respective of those 
orange triangles. When we talk about safety on the road, we are 
not only talking about the buggy operators; I think we need to be 
thinking about the respect and the safety of the individuals that are 
driving behind these vehicles and other motorists on the road. 
Many of you have probably experienced a time driving on a foggy 
day where you think a motorcycle is coming to you in the other 
direction, only to be frightened when you realize it is a full-size 
vehicle with a headlight out. 
 I think we need to support Representative Haluska’s 
amendment. I think we have a universally recognized symbol  
that all drivers, all motorists on the road, know that that is an 
animal-driven vehicle, and more importantly, that the blaze orange 
is a universally accepted sign. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair interrupts the 
proceeding to request that the gentleman, Mr. WRIGHT, from 
Bucks County be placed on leave for the remainder of the day. 
Without objection, the leave is granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 238 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Pippy. 
 Mr. PIPPY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Would the maker of the amendment be willing to interrogation?  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed.  
 Mr. PIPPY. I have a couple questions, Madam Speaker. 
 First, we had discussed this issue preliminarily in the 
Transportation Committee, and one of the issues that did come out 
was that other States have already allowed this alternative signage. 
 I want to make sure I understand your problem with this. Is it a 
daylight-versus-night issue, or is it you do not believe that they 
should be allowed to have alternative signage on the slow-moving, 
horse-drawn vehicles? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. No, Madam Speaker. I would agree that any 
other markings would be welcome, whether it be reflective tape, 
turn signals, lanterns, whatever they want to use, but during the 
day, those are very ineffective. The only thing that is effective at 
dusk, twilight, during the day, is the orange triangle, because it is 
not in a low enough light situation that you get a reflection but it 
obviously is a symbol that drivers are trained to know that when 
they come upon this symbol, they have a slow-moving vehicle 
ahead of them and to prepare to start to slow down. 
 Mr. PIPPY. Thank you. 
 One of the issues and concerns I have is, is there any statistical 
data showing that carts, wagons, that are marked in the alternative 
manner have had a higher rate or incidence of accidents either 
during the daytime or night in Pennsylvania or – well, obviously 
not in Pennsylvania yet but in other States?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. It depends whose study you believe. There are 
studies that have come up with statistics that show either way that 
the orange triangle is an advantage. Some people say that it is not 
an advantage. But the trouble that we have is, it is a universally 
recognized insignia, which is today in place across the  
United States, and what we are doing is trying to break that. It is 
strictly a safety issue not only for the people that are driving the 
vehicles, the Amish or whoever, like Representative Schuler said; 
it is the people that have a chance of having an accident, running 
into one of these vehicles. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. PIPPY. Madam Speaker, I have a question. Would it be 
appropriate to either ask the maker of the amendment or someone 
else? My question concerns the language he wants to strip out, so 
it is not the amendment itself but the language in the bill that he 
wants to strip out. I want to make sure I completely understand 
what we are trying to pull out of this bill. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You should address the maker of 
the amendment. 
 Mr. PIPPY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Mr. HALUSKA. It is section 4529, “Slow moving vehicle 
emblem.” The section is amended to permit the display of strips of 
gray reflective material, tape, to outline the perimeter of the rear of 
an animal-drawn vehicle instead of the current fluorescent orange, 
slow-moving-vehicle emblem. 
 So basically, what the language that the Senate put in was to 
say, if they put a reflective gray tape at the rear of the vehicle, they 
can remove the orange triangle. 
 Mr. PIPPY. Now, would that apply to all Amish sects or any 
individual with a horse-drawn, slow-moving vehicle, or would that 
apply to the limited group that we are talking about today?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. That would apply to any animal-drawn 
vehicle, period. 
 Mr. PIPPY. If we could get that language limited to individuals 
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or organizations that have religious convictions against that and 
come up with some type of alternative marking system not only to 
cover what we, I think, uniformly agree is a better system at night 
but potentially address either red tape or some other type of 
daytime marking system, would you be more acceptable to that in 
the future?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. At this point I believe what Representative 
Schuler had said, that they fought long and hard with Amish across 
this State and the Mennonites that still use buggies to get to this 
point, and I would not want to regress and go backwards. 
 Mr. PIPPY. Okay. Thank you. 
 Madam Speaker, a comment on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. PIPPY. First, I understand the gentleman’s issues with 
standardization of marking, in particular when it deals with safety. 
One of my biggest concerns, however, and the reason I asked that 
last question was, our Commonwealth was built, was founded, on 
religious freedoms and expression. I do not have any individuals 
who are constituency, by the way, that have, quote, “a horse in this 
race.” What I do have, though, is a concern that we are not willing 
to try to find an alternative means to address what is, based on 
other States and other Supreme Courts, a legitimate religious 
concern. 
 I had even offered to the gentleman that potentially we could 
amend it so we could address the daylight issue as well as 
additional markings. I, as much as anyone else, do not want to put 
the traveling public at risk. However, we have situations where 
other States are able to accommodate not only the safety issue but 
the ability to have tolerance in religion. I think that is the median 
that we as a Commonwealth have traditionally sought to find and 
should find now. 
 For that reason I am going to vote “no” on this amendment.  
I think the bill as it is drafted is a little broad and should be 
corrected to be specific to “religious,” and I completely respect the 
wishes of the gentleman and his desire to pull that out, but I think 
in many cases, especially where there is no statistical data to say 
that there is a safety risk, that we should err on the side of 
tolerance, and for that I would ask my colleagues to vote “no.” 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Melio. 
 Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I rise in support of Representative Haluska’s amendment. 
 As a member of the Transportation Committee, we were 
provided videos, and they were very impressive. As a matter of 
fact, when you have a vehicle that goes 5 to 8 miles per hour and 
you do not know whether the horse is going to go left or right or 
back up or whatever and the vehicles that are coming behind them 
are traveling 50 miles an hour and sometimes a lot faster, it could 
really present a hazard, and this is really a great safety benefit to 
anyone who has this kind of a vehicle, and I urge passage. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Huntingdon County,  
Mr. Sather. 
 Mr. SATHER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 For the purpose of interrogation. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed.  
 Mr. SATHER. Madam Speaker, I had two questions. One has 
been resolved for me by one of the previous speakers. 

 The question I have deals with the defense of the charges that 
were made in common pleas court? Am I correct? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. It is now going to the Commonwealth Court. 
 Mr. SATHER. All right. 
 PENNDOT made their position known at that time and the 
compelling reasons why they felt that this was not appropriate.  
I know you have touched on that, but could you amplify what 
PENNDOT’s position was as compelling safety reasons?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Yes, Madam Speaker. 
 What happened is, they were giving warnings to this particular 
sect that moved into the area in northern Cambria County, but they 
basically were refusing to put the triangle on, so as the complaints 
came from the citizens which had the near collisions, then, of 
course, the State Police got a lot of phone calls; I got a lot of  
phone calls. We in turn called the State Police and asked them why 
they were not enforcing the law. Once the heat from the people 
was turned up, then they had no other means but to start writing 
citations. I mean, you know, the citizenry was up in arms basically 
on the State Police, and they basically started writing these 
citations. 
 Mr. SATHER. But when the case was in court— 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Yes. 
 Mr. SATHER. —PENNDOT responded to the reasons why 
they felt it was still inappropriate to use the gray tape, and they 
stated some compelling reasons for that, did they not?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. I did not follow the court hearing verbatim, 
but I followed the news stories that came out of it, and they had 
expert witnesses on both sides of this issue testify, and I am sure 
PENNDOT was in that mix, and as far as I know, the judge made 
his decision on the evidence that was presented, and he ruled 
against the Amish. 
 Mr. SATHER. The other part, you said that this ruling by the 
courts would not just apply to this one sect but all?  
 
 Mr. HALUSKA. This would basically, if we were to overturn 
this with this legislation, if we did not put this amendment in, 
anybody across this State, any Amish, any Mennonite, anybody 
that had just a sleigh that they basically went out or a buggy,  
a surrey, that they took a ride, would be able to remove that  
slow-moving triangle from their wagon or buggy or whatever.  
We are erasing this across the State. 
 Mr. SATHER. Thank you. 
 That is all. I would just like for a comment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. SATHER. I am going to support this amendment. I think it 
is rather clear and convincing evidence that I was able to read 
some of it in the paper back home that PENNDOT made its point 
rather clearly and the courts ruled. Now, I know this is going to go 
up to higher court, but my position and I recommend that others 
will support this amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Washington County,  
Mr. Daley. 
 Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Will the maker of the amendment stand for a brief 
interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed.  
 Mr. DALEY. Madam Speaker, it is my understanding then, the 
crux of this issue is that there is a small group of Amish religious 
sect in and around Cambria County that do not adhere to using the 
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triangle symbol because of some religious reason. Is that correct?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. That is true. 
 Mr. DALEY. And what is that religious reason? Are you aware 
of that?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Because of the color; it is a bright color. 
 Mr. DALEY. And do you have any idea as to what the 
connotation of wearing a bright color on an Amish vehicle would 
represent to the Amish in this particular sect?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Evidently, it does not affect tens of thousands 
of them in this State, because I have seen many of those myself in 
the Big Valley or through Lancaster or wherever you go. I think it 
is a sect that basically has dug in their heels and just will not 
cooperate with us, with the law that we have on the book. 
 Mr. DALEY. Now, my question was, do you know why orange 
is so offensive to them?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. No, I do not. 
 Mr. DALEY. And what your amendment basically does is, it 
says that they must be compelled to use this symbol which 
represents this color that is offensive religiously to them. Is that 
correct?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. We are saying, if you are going to use our 
transportation system, you must use it. If you want to drive in the 
fields or you want to go anywhere else, that is fine. Do not use our 
transportation system and put our people in jeopardy if you do not 
want to use our symbol. 
 Mr. DALEY. Now, I think you said earlier that there have been 
studies that indicate both positively and negatively the impact of 
wearing a triangle on the back of a slow-moving vehicle. Is that 
correct? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. That is correct. 
 Mr. DALEY. Have there been any studies that indicate that 
accidents have been prevented by using this symbol on the back of 
a slow-moving vehicle? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. That, I cannot answer. 
 Mr. DALEY. I know for a fact, Mr. Speaker, that it is not true; 
that last week someone was killed, a mother and a daughter were 
killed in Lancaster County, and it is my understanding that that 
particular sect has this orange symbol on the back, but 
nevertheless, that did not stop that accident from occurring.  
Are you aware of that? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. And they also had lights and reflective tape on 
that buggy. 
 Mr. DALEY. But none of that stopped an accident from 
occurring. Is that correct?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Right. 
 Mr. DALEY. Now, we let bicycles share the road, Mr. Speaker, 
in Pennsylvania. Is that true? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Very true. 
 Mr. DALEY. And are there any requirements that require that a 
bicycle have an orange triangle on the back? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. If you will notice, all bicycles today have 
reflective material all over them – sides, front, and back. 
 Mr. DALEY. Is that required by law, Mr. Speaker? Do you 
know that? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. I do not know if it is required by law, but the 
bike manufacturers have seen fit to put the reflective material on 
their products. 
 Mr. DALEY. Now, my understanding, Mr. Speaker, the case 
that you talked about that is going to Commonwealth Court is one 
individual who refused to pay citations, who was found guilty in 
the court of common pleas in Cambria County; that he did not 

abide by the law. Is that correct? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Several family members have been cited;  
29 violations in all. 
 Mr. DALEY. And how many people are actually involved with 
this religious group? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. I do not know what the families contain; 
maybe upwards of 80 people in these numerous families. 
 Mr. DALEY. How many accidents have occurred because there 
were no symbols on the back of these slow-moving vehicles in 
Cambria County?  
 Mr. HALUSKA. Thank God, none so far. 
 Mr. DALEY. But there have been no accidents? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. There have been quite a few near-misses. 
 Mr. DALEY. As well as bicycles, I am assuming, too, in 
Cambria County? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. As well as Amish buggies; there have been 
quite a few near-misses. 
 Mr. DALEY. And is there any consequence if we pass this 
legislation that that group may decide to move out of Pennsylvania 
because of this oppressive, as they may view it, oppressive law 
that we may pass? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Yes; they have threatened to move back to 
Ohio. 
 Mr. DALEY. Madam Speaker, on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. DALEY. Madam Speaker, with all deference to my good 
friend, Representative Haluska, I rise to oppose this amendment. I 
think we all ought to take a chance to look, that this is a religious 
issue; it is not a safety issue, by and large. We have a religious 
group, the Amish – they are not in my district; unfortunately, they 
are in his district, but they are all over Pennsylvania – that really, 
truly believe that they cannot have this symbol on the back of their 
vehicle because of religious reasons. If we decide to take it to the 
next step and tell them that you cannot have this or you have to 
have this, I think what we are doing is really overreaching and 
overstepping our constitutional rights here, and I believe that that 
legislation, when that case goes to Commonwealth Court or goes 
to the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, it is going to be stricken 
down as unconstitutional. 
 So I ask for a negative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Carbon County, Mr. McCall.  
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I would ask the members of this General Assembly to support 
the Haluska amendment. Madam Speaker, I think we have heard a 
number of speakers who spoke on this issue and talked about how 
it has been studied for the last 50 years, and truly it has been 
studied for the last 50 years by Ohio State University, the 
Automotive Safety Foundation, the American Society of 
Engineers, and it has been adopted as a national standard as far as 
the slow-moving-vehicle emblem by the American National 
Standards Institute. 
 But the bottom line is this, that this is a public safety issue. And 
I understand about religious freedom; I think we all do. But when 
individuals are using public thoroughfares and we are endangering 
the motoring public because of vehicles that are moving slowly on 
Commonwealth roads, Commonwealth highways, we should be 
protecting the motoring public, and I think the Haluska amendment 
is a good amendment and that we should be supporting it. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
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and recognizes the gentleman from Bedford County, Mr. Hess. 
 Mr. HESS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Just a few questions of the maker of the amendment, if I may.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 
proceed.  
 Mr. HESS. Thank you. 
 Madam Speaker, in the previous interrogation, I did not catch 
the answer. I think the question was asked, were there any 
accidents in the last 2 years concerning buggies or horse-drawn 
vehicles? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. No, Madam Speaker, we have had no 
accidents; we have had a lot of near-misses. 
 Mr. HESS. How do you document near-misses? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. When people go to the State Police and file a 
complaint, when people come into my office and file a complaint, 
that they almost had an accident because they almost ran into a 
buggy because they did not see it in time, and they want to know 
why they are not having any markings on their vehicles or the 
slow-moving triangle to alert them that they are a slow-moving 
vehicle ahead of them. 
 Mr. HESS. Just one more question. 
 Do they have any markings at all on the vehicles? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. As of now, no. 
 Mr. HESS. No markings at all? 
 Mr. HALUSKA. No. 
 Mr. HESS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 If I may. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. HESS. I would just like to say that this is a standard across 
the State, and I think this is a safety issue, and I think that we 
ought to support the amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the lady from Indiana County, Ms. Steelman, for 
the second time on the amendment. 
 Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I want to reiterate that, yes, it is a safety issue. However, no 
evidence has been presented that suggests that the reflective tape 
that the Swartzentruber Amish propose to use is less safe than the 
orange triangle that PENNDOT wants to impose upon them. I do 
not think there is any question that having some kind of marking 
on a slow-moving vehicle is safer than nothing at all, but we have 
not seen any indication that one method of marking a vehicle is 
comparatively safer than the other. And I know, because we also 
have a significant Amish community in Indiana County, that 
having orange triangles on buggies does not mean that there are 
not near-misses and it does not mean that there are not accidents, 
and as far as I can see, if there is no perceptible difference in the 
degree of safety conferred by the two methods, that we should not 
be suppressing the religious expression of a minority religion just 
because, apparently, as some people are suggesting, it is a minority 
religion. The fact that it is not a system of belief for the majority of 
Amish does not mean that it is not a valid religious belief, and it is 
my contention that in the absence of evidence of a significant 
difference in safety, that we should respect the religious belief 
even of a rather small group of devout Pennsylvanians. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Stern. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you. 
 I was wondering if I could interrogate the chairman of the 
Transportation Committee? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I am looking at the language in the bill, and  
I understand the ramifications of the amendment as it was inserted 
in the Senate, what it was intended to do, and I know and I do 
believe that it is a religious rights issue by a particular sect of 
Amish. 
 My question to the chairman of the Transportation Committee, 
is this amendment drafted correctly or is the language that was 
inserted in the Senate inserted properly to do the intent, to protect 
this one particular sect that was having the problem that did not 
have the previous reflective tape on the buggies? 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much. 
 Madam Speaker, the language that is in the bill currently is 
drafted wrong. The intent, I believe, is right. I believe that the 
language is wrong, and it is inclusive of everything statewide when 
it should be really a rifle shot that comes into this sect only. 
 I also believe that the department, working along with the 
courts and with the sect themselves, can come up with regulations 
that would satisfy their religious needs as well as meet the safety 
requirements of the State. 
 We in this General Assembly should not be about telling people 
how they should worship and what they should wear and what they 
should do, but we should be about the idea of what we have on the 
road to make it safe. 
 I believe that if the State Police in Ohio and Indiana can work 
this out, the State Police in Pennsylvania and the law firm that is 
representing the sect, Reed Smith, and others in the department can 
reach a compromise that Representative Haluska can come back to 
this body with language that will respect and honor their religious 
rights and at the same time make sure that the motoring public and 
the people in those buggies are protected. 
 The idea that 29 citations have been served and people are 
willing to go to jail for their religious freedom is a very, very 
serious issue that we all should address. It was not too many years 
ago that people like Representative Stern and his family and 
Representative Hershey and my family left Germany to come to 
Pennsylvania for religious freedom, and although our church, the 
Dunkards, have modernized, there are still some that are not.  
Penn established us for that purpose, and I believe that all of this 
can be worked out with the right language and the right 
intelligence and the right people working together, not writing 
citations against people in Cambria County. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman finished 
answering Mr. Stern’s question? 
 Mr. STERN. Well, I thank the chairman of the Transportation 
Committee for that comment. 
 I guess my question is, where does this put us right now with 
this amendment and with what you would like to see occur as 
chairman of the Transportation Committee? 
 Mr. GEIST. If I were to say what I was going to do right now, I 
would vote with Representative Haluska with the caveat that we 
come back and that the Transportation Committee in the House 
and the Senate work along with the State Police and the 
department and others interested to come up with a spec that will 
satisfy everyone. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 With that recommendation, then I will in fact support the 
Haluska amendment as it is currently written with the caveat, 
hopefully, that the chairman and the House Transportation 
Committee will come back and address this particular issue with 
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this particular sect. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria,  
Mr. Haluska. 
 Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, a couple of the speakers today basically 
presented some information like we were on trial. The trial has 
taken place; the judge has ruled. He wants to uphold the laws of 
Pennsylvania. I just hope that this House votes to uphold the laws 
that we have made in Pennsylvania, and please support the 
amendment. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment?  
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–167 
 
Adolph Egolf Markosek Schroder 
Allen Evans, D. Marsico Schuler 
Argall Evans, J. Mayernik Scrimenti 
Baker, J. Fairchild McCall Semmel 
Baker, M. Feese McGeehan Shaner 
Bard Fichter McGill Smith, B. 
Barrar Fleagle McIlhattan Smith, S. H. 
Bastian Flick McIlhinney Solobay 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McNaughton Staback 
Belardi Freeman Melio Stairs 
Belfanti Gabig Michlovic Steil 
Benninghoff Gannon Micozzie Stern 
Bishop Geist Miller, R. Stetler 
Boyes George Mundy Stevenson, R. 
Brooks Gordner Myers Strittmatter 
Bunt Grucela Nailor Sturla 
Butkovitz Gruitza Nickol Surra 
Buxton Habay O’Brien Tangretti 
Caltagirone Haluska Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cappelli Hanna Pallone Taylor, J. 
Casorio Harhart Perzel Thomas 
Cawley Hasay Petrarca Tigue 
Civera Hess Petrone Travaglio 
Clark Horsey Phillips Trello 
Clymer Hutchinson Pickett Trich 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlowiec Pistella Tulli 
Colafella James Preston Turzai 
Coleman Kaiser Raymond Veon 
Cornell Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Corrigan Kenney Reinard Washington 
Costa Krebs Rieger Waters 
Coy Lawless Robinson Watson 
Creighton Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
Cruz Lescovitz Rooney Wilt 
Curry Levdansky Ross Wojnaroski 
Dailey Lewis Rubley Wright, G. 
Dally Lucyk Ruffing Yewcic 
DeLuca Lynch Sainato Youngblood 
DeWeese Mackereth Samuelson Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Maitland Santoni Zimmerman 
Donatucci Major Sather Zug 
Eachus Mann Scavello 
 
 
 NAYS–29 
 
Birmelin Harhai Leh Rohrer 
Blaum Harper Maher Saylor 
Browne Hennessey Manderino Steelman 
Cohen, M. Herman Metcalfe Stevenson, T. 
Daley Hershey Miller, S. Vance 

Dermody Josephs Pippy Vitali 
Forcier Laughlin Roberts Walko 
Godshall 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Diven 
 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. YUDICHAK offered the following amendment No. 
A3976: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by inserting after “AMOUNTS,” 
   for occupational limited license, 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 26, by inserting after “1547(C),” 
   1553(b), 
 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 10, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
§ 1553.  Occupational limited license. 
 * * * 
 (b)  Petition.– 

 (1)  The applicant for an occupational limited license must 
file a petition with the department, by certified mail, setting forth in 
detail the need for operating a motor vehicle. The petition shall be 
on a form prescribed by the department and shall identify the 
specific motor vehicle or vehicles the petitioner seeks permission to 
operate. The petition shall include an explanation as to why the 
operation of a motor vehicle is essential to the petitioner’s 
occupation, work, trade or study. The petition shall identify the 
petitioner’s employer and shall include proof of financial 
responsibility covering all vehicles which the petitioner requests to 
be allowed to operate. The department may require additional 
information as well as additional evidence to verify the information 
contained in the petition. 
 (2)  The petitioner shall surrender his driver’s license in 
accordance with section 1540 (relating to surrender of license).  
If the petitioner’s driver’s license has been lost or stolen, the 
petitioner shall submit an application for a replacement license, 
along with the proper fee. If the petitioner is a nonresident licensed 
driver, the petitioner shall submit an acknowledgment of 
suspension in lieu of a driver’s license. If the petitioner’s license 
has expired, the petitioner shall submit an application for renewal, 
along with the appropriate fee. All fines, costs and restoration fees 
must be paid at the time of petition. 
 (3)  Consistent with the provisions of this section, the 
department shall issue an occupational limited license to the 
applicant within 20 days of receipt of the petition. 

(4) (i)  A person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended for a conviction of section 1543 (relating to 
driving while operating privilege is suspended or revoked) 
may not petition for an occupational limited license unless 
department records show that the suspension for a 
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conviction of section 1543 occurred only as the result of: 
 (A)  a suspension for failure to respond to a 
citation imposed under the authority of  
section 1533 (relating to suspension of operating 
privilege for failure to respond to citation) or  
6146 (relating to enforcement agreements); 
 (B)  a suspension for failure to undergo a 
special examination imposed under the authority of 
section 1538(a) (relating to school, examination or 
hearing on accumulation of points or excessive 
speeding); [or] 
 (C)  a suspension for failure to attend a 
departmental hearing imposed under the authority 
of section 1538(b)[.]; or 
 (D)  a suspension that occurred as a result 
of a violation of section 1772(b) (relating to 
suspension for nonpayment of judgments), 1774 
(relating to payments sufficient to satisfy 
judgments) or 1775 (relating to installment 
payment of judgments). 

 (ii)  The petition may not be filed until  
three months have been served for the suspension under 
section 1543(a). 

 * * * 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Yudichak, for a brief explanation of 
the amendment. 
 Mr. YUDICHAK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 What amendment 3976 would do would allow Pennsylvania 
drivers to get an occupational limited license who have entered 
into a payment plan and satisfied at least 3 months of that 
suspension before they can get that limited license. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment. We would urge a “yes” vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Major Sather 
Allen Fairchild Manderino Saylor 
Argall Feese Mann Scavello 
Baker, J. Fichter Markosek Schroder 
Baker, M. Fleagle Marsico Schuler 
Bard Flick Mayernik Scrimenti 
Barrar Forcier McCall Semmel 
Bastian Frankel McGeehan Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McGill Smith, B. 
Belardi Gabig McIlhattan Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gannon McIlhinney Solobay 
Benninghoff Geist McNaughton Staback 
Birmelin George Melio Stairs 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Steelman 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Steil 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stern 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stetler 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, R. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Stevenson, T. 

Buxton Hanna Myers Strittmatter 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Sturla 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Surra 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Taylor, J. 
Clark Herman Perzel Thomas 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Tigue 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Travaglio 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Trich 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Tulli 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Turzai 
Cornell James Pistella Vance 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Veon 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Vitali 
Coy Keller Readshaw Walko 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Wansacz 
Cruz Krebs Rieger Washington 
Curry Laughlin Roberts Waters 
Dailey Lawless Robinson Watson 
Daley Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wilt 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Wright, G. 
DeWeese Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Donatucci Lynch Sainato Yudichak 
Eachus Mackereth Samuelson Zimmerman 
Egolf Maher Santoni Zug 
Evans, D. Maitland 
 
 NAYS–2 
 
Blaum Trello 
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Diven 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A3984: 
 
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1543), page 7, line 18, by striking out  
“two years” and inserting 
   one year 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Madam Speaker, I have three amendments.  
Could I do 3980 first? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would you like to temporarily 
withdraw the one that has been read? 
 Mr. VITALI. Please. 
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AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN TEMPORARILY 

 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman requests that 3984 
be temporarily withdrawn in order to offer amendment number— 
Please repeat the number. 
 Mr. VITALI. 3980. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. 3980. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A3980: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 16, by striking out “AND” and inserting a 
comma 
 Amend Title, page 1, lines 16 through 18, by striking out  
“; PROVIDING FOR” in line 16, all of line 17 and “CITIES; AND 
FURTHER PROVIDING” in line 18 and inserting a comma 
 Amend Sec. 4, page 14, lines 8 through 30; pages 15 through 22, 
lines 1 through 30; page 23, lines 1 through 7, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages  
 Amend Sec. 5, page 23, line 8, by striking out “5” and inserting 
   4 
 Amend Sec. 6, page 23, line 15, by striking out “6” and inserting 
   5 
 Amend Sec. 7, page 29, line 30, by striking out “7” and inserting 
   6 
 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 32, line 16, by striking out “8” and inserting 
   7 
 Amend Sec. 9, page 46, line 19, by striking out “9” and inserting 
   8 
 Amend Sec. 10, page 47, line 13, by striking out “10” and inserting 
   9 
 Amend Sec. 11, page 47, line 19, by striking out “11” and inserting 
   10 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 48, line 8, by striking out “12” and inserting 
   11 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 49, line 1, by striking out “9” and inserting 
   8 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 49, line 2, by striking out “11” and inserting 
   10 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The bill in chief contains a segment that establishes in 
Philadelphia a red light camera program at, I am going to guess, 
about 8 or 10 intersections in Philadelphia. I do not know the exact 
number. Essentially, it is a system where a camera takes pictures 
of vehicles which cross through the intersection and automatically 
issues tickets to cars who have gone through that red light. What 
my amendment does is, basically, simply removes that provision 
from the bill. 
 I have a number of concerns with this system, and I would like 
to just outline those concerns. I think, first and foremost, I think 
this camera red light enforcement system just sort of reeks of  
Big Brotherism. Even if we concede it will help us enforce the 

laws, I am wondering if we really want a society where we start 
over time having more and more TV cameras monitoring our 
conduct in various places just to make sure the laws are enforced. I 
think it is an intrusion on our privacy, and I think it simply just 
goes too far. 
 It is a slippery slope, I think, that we are going down when we 
enact this sort of legislation, and I think the New York Times 
editorialized against it, and I will just read very quickly. They said, 
“Is this but another step down the slippery slope toward a more 
intrusive, less private world, overseen by a government that 
supposedly has only the greater…good as its objective?” And  
I think—  I am sorry; I just quoted from the Harrisburg Patriot. 
The New York Times goes as follows: “What’s next? Cameras to 
catch those smoking, using cell phones or not wearing seat belts? 
We’re all for traffic enforcement, but there is a danger that this 
technology could ultimately be used to monitor the comings and 
goings of citizens.” 
 I think the New York Times also called this system an 
Orwellian cash cow, and I think that term, “Orwellian cash cow,” 
underscores two problems: one, the Orwellian nature of this 
surveillance in our day-to-day lives, but two, the fact that it has 
become a cash cow for many municipalities; it really can generate 
ticket after ticket after ticket, and there is a danger in this system 
and there have been problems reported in the past. By 
manipulating the length of the yellow light, you can greatly 
increase the number of tickets and in fact the amount of revenue 
for a municipality. So there is that danger when you have a system  
 
like this, that it simply becomes a revenue device for a 
municipality, and that is not being fair to our constituents. 
 Now, the maker of the bill might point out that there is a 
limiting factor in this bill that limits it to 5 percent of the 
municipality’s budget, but we are dealing with a city budget of 
$3.1 billion. So 5 percent of $3.1 billion is $155 million or  
1.5 million tickets as a limit. That is not much of a limit since that 
is about how many people live in Philadelphia with a couple of 
thousand extra tickets for the suburbs. So there is really not a limit 
on this bill as far as tickets. 
 I think another concern with this system is, the way the system 
is set up it really compromises some basic due-process rights we 
have become used to as citizens, and I think the first and most 
basic right is the presumption of innocence. The reality is, under 
this system, if a car you own drives through and gets a ticket, you 
are in fact presumed guilty. You are presumed guilty as the owner 
of the car even though it may have been your son or your neighbor 
or someone else who has made the infraction. 
 I think the second infringement on due process is the burden of 
proof. Generally, the prosecution should have the burden of proof 
under our system of justice, but in this system it shifts to the 
citizen to prove he is not guilty as opposed to the Commonwealth 
proving he is guilty as far as whether that person was the driver or 
not. 
 And I think a third basic right this system infringes upon is the 
right of someone to confront those testifying against him. Under 
this, police officers do not have to come to trial and testify. 
 Madam Speaker, I think another problem with this system is it 
could potentially – and this is probably more important to 
Philadelphia legislators – this system could take revenues away 
from the city of Philadelphia, because under the system as it is 
currently set up – well, under the present system moneys for 
tickets in Philadelphia go to the city of Philadelphia, so you get 
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that revenue. If you go through a red light, pay a $100 fine, that 
money goes to the city. Under this system this would go to the 
Philadelphia Parking Authority and eventually to a fund in the 
State to be used for State purposes. So fines under this system do 
not go to the city but go to the State. So that is something 
Philadelphia legislators might want to be concerned about. 
 Another problem with this system is that – and this has been 
advanced in a recent study by a Republican Federal 
Representative, Dick Armey. His contention is that you can reduce 
these intersection problems, you can reduce these collisions in 
intersections, which this system is attempting to address, by 
lengthening the length of the yellow light. His study has shown if 
you lengthen the length of the yellow light, you will decrease the 
number of accidents in an intersection. So he would suggest, rather 
than using this system with its problems, that the problem be 
approached in a different way. 
 I think, finally, there is a certain political problem with that, and 
that is that under this bill, SB 238, and under this system which is 
being laid out, it is being administered by the Philadelphia Parking 
Authority, I mean, whose basic job is to find parking spots for cars 
and enforce parking violations. Logically, you would expect this to 
go to the department of streets because they enforce red light 
violations currently, and I think, obviously—  Well, there has been 
a trend in this House and I think it is basically simply raw politics 
to move more and more traditional city functions away from the 
control of the elected city officials and into, well, the parking 
authority being the first, the schools, and this. It is simply, I would 
call it, a part of a power grab, if you will. 
 So I think the final problem with this bill is that it 
inappropriately shifts enforcement of red light enforcement and 
traffic enforcement to the Philadelphia Parking Authority, which I 
would suspect is inappropriate. 
 So for those reasons I would ask for a “yes” vote on this 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the lady from  
Indiana County, Ms. Steelman. 
 Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Orwellian cash cow sounds about right. 
 In my district office, as in many district offices, my staff spends 
a significant amount of time helping constituents from western 
Pennsylvania deal with parking tickets that have been issued to 
them by the Philadelphia Parking Authority in error, charging them 
for parking violations they have not committed, in cars they do not 
own, on days that they could not physically have been anywhere 
near Philadelphia. 
 With the establishment of the red light camera system in  
New York City, we have now begun to get people walking into the 
district office who are getting summonses from New York City for 
violations committed by cars that they do not own, on days that 
they could not have been in New York City, and looking at the 
picture, quite obviously committed by license plates that are not 
license plates owned by the constituent who is in the office saying, 
why am I getting this bill? This has nothing to do with me. This is 
another exciting clerical error, and when a clerical error can cost 
you $100, I think you are right to get a little agitated about it. 
 I do not think that those of us who try to help our constituents 
out with the transportation problems that they already have need 
another stream of constituents coming into our office because they 
have gotten erroneously ticketed by the Philadelphia Parking 
Authority. Please join Representative Vitali and me in getting rid 

of this program. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
 I would just like to compliment Representative Vitali for 
coming over and joining with another good liberal, Representative 
Armey. I think that that is a very good political move to make. 
 I rise today to support this, and I believe that every one of the 
contentions that the Representative has made can be knocked 
down. 
 First and foremost, this is a safety issue. It is not a revenue 
enhancement issue at all. Two of the most dangerous intersections 
in the United States are spelled out in this bill, and if we in this 
General Assembly can give the tools to the Philadelphians in an 
experimental program that will ensure public safety, ensure that we 
have less accidents, less killings, less maimings in these 
intersections, I believe that we should try it in this program. 
 The moneys that are collected from this program that are not 
used to administer the program will go into the enhancement 
programs, and for people like Representative Steelman and others, 
that is money for the Ghost Town Trail and other enhancement 
projects throughout the State. 
 This technology now has been proven. Only the owner of the 
vehicle is cited. The provisions are there for the owner of that 
vehicle to inform the traffic court that they were not part of that 
process. The time, the dwell times are fixed. The lights cannot be 
played with to increase the number of citations written. There is no 
incentive to increase the number of citations written because there 
is no financial enhancement for the city of Philadelphia to do this. 
The only motivating factor that the city of Philadelphia should 
have now is the safety of motorists in those intersections. This 
technology will be tried, and for 120 days, only – only – warnings 
will be issued. After 120 days then the program kicks in and fines 
will be assessed to the vehicle. 
 I believe it is time that we tried something like this. I believe 
that if you study those intersections that are named and the history 
of those intersections which were provided to us by that 
administration, you will find that this program makes sense, it 
works, and all the arguments that were made against it are truly 
frivolous. 
 I would urge a “no” vote on the amendment and a “yes” vote on 
the bill. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I confess that like Representative Vitali on 
traffic matters, I am a Dick Armey Democrat. I think the retiring 
Republican leader in the U.S. Congress is right in his concern for 
the civil liberties implications of this. I think he is also right in 
being concerned that this is just another big-government 
enhancement tool by which people are taxed on the whimsical 
matter of what streets they drive through. 
 Hundreds of thousands of Philadelphians drive through these 
intersections every day; so probably do hundreds of thousands of 
residents of Bucks County and countless thousands – I have no 
way of knowing how many – from Montgomery and Delaware 
Counties. 
 In addition, Madam Speaker, it is our experience that no 
technology works perfectly. There always are errors of one kind or 
another, and the more tickets that are issued, the more errors there 
are going to be. Even if only one-tenth of 1 percent of traffic 
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tickets issued under this plan are issued in error, that is going to be 
a lot of traffic tickets because there are going to be so many tickets 
potentially issued. If you have 1.5 million tickets issued a year out 
of these five intersections and just a tiny fraction of them are 
issued in error, that could be many, many thousands of erroneous 
tickets issued in error that will take up our time and the time of our 
district staff. 
 I favor traffic safety measures. This measure may prove to be a 
traffic safety measure; that remains to be seen, but certainly this is 
an excellent revenue generation measure, and while Philadelphia 
and Bucks Counties are the counties that are most heavily going to 
have revenue generated from them, I am sure every county in this 
State is going to have people getting some tickets at some time. 
 I join Mr. Vitali in urging a “no” vote on this measure. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Elk County, Mr. Surra. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I rise in support of the Vitali amendment. 
 Innocent until proven guilty; innocent until proven guilty. It is 
one of the foundation blocks of our Constitution. This red light 
scheme throws that out the window. Sure, it is a public safety 
issue, but we could certainly make this country a lot safer with 
changes in law enforcement if we are willing to shred the 
Constitution. 
 Madam Speaker, it does away with due process. I will give you 
some examples. Let us say my son is a college student in 
Philadelphia. He is driving a car registered in my and my wife’s 
name. He lets one of his friends borrow his car. Three months later 
we get a fine in the mail. I call my son up. “Did you run a red light 
in Philadelphia?” “Jeez, Dad, I don’t remember doing that.” But I 
am guilty; I am guilty because my son let someone use my car and 
he ran a red light. There is something inherently wrong with that 
system, Madam Speaker, and this is what we are advocating on the 
House floor today? In the interest of public safety we are going to 
pass something like this? 
 Madam Speaker, I constantly, representing a rural district in 
Pennsylvania, am forced to advocate for my constituents because 
of parking tickets that they receive in Philadelphia. They have 
never been in Philadelphia. So I have to make the phone calls and 
go jump through the hoops. In fact, one time a man with a 
motorcycle in the middle of February received a parking ticket  
in Philadelphia. Now, his motorcycle was in storage back in  
Elk County, but we still had to jump through the hoops. 
 What are we going to do with this? If an individual cannot walk 
behind a car, record a license plate on a ticket sheet, and send it in 
properly, they are going to be able to read a photo of a car passing 
through an intersection accurately? 
 Madam Speaker, for all of those reasons and especially for what 
it does to our constitutional right to due process, I urge a “no” vote 
for this. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin County,  
Mr. McNaughton, on the amendment. 
 Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I, too, rise in support of the Vitali amendment. 
 Similar concerns with those folks who have spoken earlier, but 
I would like to take it a little bit further than that. There are no 
provisions in this bill to prevent the manipulation of these cameras 
to expand the scope of the surveillance beyond a traffic vehicular 
stop. That is going even further down the slippery slope than this 
bill proposes to do. 

 We heard earlier that these intersections are the two most 
dangerous intersections in the United States in this proposed bill. If 
you know that already, why is it that you are not enforcing the 
traffic violations at those intersections already? 
 I do not believe that we need to install cameras and expand the 
scope of surveillance by government into our lives further, and  
I urge a “yes” vote on the Vitali amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Kenney, on 
the amendment. 
 Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose the Vitali amendment. 
 The gentleman from Philadelphia used the term “whimsical 
matter” as you travel roads throughout Philadelphia. Well, when 
people are dying on Roosevelt Boulevard because of red light 
runners, I think we need recourse, and those innocent citizens  
that travel those roadways, whether they be from Philadelphia, 
Bucks County, or anywhere else in this Commonwealth, need an 
answer. 
 And to the gentleman prior that just spoke about the police, this 
is a police matter. Police would issue the tickets. We have had 
police sit at these intersections, but with the mass and the number 
of cars that travel Roosevelt Boulevard, they just cannot keep up 
with the violators. 
 
 So the other issue of intrusion. I do not believe taking a picture 
of someone’s bumper and their license plate is so intrusive when 
you are trying to save lives is an issue. 
 And this is a “may” provision. The gentleman from Delaware 
County spoke about political implications in the city of 
Philadelphia and revenue loss. This provision in this legislation 
would allow the city council of Philadelphia to move forward on 
this pilot program if they saw fit to move forward. It says they can 
do this. We give them the authority to move forward for 120 days. 
 So I stand with the police force in the city of Philadelphia  
and with law enforcement and those concerned about safety – 
Mothers Against Drunk Driving and others – to ask you to vote 
“no” on the Vitali amendment. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, for 
the second time. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, several people have pointed out to me that  
I misspoke at the conclusion of my statement. I share the concerns 
that have been raised about the dangers of this. I am not convinced 
that preventing an accident here or there, as this amendment may 
well do, is worth the tremendous inconvenience that it will cause 
to many, many thousands of people over the upcoming years. 
 I support the Vitali amendment, and I urge a “yes” vote on the 
Vitali amendment in order to defeat this plan. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland County,  
Mr. Casorio. 
 Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Briefly, I wanted to let the membership know that I am also 
supporting the Vitali amendment to strip this language. 
 My local law enforcement officials, the Fraternal Order of 
Police Allegheny Valley Lodge No. 39 that serves Armstrong 
County, parts of Allegheny County, Westmoreland County, they 
are opposed to this provision; they are opposed to this amendment. 
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They are concerned about the potential for fraud abuse and also for 
the potential taking of law enforcement officers’ jobs. 
 So I ask for an affirmative vote on the Vitali amendment in 
support of Allegheny Valley Lodge F.O.P. No. 39. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Perzel, on the amendment. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, this is about safety; it is not about collecting 
fines. That is not the intent. That is why we put the money in the 
Pennsylvania Motor License Fund and not in the city of 
Philadelphia. 
 There is no particular reason why anyone would try to give out 
additional fines when the local municipality is not the beneficiary 
of the additional money that would be coming in. You only get a 
ticket if you are guilty. Now, I understand that there are always 
victims out there – as Mr. Keller told me, he is a victim of  
Breyer’s vanilla ice cream – but there are always victims out there 
who may lend their car to someone who does not follow the rules 
the way they are supposed to and ends up with a ticket. That can 
always happen, Madam Speaker. 
 But if you look at the city of Philadelphia and the roads that are 
traveled there, the number of total crashes between 1996 and the 
year 2000, on Interstate 95 it was 2,145; personal injuries  
were 2,390. On Interstate 76 there were 1,500 crashes with  
1,600 injuries, 9 deaths; 37 deaths on Interstate 95. On the  
five intersections, two of them – one in Representative Kenney’s 
area, one in my area – are two of the highest traffic intersections in 
the country. Along U.S. 1, which is one of the most heavily 
traveled routes in the country, the number of total crashes is  
2,700, 20 percent higher than Interstate 95 or Interstate 76, and the 
number of personal injuries is up 33 percent over Interstate 95 or 
Interstate 76 at 3,800, most of those occurring at five intersections, 
three of which are in the 172d Legislative District, albeit the new 
172d Legislative District, and one of those is in Representative 
Butkovitz’s and the other is in Representative Kenney’s area, of 
the five worst intersections. 
 We are asking for an opportunity, number one, to slow people 
down when they come to the intersection, and number two, to stop 
them from going through the red lights. Right now in the city of 
Philadelphia red lights killed 16 people last year and there were 
4,782 injuries, Madam Speaker. It is the leading cause of traffic 
accidents and fatalities in Philadelphia, people not slowing down 
and not stopping for the red lights, Madam Speaker. 
 And talk about letters of support. The mayor of the city of 
Philadelphia has indicated that he is for it. I have a letter from the 
mayor. The police commissioner is for this on a pilot basis to see 
how it works, the county detectives, Mothers Against Drunk 
Driving, the National Campaign to Stop Red Light Running, 
Advocates for Highway and Auto Safety, and the Insurance 
Federation. 
 Madam Speaker, we are asking for an opportunity, truthfully, to 
talk about safety and stop letting people have accidents and get 
killed at these intersections. It is not about fines; it is not about 
Philadelphia collecting additional money. It is about stopping 
people at red lights and not letting them run through. 
 For those reasons I would ask that we vote “no” on the  
Vitali amendment to strip out this piece of legislation, this 
amendment to that piece of legislation. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Clearfield County, Mr. George, 

on the amendment. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I would not want what I am about to say taken 
out of any context that I was not as concerned about safety as the 
majority leader. I know we all are. I just ask the majority leader, if 
safety is what we are concerned about, then we had better start 
doing something about all these trash trucks that are running up 
and down the roads in Pennsylvania committing offenses and 
causing the fatalities, as it happened here a couple of months ago. 
So if we are talking about safety, let us talk about safety all over 
and let us support the Vitali amendment. Thank you. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Surra, for the second time. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Very briefly. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Can we please have order.  
We have several more speakers. 
 Mr. SURRA. I have all night. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Armey, Congressman Armey, got involved 
because of the thousands of errors that were involved in this 
system in Washington, and that is why he is opposed to this type 
of thing. 
 I just want to address a statement made by the gentleman, the 
majority leader, that you are only guilty unless you break the law. 
That is the point. You can be guilty and you are not the one that 
broke the law. 
 I support the Vitali amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Roebuck. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The issue has been defined both by the Transportation chair and 
the majority leader as an issue of safety. If indeed the issue is 
safety, then why should we only be safe in Philadelphia? Why 
does this not apply across the Commonwealth, Madam Speaker? 
 We are told it is an experiment. It is an experiment that is only 
to be applicable to Philadelphia in the future. I wonder what the 
real interest here is. If indeed we have bad intersections 
everywhere, why test them only in one locality? How does this 
affect the rest of the State if indeed it works in Philadelphia?  
Do we do this in other places? The language here is not clear. 
 Further, I remember very well when we had a problem with 
license plates and license plates being damaged. We did an 
experiment in Philadelphia where we put stickers in the windows, 
and you know what? The experiment worked, and guess what 
happened? We are not doing it anymore. 
 So the reality is that we can talk about an experiment, but 
unless there is some intent to carry the law forward and apply it 
everywhere and apply it in a fair way, it does not mean much.  
In fact, it means nothing at all. 
 We are told that there are accidents in intersections, and that 
certainly is something we all should be concerned about, but this 
does not stop accidents, Madam Speaker; it does not stop 
accidents. 
 We are told that the police cannot keep up with the volume  
of cars going through an intersection. That is nonsense,  
Madam Speaker. I believe that the police can do the job that they 
are called upon to do, and I do not think that they lack the ability 
to deal with a situation because there are volumes of cars going 
through an intersection. 
 This amendment of Mr. Vitali’s is a good amendment.  
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It deserves our support. I hope that the legislature will indeed vote 
for this amendment. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, Ms. Bishop, on the 
amendment. 
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to the Vitali amendment, and I certainly 
would like to ask all of you to do so for this simple reason: the 
traffic in Philadelphia on major streets moves too fast. I live at the 
corner of Route 1 or City Avenue. There is never a week that 
someone at that corner does not get hurt or there is not an accident, 
because the traffic is flowing too fast on City Avenue. In a 45-mile 
speed zone, the traffic night and day is usually 55, 60 miles an 
hour. We cannot afford to put police on the street to stand and 
watch cars all night and all day. This device would help to slow 
down the traffic flow on City Avenue or Route 1 avenue. 
 In addition to that, it would help to prevent accidents. I cannot 
say to you that it is not a moneymaker. I do not know, but I do 
believe that it will certainly save lives on City Avenue and main 
thoroughfare streets. I welcome something that would slow that 
particular traffic flow down so that every week I do not have to go 
out, do not have to call the police, and do not have to hear the 
screeching of tires and sometimes the crying of people who have 
been harmed by the speed on City Avenue. We need something to 
slow it down. 
 As far as those who say that it offers an opportunity for them to 
get a ticket when they were not driving their car, I do need to 
remind you that we are all responsible for our cars. No matter 
whether we have loaned it to a kid and that kid has loaned it to 
someone else or not, it is our car. We are held responsible for it. 
When there is a picture taken, as I understand this, if that is not 
your car and you are in error, you have the same chance of going 
before a judge and hearing what your concerns are as you would 
do if you had received a written violation. 
 To those of our colleagues who have been afraid because they 
do not live in Philadelphia and have gotten tickets that have been 
written to them, they have had to go to court on citations that were 
written, or either they have had to pay the fine, then the same thing 
happens here. If you get a ticket if they flashed your car, you do 
not feel that it was your car, you go to court, you fight it, or you 
pay the fine. 
 I think the Vitali amendment is an amendment that should be 
voted down to give those of us who live in areas where the traffic 
should be slowed down an opportunity to save lives, and I thank 
you for your negative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, for the second time. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Let me just address some of the points that have been made.  
I think the first point is I have no doubt that placing cameras at 
intersections may help enforce the laws. I think you could enforce 
all sorts of laws better if you placed surveillance cameras 
throughout our society, throughout our public buildings and 
private streets. The question really is, do we want a world and a 
society where we are under this surveillance of cameras to make 
sure laws are enforced? I would suggest that that is not the kind of 
society  
I would choose to live in. 
 I also would suggest and I also sympathize with the fact that 
these are dangerous intersections, but there are other ways to deal 

with those dangers. Representative Armey suggested lengthening 
of yellow lights, certainly increased enforcement, certainly other 
measures. There are other things you can do besides placing 
surveillance cameras around. 
 I also would like to point out, in perhaps an argument to the 
majority leader, I think there is an enormous financial incentive 
here, and that is one of the dangers of this system, and that is why 
the Philadelphia Daily News really condemned this system under 
the recent editorial, “Parking Authority is still hungry.” They call it 
“…yet another power-grab proposal aimed at expanding  
Parking Authority turf…,” and they talked about in that that the 
program is nonetheless a, quote, “…financial windfall for the 
agency. As system administrator, the Parking Authority would be 
compensated for all its costs – including an untold number of new 
jobs created to implement the program. 
 “Known mainly for its patronage-bloated payroll, the  
Parking Authority’s latest gambit is its second stab at broadening 
its powers – and workforce – this week.” 
 So I would argue that, yes, in fact, according to the Philadelphia 
Daily News and history we are dealing with here, there is a great 
incentive to ticket people. 
 
 I would also refute the fact, the contention, that if you are 
convicted wrongly, if you are accused wrongly by these cameras, 
you can simply go to court. The fact of the matter is, if you get a 
$100 ticket, is it really worth your time to go to court? Of course it 
is not. You really do not have that. It is not really a realistic option. 
 The gentleman from the northeast made the point that this is a 
police matter, and I agree it is a police matter. So why do we have 
the parking authority involved in this thing as this bill would do? 
Well, my amendment would strip out “Parking Authority,” 
because it is in fact, I agree with the gentleman from the northeast, 
this is a police matter. This is not a parking authority matter. 
 That really concludes my remarks, and I would ask for an 
affirmative vote. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–49 
 
Barrar Gordner Melio Stairs 
Bebko-Jones Gruitza Mundy Steelman 
Belardi Habay Nickol Stetler 
Blaum Haluska Pallone Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Hanna Reinard Surra 
Casorio Hutchinson Roebuck Tigue 
Cohen, M. Josephs Sainato Veon 
Coy Levdansky Samuelson Vitali 
Curry Manderino Saylor Wansacz 
Eachus McIlhattan Scrimenti Wright, G. 
Fairchild McIlhinney Solobay Yewcic 
Freeman McNaughton Staback Yudichak 
George 
 
 NAYS–146 
 
Adolph Diven Lucyk Ross 
Allen Donatucci Lynch Ruffing 
Argall Egolf Mackereth Santoni 
Baker, J. Evans, D. Maher Sather 
Baker, M. Evans, J. Maitland Scavello 
Bard Feese Major Schroder 



1576 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE JUNE 27 

Bastian Fichter Mann Schuler 
Belfanti Fleagle Markosek Semmel 
Benninghoff Flick Marsico Shaner 
Birmelin Forcier Mayernik Smith, B. 
Bishop Frankel McCall Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Gabig McGeehan Steil 
Brooks Gannon McGill Stern 
Browne Geist Metcalfe Stevenson, T. 
Bunt Godshall Michlovic Strittmatter 
Butkovitz Grucela Micozzie Sturla 
Buxton Harhai Miller, R. Tangretti 
Cappelli Harhart Miller, S. Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Harper Myers Taylor, J. 
Civera Hasay Nailor Thomas 
Clark Hennessey O’Brien Travaglio 
Clymer Herman Oliver Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Perzel Trich 
Colafella Hess Petrarca Tulli 
Coleman Horsey Petrone Turzai 
Cornell Jadlowiec Phillips Vance 
Corrigan James Pickett Walko 
Costa Kaiser Pippy Washington 
Creighton Keller Preston Waters 
Cruz Kenney Raymond Watson 
Dailey Krebs Readshaw Williams, J. 
Daley Laughlin Rieger Wilt 
Dally Lawless Roberts Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lederer Robinson Youngblood 
Dermody Leh Rohrer Zimmerman 
DeWeese Lescovitz Rooney Zug 
DiGirolamo Lewis 
 
 NOT VOTING–2 
 
Pistella Rubley 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VITALI reoffered the following amendment No. A3984: 
 
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1543), page 7, line 18, by striking out  
“two years” and inserting 
   one year 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Madam Speaker, could we temporarily pass over 
that amendment and consider 3985, because it is a related matter. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Vitali temporarily withdraws 
this amendment in order to offer amendment 3985. 
 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A3985: 
 
 Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 3112.1), page 19, line 8, by striking out 
“PARKING AUTHORITY” and inserting 
   Department of Streets 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 This amendment is a much more limited amendment in its 
scope. It deals with the same section which deals with red light 
enforcement but it only deals with those several lines that give 
authority to administer this to the Philadelphia Parking Authority. 
Instead, what it does is transfer the authority to administer this to 
the Philadelphia Department of Streets. Now, the Philadelphia 
Department of Streets is a much more appropriate entity to 
administer this because they administer the other matters relating 
to the enforcement of red lights and drivers who go through  
red lights. So it is the same agency. 
 I will just refresh members with regard to the Daily News 
editorial which talked about the problems and the politics and the 
bad politics of assigning this to the Philadelphia Parking 
Authority. If we really believe in this system, if we really believe 
in its merits, let us give it to the agency in Philadelphia that deals 
with the enforcement of red light violations. That is the department 
of streets; it is not the parking authority. 
 So I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Kenney. 
 Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 As a Philadelphia legislator, let me just correct Mr. Vitali. The 
streets department has absolutely nothing to do with the 
enforcement of traffic signals in Philadelphia. So if that is his 
argument why we should now give it to a department that has 
nothing to do with enforcement, that is a flawed argument. So I 
would ask you to defeat this amendment. 
 Presently, the parking authority enforces these violations. The 
police would issue these citations and send them to, you know, to 
those that violate the law. The streets department has nothing to do 
with enforcement presently and I am sure would not want this new 
added procedure in their department. 
 Thank you, and I ask for a negative vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I do not know whether the streets department 
wants it or not. If the streets department does not want it, they 
might not want it because they are accountable to elected officials 
in the city of Philadelphia, whereas the parking authority is not 
accountable to elected officials in Philadelphia or elected officials 
anywhere else in this Commonwealth. 
 It would seem to me, Madam Speaker, that if you want more 
traffic tickets issued, you vote against this proposal. If you want 
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fewer traffic tickets issued, you vote for this proposal. I favor 
fewer traffic tickets, and I am for this proposal. 
 I also favor administration by civil servants instead of 
patronage workers. This amendment is pro-civil service and anti-
patronage as well as being for fewer tickets as opposed to more 
tickets. 
 I urge support for this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Could we have some order in the hall of the House, please. 
Could we have some quiet. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McCall, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I would ask the members to approve the  
Vitali amendment. 
 I like the idea of putting enforcement in the streets department, 
because with enforcement going or oversight going to the streets 
department, the accountability will be to the borough council; the 
accountability will be to the mayor. With it under the auspices of 
the parking authority, the accountability is to the parking authority. 
No elected members on that parking authority. 
 I think if we want accountability in this legislation, support the 
Vitali amendment, put it with the streets department, and make 
those individuals accountable to elected officials who are going to 
respond to the concerns that individual constituents may have in 
the city of Philadelphia. 
 I would ask for the support of the Vitali amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Perzel. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I have in front of me a letter from the mayor of the city of 
Philadelphia, Mayor John Street, who indicates that he is for the 
provisions of this particular piece of legislation, Madam Speaker, 
and he runs the department of streets in the city. 
 I do not know whether – I have to apologize – I do not know 
how all the counties are run, but in the city of Philadelphia, the 
department of streets is basically responsible for potholes and 
putting up signs, Madam Speaker. They do do the timing for the 
red lights, I will admit that, but they have no agency that could 
administer tickets; they have no administration that could send out 
the tickets; and they have no way to collect the tickets right now. 
You would need an entire new bureaucracy set up to do all of the 
things I just mentioned. 
 For those reasons I would respectfully ask the members to 
oppose the Vitali amendment, Madam Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–47 
 
Bebko-Jones DeWeese Lucyk Stetler 
Belardi Eachus McCall Sturla 
Belfanti Freeman Melio Surra 
Blaum George Michlovic Tigue 
Caltagirone Grucela Mundy Veon 
Casorio Gruitza Pallone Vitali 
Cohen, M. Haluska Roebuck Walko 
Colafella Hanna Samuelson Wansacz 
Corrigan Josephs Santoni Wright, G. 
Coy Lawless Scrimenti Yewcic 

Curry Lescovitz Staback Yudichak 
Daley Levdansky Steelman 
 
 NAYS–150 
 
Adolph Fairchild Manderino Ruffing 
Allen Feese Mann Sainato 
Argall Fichter Markosek Sather 
Baker, J. Fleagle Marsico Saylor 
Baker, M. Flick Mayernik Scavello 
Bard Forcier McGeehan Schroder 
Barrar Frankel McGill Schuler 
Bastian Gabig McIlhattan Semmel 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Shaner 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Smith, B. 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Solobay 
Brooks Habay Miller, R. Stairs 
Browne Harhai Miller, S. Steil 
Bunt Harhart Myers Stern 
Butkovitz Harper Nailor Stevenson, R. 
Buxton Hasay Nickol Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hennessey O’Brien Strittmatter 
Cawley Herman Oliver Tangretti 
Civera Hershey Perzel Taylor, E. Z. 
Clark Hess Petrarca Taylor, J. 
Clymer Horsey Petrone Thomas 
Cohen, L. I. Hutchinson Phillips Travaglio 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pickett Trello 
Cornell James Pippy Trich 
Costa Kaiser Pistella Tulli 
Creighton Keller Preston Turzai 
Cruz Kenney Raymond Vance 
Dailey Krebs Readshaw Washington 
Dally Laughlin Reinard Waters 
DeLuca Lederer Rieger Watson 
Dermody Leh Roberts Williams, J. 
DiGirolamo Lewis Robinson Wilt 
Diven Lynch Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Donatucci Mackereth Rooney Youngblood 
Egolf Maher Ross Zimmerman 
Evans, D. Maitland Rubley Zug 
Evans, J. Major 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. VITALI reoffered the following amendment No. A3984: 
 
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1543), page 7, line 18, by striking out  
“two years” and inserting 
   one year 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, this amendment deals with a somewhat 
obscure section of the bill which, as I read the bill, struck me as 
imposing a penalty out of line with the rest of the bill. I understand 
there may not be a lot of patience or tolerance for this sort of 
detailed discussion at this hour, but I think it is important that we 
do justice in this system, so please bear with me, if you would. 
 We are dealing with the section of the bill that deals with 
people who are driving under a suspended license, whose license 
is suspended because it is DUI (driving under the influence) 
related, and they have .02 blood alcohol content in their system or 
perhaps the equivalent of less than a beer. So you are dealing with 
a person who is driving under a suspended license and it is 
suspended because he was DUI, and he does have some trace 
content of alcohol in his system. 
 Now, under the bill as it stands, under the bill as it stands, first 
offense is 90 days, second offense is 6 months, third offense is  
2 years. Now, what struck me is that final 2 years was too big of a 
jump. What I am proposing is we keep the first offense at 90 days, 
second offense at 6 months, third offense at 1 year. So that is, the 
change in this amendment would simply be for a third offense, 
driving under a suspended license, not driving while intoxicated 
but driving under a suspended license, simply your penalty would 
be 1 year in jail instead of 2 years in jail, because you could have a 
situation where you get picked up for drunk driving, your license 
is suspended, and three consecutive weekends you go out, you 
have one beer, and you just keep getting your license suspended, 
and that third time would be 2 years in jail. I would suspect if you 
are dealing with a person who continues to drive under a 
suspended license, you are probably dealing with an alcoholic, a 
person with an alcohol problem, and probably just exponentially 
increasing jail is probably not the better approach. And I also 
would suggest to you that the cost of keeping someone in jail is 
about $27,000 a year, so you probably should just be cognizant of 
that. So I am simply suggesting for a third offense, a third offense 
should be 1 year in jail for driving while under a suspended license 
instead of 2 years. 
 I will say this: Current law, if you did this same offense under 
current law, I believe it would just be either 90 days, 90 days or  
6 months. It would be much less. Even if you pass my amendment, 
it is still significantly more than current law. And I know the 
arguments, we should not coddle people like this, yadda yadda 
yadda, but let us look in absolute terms at what we are doing. Even 
if you vote for my amendment, you are increasing the penalty. You 
just have to take a look at the crime versus the punishment. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from York County, Mr. Saylor. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I think since I have been here in the House, this is probably the 
easiest amendment I have ever had to suggest to this chamber that 
we definitely oppose. 
 You know, in society today one of our biggest problems on our 
highways is DUIs, and we still have not solved that problem as we 
pass tougher and tougher legislation. And throughout this State 
and this Commonwealth, every day people are dying on a regular 
basis from people who have committed crimes of driving while 
drinking, and to say that on the third time we are going to let you 
off with a lesser penalty than what we currently give is ridiculous. 

You know, it is lucky on the third time we do not put them away 
with  
three strikes and you are out of here. 
 The people of this Commonwealth need to feel that if you have 
been given two previous chances, you no longer deserve the 
opportunity to drive on our highways and kill our children or kill 
some other innocent victim who may be even in your car. This is 
just kind of an outlandish amendment that I believe should easily, 
by all of us with our clear conscience, vote it down today. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Carbon County, Mr. McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, I would ask the members to oppose the  
Vitali amendment. I agree with the previous speaker. The  
Vitali amendment would simply do nothing. It would just create a 
penalty or impose a penalty that currently is in statute. 
 What this language does and this legislation says is, if you have 
a third DUI offense and subsequent offense and there is a 
mitigating circumstance, and that mitigating circumstance is that 
you have alcohol in your system with that third and subsequent 
violation, that your prison term is now not only going to be a year, 
it is going to be 2 years. I think that is what we want to do.  
We want that habitual offender off the road and maybe in prison 
for 2 years to get some help. 
 This amendment is not a good amendment, and I would ask the 
members to oppose it. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Melio. 
 Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I would just like to remind my colleagues that we had an 
accident in my district where a lady hit a youngster in front of the 
high school while she was under the influence. She killed the 
youngster. She had 30 violations while driving with a suspended 
license – 30. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes—  Does the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, wish to be 
recognized? 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–8 
 
Bebko-Jones Freeman Pallone Vitali 
Cohen, M. Lucyk Scrimenti Wright, G. 
 
 NAYS–189 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Santoni 
Allen Evans, J. Major Sather 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Saylor 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Scavello 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schroder 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Schuler 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Belardi Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belfanti Gabig McGill Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhattan Solobay 
Birmelin Geist McIlhinney Staback 
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Bishop George McNaughton Stairs 
Blaum Godshall Melio Steelman 
Boyes Gordner Metcalfe Steil 
Brooks Grucela Michlovic Stern 
Browne Gruitza Micozzie Stetler 
Bunt Habay Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Butkovitz Haluska Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Strittmatter 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Sturla 
Cappelli Harhart Nailor Surra 
Casorio Harper Nickol Tangretti 
Cawley Hasay O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Hennessey Oliver Taylor, J. 
Clark Herman Perzel Thomas 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Tigue 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Travaglio 
Colafella Horsey Phillips Trello 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Trich 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pippy Tulli 
Corrigan James Pistella Turzai 
Costa Josephs Preston Vance 
Coy Kaiser Raymond Veon 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Walko 
Cruz Kenney Reinard Wansacz 
Curry Krebs Rieger Washington 
Dailey Laughlin Roberts Waters 
Daley Lawless Robinson Watson 
Dally Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
DeLuca Leh Rohrer Wilt 
Dermody Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Rubley Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Ruffing Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Sainato Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Samuelson Zug 
Egolf 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. MELIO offered the following amendment No. A3946: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by inserting after “AMOUNTS,” 
   for occupational limited license, 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 26, by inserting after “1547(C)” 
   1553(d), 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 10, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
§ 1553.  Occupational limited license. 
 * * * 
 (d)  Unauthorized issuance.–The department shall prohibit issuance 
of an occupational limited license to: 

 (1)  A driver who is not licensed to drive by this or any 
other state. 
 (2)  Any person who is required by this title to take an 
examination and who has failed to take and pass such an 
examination. 
 (3)  Any person who has an unsatisfied judgment against 

him as the result of a motor vehicle operation, until such judgment 
has been satisfied under the provisions of section 1774 (relating to 
payments sufficient to satisfy judgments) or an installment 
agreement has been entered into to satisfy the judgment as 
permitted under section 1772(b) (relating to suspension for 
nonpayment of judgments) or 1775 (relating to installment payment 
of judgments) and the financial responsibility of such person has 
been established. 
 (4)  Any person applying for an occupational limited 
license to operate a commercial motor vehicle whose commercial 
driver’s license privilege is disqualified under the provisions of 
section 1611 (relating to disqualification). 
 (5)  Any person who, at the time he applies for an 
occupational limited license, has previously been granted such a 
privilege within the period of five years next preceding such 
application. 
 (6)  Any person who has been adjudicated delinquent or 
convicted of driving under the influence of alcohol or controlled 
substance unless the suspension or revocation imposed for that 
conviction has been fully served. 
 (7)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended for refusal to submit to chemical testing to determine the 
amount of alcohol or controlled substance unless that suspension 
has been fully served. 
 (8)  Any person who has been granted a consent decree or 
Accelerated Rehabilitative Disposition for driving under the 
influence of alcohol or controlled substance and whose license has 
been suspended by the department unless the suspension imposed 
has been fully served. 
 (9)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended for a violation of 18 Pa.C.S. § 6308 (relating to 
purchase, consumption, possession or transportation of liquor or 
malt or brewed beverages) unless the suspension imposed has been 
fully served. 
 (10)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended pursuant to either section 13(m) of the act of  
April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, No.64), known as The Controlled 
Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act, or section 1532(c) 
(relating to [revocation or] suspension of operating privilege) unless 
the suspension imposed has been fully served. 
 (11)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended or revoked as the result of a conviction of or as a result 
of a court order in conjunction with an adjudication of delinquency 
or the granting of a consent decree for any offense under the 
following provisions, unless the suspension or revocation has been 
fully served: 

 Section 3345(a) (relating to meeting or overtaking 
school bus). 
 Section 3367 (relating to racing on highways). 
 Section 3733 (relating to fleeing or attempting to 
elude police officer). 
 Section 3734 (relating to driving without lights to 
avoid identification or arrest). 
 Section 3736 (relating to reckless driving). 
 Section 3742 (relating to accidents involving death 
or personal injury). 
 Section 3743 (relating to accidents involving 
damage to attended vehicle or property). 

 (12)  Any person whose operating privilege is currently 
suspended for failure to respond to a citation pursuant to  
section 1533 or 6146. 
 (13)  Any person whose operating privilege is currently 
suspended pursuant to section 1784 (relating to proof of financial 
responsibility following violation), 1785 (relating to proof of 
financial responsibility following accident) or 1786 (relating to 
required financial responsibility). 
 (14)  Any person whose operating privilege is currently 
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suspended for failure to attend and satisfactorily complete a driver 
improvement course or failure to attend a hearing required under 
section 1538. 
 (15)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended for a conviction of section 1543 unless department 
records show that the suspension for a conviction of section 1543 
occurred only as a result of: 

 (i)  a suspension for failure to respond to a citation 
imposed under the authority of section 1533 or 6146; 
 (ii)  a suspension for failure to undergo a  
special examination imposed under the authority of  
section 1538(a); or 
 (iii)  a suspension for failure to attend a 
departmental hearing imposed under the authority of 
section 1538(b). 

 (16)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended under an interjurisdictional agreement as provided for in 
section 6146 as the result of a conviction or adjudication if the 
conviction or adjudication for an equivalent offense in this 
Commonwealth would have prohibited the issuance of an 
occupational limited license. 
 
 (17)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended as the result of a conviction of a violation of  
section 7102(b) (relating to removal or falsification of identification 
number), 7103(b) (relating to dealing in vehicles with removed or 
falsified numbers), 7111 (relating to dealing in titles and plates for 
stolen vehicles), 7121 (relating to false application for certificate of 
title or registration) or 7122 (relating to altered, forged or 
counterfeit documents and plates) unless the suspension has been 
fully served. 
 (18)  Any person whose operating privilege has been 
suspended under section 1532 (a.1) for conviction or adjudication 
of delinquency based on a violation of section 3732 (relating to 
homicide by vehicle) or 3735 (relating to homicide by vehicle 
while driving under influence). 

 * * * 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Melio. 
 Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 My amendment would improve the bill. It would preclude the 
issuance of an occupational limited license for persons whose 
operating privilege is suspended for 3 years based on a conviction 
for homicide by vehicle or homicide by vehicle while driving 
under the influence. 
 Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Egolf Maher Santoni 
Allen Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Argall Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Baker, J. Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, M. Feese Mann Schroder 
Bard Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Barrar Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Bastian Flick Mayernik Semmel 

Bebko-Jones Forcier McCall Shaner 
Belardi Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belfanti Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Birmelin Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Bishop Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Blaum George Melio Steelman 
Boyes Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Brooks Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Browne Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Bunt Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Butkovitz Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Buxton Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Caltagirone Hanna Myers Surra 
Cappelli Harhai Nailor Tangretti 
Casorio Harhart Nickol Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Harper O’Brien Taylor, J. 
Civera Hasay Oliver Thomas 
Clark Hennessey Pallone Tigue 
Clymer Herman Perzel Travaglio 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, M. Hess Petrone Trich 
Colafella Horsey Phillips Tulli 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Turzai 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pippy Vance 
Corrigan James Pistella Veon 
Costa Josephs Preston Vitali 
Coy Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Cruz Kenney Reinard Washington 
Curry Krebs Rieger Waters 
Dailey Laughlin Roberts Watson 
Daley Lawless Robinson Williams, J. 
Dally Lederer Roebuck Wilt 
DeLuca Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Dermody Lescovitz Rooney Wright, G. 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lewis Rubley Youngblood 
Diven Lucyk Ruffing Yudichak 
Donatucci Lynch Sainato Zimmerman 
Eachus Mackereth Samuelson Zug 
 
 NAYS–1 
 
Strittmatter 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 (The bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–174 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fairchild Maitland Samuelson 
Argall Feese Major Santoni 
Baker, J. Fichter Mann Sather 
Baker, M. Fleagle Markosek Saylor 
Bard Flick Marsico Scavello 
Barrar Forcier Mayernik Schroder 
Bastian Frankel McCall Schuler 
Bebko-Jones Freeman McGeehan Semmel 
Belfanti Gabig McGill Shaner 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhattan Smith, B. 
Birmelin Geist McIlhinney Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Godshall McNaughton Solobay 
Boyes Gordner Melio Stairs 
Brooks Grucela Metcalfe Steil 
Browne Habay Michlovic Stern 
Bunt Haluska Micozzie Stetler 
Butkovitz Hanna Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Buxton Harhai Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Caltagirone Harhart Myers Strittmatter 
Cappelli Harper Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Hasay Nickol Tangretti 
Civera Hennessey O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Clark Herman Oliver Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hershey Pallone Thomas 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Perzel Travaglio 
Colafella Horsey Petrarca Trello 
Coleman Hutchinson Petrone Trich 
Cornell Jadlowiec Phillips Tulli 
Corrigan James Pickett Turzai 
Costa Kaiser Pippy Vance 
Creighton Keller Pistella Walko 
Cruz Kenney Preston Washington 
Dailey Krebs Raymond Waters 
Daley Laughlin Readshaw Watson 
Dally Lawless Reinard Williams, J. 
DeLuca Lederer Rieger Wilt 
Dermody Leh Roberts Wojnaroski 
DeWeese Lescovitz Robinson Wright, G. 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Rohrer Yewcic 
Diven Lewis Rooney Youngblood 
Donatucci Lucyk Ross Zimmerman 
Egolf Lynch Rubley Zug 
Evans, D. Mackereth 
 
 
 NAYS–23 
 
Belardi Eachus Roebuck Tigue 
Blaum George Sainato Veon 
Casorio Gruitza Scrimenti Vitali 
Cohen, M. Josephs Staback Wansacz 
Coy Manderino Steelman Yudichak 
Curry Mundy Surra 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 

 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Madam Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
for the immediate consideration of HR 557, PN 3776. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Tangretti 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Thomas 
Clark Herman Perzel Tigue 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Travaglio 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trello 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Trich 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Tulli 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Turzai 
Cornell James Pistella Vance 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Veon 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Vitali 
Coy Keller Readshaw Walko 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Wansacz 
Cruz Krebs Rieger Washington 
Curry Laughlin Roberts Waters 
Dailey Lawless Robinson Watson 
Daley Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wilt 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Wright, G. 
DeWeese Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Santoni Zug 
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Egolf 
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTION 

 Mr. DeWEESE called up HR 557, PN 3776, entitled: 
 

A Resolution memorializing Congress to require the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) to pay for drugs that reverse 
neutropenia in Medicare patients choosing chemotherapy for treatment of 
cancers.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Tangretti 
Casorio Harper O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Civera Hennessey Pallone Thomas 
Clark Herman Perzel Tigue 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Travaglio 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Trello 
Cohen, M. Horsey Phillips Trich 
Colafella Hutchinson Pickett Tulli 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pippy Turzai 
Cornell James Pistella Vance 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Veon 

Costa Kaiser Raymond Vitali 
Coy Keller Readshaw Walko 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Wansacz 
Cruz Krebs Rieger Washington 
Curry Laughlin Roberts Waters 
Dailey Lawless Robinson Watson 
Daley Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wilt 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Wright, G. 
DeWeese Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Diven Lynch Sainato Yudichak 
Donatucci Mackereth Samuelson Zimmerman 
Eachus Maher Santoni Zug 
Egolf 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

AS AMENDED 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in  
Senate amendments to the following HB 2164, PN 4155, as further 
amended by the House Rules Committee: 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for suspension of operating 
privilege; imposing penalties on department employees or agents who 
issue a fraudulent driver’s license; further providing for motorcycle fees; 
and providing for removal from the record of certain suspensions.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gentleman,  
Mr. Geist, that the House concur in the amendments. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, J. Major Saylor 
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Argall Fairchild Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Feese Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Fichter Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fleagle Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Forcier McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Frankel McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Freeman McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gabig McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gannon McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Geist McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop George Melio Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Grucela Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Gruitza Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Habay Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Haluska Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Hanna Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Harhai Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhart Nickol Tangretti 
Cawley Harper O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Hasay Oliver Taylor, J. 
Clark Hennessey Pallone Thomas 
Clymer Herman Perzel Tigue 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Petrarca Travaglio 
Cohen, M. Hess Petrone Trello 
Colafella Horsey Phillips Trich 
Coleman Hutchinson Pickett Tulli 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pippy Turzai 
Corrigan James Pistella Vance 
Costa Josephs Preston Veon 
Coy Kaiser Raymond Vitali 
Creighton Keller Readshaw Walko 
Cruz Kenney Reinard Wansacz 
Curry Krebs Rieger Washington 
Dailey Laughlin Roberts Waters 
Daley Lawless Robinson Watson 
Dally Lederer Roebuck Williams, J. 
DeLuca Leh Rohrer Wilt 
Dermody Lescovitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Wright, G. 
DiGirolamo Lewis Rubley Yewcic 
Diven Lucyk Ruffing Youngblood 
Donatucci Lynch Sainato Yudichak 
Eachus Mackereth Samuelson Zimmerman 
Egolf Maher Santoni Zug 
 
 
 NAYS–1 
 
Casorio 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments as amended by the Rules Committee were concurred 
in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

STATEMENT BY MR. GEIST 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Geist, rise? 
 Mr. GEIST. Unanimous consent, please. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
 On the passage of HB 2164, I would really like to thank  
Keith McCall and the staff on the Democratic side, our staff on 
this side, the Senate who worked very closely with us, and the 
administration. We have passed a very good piece of legislation. It 
is the first of the antiterrorist bill, and I want to thank the House 
for all the good work that they have done on this. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR F 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. HANNA called up HR 638, PN 4162, entitled: 
 

A Resolution expressing support for the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Egolf Maitland Sather 
Allen Evans, D. Major Saylor 
Argall Evans, J. Manderino Scavello 
Baker, J. Fairchild Mann Schroder 
Baker, M. Feese Markosek Schuler 
Bard Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Barrar Fleagle Mayernik Semmel 
Bastian Flick McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Forcier McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Frankel McGill Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Freeman McIlhattan Solobay 
Benninghoff Gabig McIlhinney Staback 
Birmelin Gannon McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop Geist Melio Steelman 
Blaum George Metcalfe Steil 
Boyes Godshall Michlovic Stern 
Brooks Gordner Micozzie Stetler 
Browne Grucela Miller, R. Stevenson, R. 
Bunt Gruitza Miller, S. Stevenson, T. 
Butkovitz Habay Mundy Strittmatter 
Buxton Haluska Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone Hanna Nailor Surra 
Cappelli Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Casorio Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Civera Hasay Pallone Tigue 
Clark Hennessey Perzel Travaglio 
Clymer Herman Petrarca Trello 
Cohen, L. I. Hershey Petrone Trich 
Cohen, M. Hess Phillips Tulli 
Colafella Horsey Pickett Turzai 
Coleman Hutchinson Pippy Vance 
Cornell Jadlowiec Pistella Veon 
Corrigan James Preston Vitali 
Costa Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Coy Keller Readshaw Wansacz 
Creighton Kenney Reinard Washington 
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Cruz Krebs Rieger Waters 
Curry Laughlin Roberts Watson 
Dailey Lawless Robinson Williams, J. 
Daley Lederer Roebuck Wilt 
Dally Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rooney Wright, G. 
Dermody Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DeWeese Lewis Rubley Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Lucyk Ruffing Yudichak 
Diven Lynch Sainato Zimmerman 
Donatucci Mackereth Samuelson Zug 
Eachus Maher Santoni 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–2 
 
Josephs Thomas 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Armstrong LaGrotta Wright, M. Ryan, 
Kirkland       Speaker 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 
 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone. 
 Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Madam Speaker, I would like to correct 
the record. 
 My switch was not functioning on SB 824. I would like to have 
been recorded in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Your remarks will be cast upon the record. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Markosek. 
 Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 The same as the previous gentleman. I was also not recorded on 
SB 824. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Your remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Argall, from Schuylkill County. 
 Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 At the announcement of the recess, the House Appropriations 
Committee will meet in room 243. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

STATE GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

 At the call of recess, the State Government Committee will be 
meeting in the rear of the hall. Thank you. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. We will continue to take 
corrections, but there are no further votes today. 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I just would like to submit some comments for the record on 
HR 638. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
His remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 Mr. HANNA submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Yesterday, the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals ruled the Pledge of 
Allegiance unconstitutional because of the words “under God” added by 
Congress in 1954. This, the court ruled, was in violation of the basic 
constitutional tenet of the separation of church and state. 
 What will come next? Will our money no longer be legal tender 
because it has “In God We Trust” written on it? Will we no longer be able 
to print the Declaration of Independence in our public schools’ textbooks? 
 In fact, within the dome of this Capitol, there are the words of  
William Penn outlining his plan for our nation. The quote reads:  
“There may be room there for such a Holy Experiment, for the Nations 
want a Precedent. And my God will make it the seed of a Nation. That an 
example may be set up to the Nations. That we may do the thing that is 
truly wise and just.” 
 Moreover, the Pledge of Allegiance even reverberates throughout this 
hallowed chamber each session day, pursuant to House rule 17. I firmly 
believe that this practice serves to bolster the process of democracy in this 
chamber and Commonwealth. 
 Our brethren in the United States Senate immediately responded by 
adopting a resolution “expressing support for the Pledge of Allegiance” 
and asking Senate counsel to “seek to intervene in the case.” 
 We must follow suit. The Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States demonstrates reverence for the flag and serves as a daily 
reminder of the ideals that it represents: democracy, freedom, justice, and 
human rights. 
 We must resoundingly signal to this Commonwealth that we believe 
the Pledge of Allegiance is a constitutionally permissible expression of 
one’s patriotism. 
 It is with this mind that I introduce this resolution, memorializing 
Congress to pass a constitutional amendment to permit the Pledge of 
Allegiance to be recited at all public events and in all public institutions. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Feese, for a caucus announcement. 
 Mr. FEESE. Thank you, Madam— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we please have quiet. There 
is a caucus announcement that I think the members might like to 
hear. Could we please have some quiet, just for a moment. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Feese. 
 Mr. FEESE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, the Republicans will begin an informal caucus 
tomorrow morning at 8 o’clock, a budget caucus at 9 o’clock. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, for the purpose of a caucus announcement. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 Madam Speaker, we also will have informal discussions from 8 
to 9, a caucus at 9. My understanding is we start tomorrow’s 
session at 10 a.m., and we will have caucuses at 12:30 p.m. and at 
5:30 p.m. That is a tentative schedule. Everything is subject to 
change. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman, 
but we will not be in session until 11 a.m. tomorrow morning. 
 Mr. COHEN. I stand corrected. We will not be in session until 
11 a.m. I was given erroneous information. 
 Madam Speaker, at the appropriate time I would also like to 
make a statement under unanimous consent. 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Philadelphia, Ms. Washington. 
 Ms. WASHINGTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I have some remarks to submit for the record for SB 824. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. Your 
remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 Ms. WASHINGTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 
 Ms. WASHINGTON submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Good afternoon. I rise to register my opposition to the requirement 
that in order to vote, citizens must provide photo identification. 
 In many cases, young people voting for the first time will not have 
photo identification, and this requirement would also negatively impact 
those who do not have driver’s licenses and senior citizens, many of 
whom do not have photo ID. Additionally, individuals who are 
unemployed would not have work-related photo identification cards. 
 With the technology that is available today to anyone who can afford a 
computer and a laminating machine, the possibility for fraud exists. Who 
is to say that an individual showing a photo ID is, in fact, displaying an 
identification card that is legitimate? 
 Further, what process will be used for determining the legitimacy of 
any photo identification card being presented? I am not at all comfortable 
with the notion that the average poll worker will have the skills or the 
equipment necessary to determine the legitimacy of any document 
presented for identification. Therefore, I ask that you vote in the negative 
on this measure. 
 Thank you. 
 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Casorio. 
 Mr. CASORIO. Correction of the record, Madam Speaker. 
 HB 2164, I was voted in the negative. I wish to have that 
changed to an affirmative vote. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Your vote will be spread upon the record. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter. 
 Mr. STRITTMATTER. Thank you. 

 I would like to correct the record. 
 On SB 238, A3984, I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Your vote will be spread upon the record. 
 The Chair recognizes the lady, Mrs. Rubley. 
 Mrs. RUBLEY. Thank you. 
 Madam Speaker, I would like to correct the record. 
 On SB 238, amendment 3980, my vote was not recorded, and I 
wish to be voted in the affirmative. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. Your 
vote will be spread upon the record. 

BILLS SIGNED BY 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

 Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the titles 
were publicly read as follows: 
 
 HB 497, PN 4032 
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1951 (P.L.317, No.69), known 
as The Professional Nursing Law, regulating the practice and licensure of 
dietetics and nutrition; further providing for penalties; and making an 
appropriation.  
 
 HB 1482, PN 4133 
 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, further providing for the disposition of the proceeds from the 
special Lake Erie fishing permits.  
 
 HB 2020, PN 4089 
 

An Act amending the act of May 3, 1933 (P.L.242, No.86), referred 
to as the Cosmetology Law, further providing for the definition of 
“School of Cosmetology,” for practice of cosmetology without license 
prohibited, requirements to practice, eligibility requirements for 
examination, for management of cosmetology shops, for requirements of 
a school of cosmetology, for exceptions to examination requirements, for 
shared shops, for regulations by the board, for examinations and issuance 
of licenses, for temporary licenses, for sanitary rules, for fees and for 
penalties.  
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker pro tempore, in the presence of the 
House, signed the same. 

STATEMENT BY MR. BENNINGHOFF 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Benninghoff. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 A point of personal privilege, if I may. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. I would like to submit some comments 
on HR 638, but I also want to express my outrage to the  
ninth district court for their decision, and I want to remind them as 
public servants that, number one, they have sworn in their own 
oath “so help me God.” In addition, if it is such an outrage to 
mention God’s name and unconstitutional, then maybe they should 
not accept the United States currency that also says “In God We 
Trust” for the work that they do. They better think about it, and  
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I just wanted to go on record opposing it and submit my further 
comments. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 Mr. BENNINGHOFF submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Madam Speaker, I believe it is imperative that we, as free Americans, 
and those who believe in the freedoms that are available to us under the 
United States Constitution, speak out and speak up. If this ruling were to 
stand, which I believe it will not, we as a society will be governed by a 
minority, not a majority as guaranteed in a democracy. While the 
gentleman who filed his objection to the phrase “under God” being part of 
the Pledge of Allegiance is entitled to his opinion, he should not and must 
not be allowed to do this at the cost of millions of other Americans. More 
importantly, his beliefs should not be imposed upon the citizens of 
America by the gavel of courts. I am appalled and angered by this ruling. 
Under the Articles of the Constitution, this gentleman has the option of 
freedom of speech to not say this line in the pledge, not say the pledge at 
all, or to leave a room when it is being recited. 

In closing, Madam Speaker, I would encourage the ninth circuit judge 
panel to read the book “Seed of a Nation” to remind themselves of the 
principles of our founding father, William Penn, being most notably the 
founder of Pennsylvania, and of the religious liberties this State and our 
entire Nation were founded on. 

Many people were very upset by this ruling. I encourage them to 
stand and speak out on this overly intrusive ruling by the ninth circuit 
courts. 

Thank you, Madam Speaker, for allowing me to share my thoughts on 
this issue. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Zimmerman. 
 Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
 I wish to correct the record. 
 On HB 2246 I wish to be voted as “yes,” Madam Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Your vote will be cast upon the record. 

STATEMENT BY MR. EGOLF 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Egolf. 
 Mr. EGOLF. Madam Speaker, on a matter of personal 
privilege. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. EGOLF. I would just like to make the announcement, since 
we just passed a resolution on the pledge to the flag, some news 
that just came in – this is on the Associated Press – the  
Federal Appeals Court, Circuit Court No. 9, the author of that 
decision, Judge Goodwin, has stayed his own decision until it goes 
to the full court. So it will not go into effect until the full court has 
a chance to make a decision on that. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence on the floor of 
the House of the Speaker and would ask that he be taken from the 
leave list. 

STATEMENT BY MR. COHEN 

 The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Welcome back. 
 Mr. Speaker, yesterday at least two members of the House 
made the statement that the Metcalfe amendment, which passed 
the House with 101 votes and was incorporated in SB 824 with  
102 votes, was the same or similar to existing law in 11 States. 
Since then, my staff has researched this question, and I have 
learned that the 11 States referred to that require the voters to 
present some form of identification, all with the exception of  
South Carolina, have some exceptions to that requirement.  
In 10 of the 11 other States, there are alternatives to narrow  
photo identification. 
 In addition, Mr. Speaker, similar legislation passed in Michigan 
was invalidated as unconstitutional by Michigan Attorney General 
Frank Kelley in 1997, similar legislation passed in Louisiana was 
invalidated by the U.S. Justice Department in 1994, and similar 
legislation passed in Lowell, Massachusetts, was invalidated by a 
judge in Lowell, Massachusetts, in 2001. 
 The opinion of Michigan Attorney General Frank Kelley, which 
still stands as good law in Michigan, says that a Michigan law 
similar to Pennsylvania’s was unconstitutional and hence invalid 
because it violated the equal protection clause of the  
14th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. Kelley said, and I 
quote, “In the absence of a showing of substantial voter fraud in 
Michigan, this restriction on the fundamental right to vote is not 
necessary to further a compelling state interest.” Kelley also wrote 
that the law might discourage some from voting. I quote again: 
“For the poor, those who do not drive, especially the elderly, the 
handicapped and those who, for whatever reason, do not possess a 
picture identification card, this requirement imposes economic and 
logistical burdens,” the Attorney General of Michigan said. 
 Looking at the 11 States that were referred to in debate 
yesterday, going down the list, those 11 States are Alaska, which 
allows a birth certificate to be presented, a passport, a hunting or 
fishing license, or any other ID prescribed by regulation. The 
requirements in Alaska are waived if an election official certifies 
that he or she knows the voter. In Connecticut, an acceptable form 
of identification includes a Social Security card or any other form 
of preprinted ID that includes the name and either address, 
signature, or photograph. A voter may sign an affirmation instead 
of presenting ID in Connecticut. In Delaware, if a voter has no ID, 
the voter may sign an affidavit. In Florida, the voter may sign an 
affidavit if he or she does not have identification or is challenged. 
In Georgia, if a voter does not have an ID, he or she can sign an 
affidavit. In Kentucky, forms of valid identification include a 
Social Security card, a credit card, or a personal acquaintance with 
a precinct officer. In Louisiana, voters without an ID must sign an 
affidavit and present a registration certificate or provide 
information submitted for registration such as their mother’s 
maiden name. In Missouri, a voter must have an ID card or any 
other acceptable form of ID as determined by local election 
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officials. If a voter does not have an ID, he or she can vote if  
two judges vouch for his or her eligibility. In Texas, acceptable 
forms of identification include a driver’s license, photo ID, a  
birth certificate, a passport, citizenship papers, official mail, 
checks printed by an in-State bank, and other forms prescribed by 
the Secretary of State. In Virginia, if the voter has no ID, he or she 
may sign a statement under oath. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we make statements on the floor of the 
House of Representatives, we do not swear to the truth of these 
statements and we cannot be prosecuted for perjury. But the fact is, 
Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives passed SB 824 and the 
language of the Metcalfe amendment acting in the good-faith 
belief that the repeated statements that there are 11 States who 
have legislation that require photo ID was a true statement. It is not 
a true statement. In addition, the House acted under the belief  
that this legislation was constitutional when in fact the  
Attorney General of Michigan, the U.S. Justice Department, and a 
court in Lowell, Massachusetts, have all ruled similar legislation to 
be unconstitutional. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would hope that there is enough honor and 
decency among the majority of members that they would be 
somewhat embarrassed that the statements which they believed to 
be true are not true. I would hope that members of the House, both 
supporters and opponents of this legislation, would be contacting 
members of the State Senate now and urging that the State Senate 
remove the photo identification requirements from the bill. The 
State Senate has not taken up the bill. They will take up the bill 
sometime tonight or tomorrow or maybe in the fall. Whenever the 
Senate does take up this bill, they ought to remove these 
requirements that were inserted in the House after members of the 
House were given inaccurate information as to what this bill 
contained and to whether or not it was constitutional. 
 Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 Does the majority leader or minority leader have any further 
business? 
 There will be no further votes. The Chair is going to keep the 
desk open to take any reports from committees that are outstanding 
for the next while, whatever that is. 
 If there is no further business, the House will be at ease to the 
call of the Chair. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 1448, PN 2167 (Amended)   By Rep. CLYMER 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to 
Pennsylvania Suburban Water Company (as successor to Philadelphia 
Suburban Water Company by merger), certain lands situate in  
Canaan Township, Wayne County, and Carbondale and Fell Townships in 
Lackawanna County.  
 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 2555, PN 3664   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for program of 
continuing professional education.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1187, PN 2108   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Tolentine Community 
Center and Development Corporation certain lands and building situate in 
the City of Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1364, PN 2111   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Pennsylvania 
Historical and Museum Commission, to accept by donation a tract of land 
situate in the Township of Penn, Westmoreland County.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1368, PN 2112   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Pennsylvania 
Historical and Museum Commission, to acquire by settlement agreement 
three tracts of land in Foster Township, Luzerne County.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1453, PN 2168 (Amended)   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Department of Transportation and the Governor, to grant 
and convey to the West Chester Area School District, certain lands in 
West Goshen Township, Chester County; authorizing and directing the 
Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, to 
grant and convey to the Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources, certain lands situate in the City of Philadelphia, Philadelphia 
County; and authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to 
Pennsylvania Suburban Water Company (as successor to Philadelphia 
Suburban Water Company by merger), certain lands situate in  
Canaan Township, Wayne County, and Carbondale and Fell Townships in 
Lackawanna County.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1459, PN 2029   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the 
Student Association, Inc., a certain tract of land situate in the Borough of 
California, Washington County, in exchange for a certain tract of land.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 1485, PN 2137   By Rep. ARGALL 
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An Act redesignating the Northeast Veterans Center as the  
Gino J. Merli Veterans Center.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or minority leader 
have any further business? Hearing none, the Chair is about to put 
the House in recess until we await reports from the Senate. It may 
be that it will be a long wait. So I would not worry about sticking 
around this evening; we can do it first thing in the morning on 
today’s schedule. 
 Without more, this House stands in recess to the call of the 
Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Argall, for an immediate meeting of the Appropriations 
Committee in the Appropriations Committee conference room.  
The members will please report there immediately. 
 
 The House will stand at ease awaiting the report of the 
committee, of the Appropriations Committee. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

 SB 832,  PN 2052   By Rep. ARGALL 
 

An Act amending the act of February 9, 1999 (P.L.1, No.1), known 
as the Capital Facilities Debt Enabling Act, further providing for 
appropriation for and limitation on redevelopment assistance capital 
projects.  
 
 APPROPRIATIONS. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 832 be taken from 
the table. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and the 
remaining resolution on today’s calendar will be passed over.  
The Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or minority leader 
have any further business in the Thursday, June 27, session? 
 Hearing none, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Baker. 
 Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourn until Friday, June 28, 2002, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 10:59 a.m., e.d.t., Friday,  
June 28, 2002, the House adjourned. 
 


