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PRAYER 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 9:05 a.m., e.s.t. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
R would be the hope of rhe Chair that it is not necessary to do thls, 

and I would guess that it is the hope ofmany of the members. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It was just a courtesy. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his courtesy. 

REV. CLYDE W. ROACH, pastor of hverside United Methodist 
Church, Ilanisbwg, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: I BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

Let us pray: 
Gracious Godow Father, we need You. Like ow bodies need air 

and water, our hearts and ow minds long for the indwelling of Your 
Holy Spirit. 

Like the deer pants after the water brook, so our souls long for 
Your presence. As St. Augustine &ed, "Ow souls are restless 
until they rest in You." 

Come, Holy Spirit, heavenly dove, with all Your quickening 
power; h d l e  the flame of sacred love in these cold hearts of ours. 

Come into ow presence even at this very moment. Rein in ow 
wandering minds. F ~ c u s  them on thmgs eternal. Free us &om the 
womes and anxieties that sap our strength and give us nothing in 
return, and speak to us what we might do better to serve Your 
people. 

For it is in Your dear name we pray. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the Journal 
of Wednesday, January 25, 1995, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, Mr. 
Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, for the infoimation of the members, ow intention 

today is to break for lunch at 1 o'clock, d m e r  will be at 6 o'clock, 
6 to 7, and we will break again this evening at 10:30, if we go that 
long, and tomorrow morning we will be back at 9 o'clock, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 4, PN 148, 
entitled: 

An Act providmg for a review process for filings with the Department of 
Environmental Resources. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 4 be recommitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion7 
Motion was agreed to. 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 7, PN 149, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 31,1968 i.F.L.769, No.240), referred 
to as the Commonwealth Documents Law. further defining "administrative - 
regulation" in relation to the Department of Environmental Resources. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration 7 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chau recognizes the majority leader, 
Mr. P a e l .  
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On the question r e c h g ,  
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0187: 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 495.1), page 17, line 23, by inserting after 
~ - 

"retarded." 
All health care services shall when available, be 
provided within the desipnated region. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair r e c o m e s  the gentleman. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What amendment 01 87 does is amends the portion of the health 

services portion of tlus bill to say that "All health care services shall, 
when available, be provided within the designated region." I raise 
this point because I think it is important. 

When we look at the health-care portion of this welfare reform 
bill, it looks very similar to something that is already going on in 
PhiladeIph~a and that six-county region. For any of you who read the 
newspapers and followed what Mercy Healthcare Plan was doing in 
that region, at one point in time they were taking the mental-health- 
services portion of their HMO contract that they have with the 
Department of Welfare and they were subcontracting it out, and when 
they subcontracted it out, that subcontractor in turn turned around and 
subcontracted that subcontract out again. 

What we had was a situation where those people that were 
eligible to receive mental health benefits in that region were having 
to travel about 50 miles to get those mental health services. Well, 
anybody who knows anyflung about mental health patients, you have 
a hard time getting them to go in and see their physician and to take 
advantage of those services that they need. Well, when you put a 
50-mile travel on it, it gets even worse. 

With tlus pilot, we are talking about doing an urban, suburban, 
and a rural area. My real concern is that in the rural areas where 
people have to travel 50 miles anyway, we are then going to say, 
guess what? We found a cheaper place. It is halfway across the State. 
We will provide the service. All you need to do is find a way to get 
across to the other side of the State and you can take advantage of it. 

What this amendment does is says that when those services are 
available in that region, that is where they have to he provided. 
Obviously, lf there is a hcatt.surgery that is necessary and there is no 
place within a couple hundred miles, we will send them to 
Philadelphia or Pittsburgh or wherever the neared place is that they 
can get that service. But when those services are available witlun the 
regjon that the pilot is set up for, I believe it is imperative that those 
services be provided to those people in that region. Thank you. 

I urge a positive vote on this. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the Chair rewgizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, these are pilot ororrrams. and we would like to . 

provide as much flexibility'as possible order to evaluate the 
programs effectively, and at h s  time we would not like to restnct the 
programs. 

We ask for a negative vote on amendment 187. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, in response to the previous speaka, 

I would contend that if we are going to simply have a pilot program 
that is loolung to not provide services to people, 1 can guarantee you 
that we will cut costs. If I say to somebody in Erie, if there is a pilot 
program in Erie, and I say all your services are provided in 
Philadelphia, I can guarantee you those people will not access those 
services. 

What this amendment says is that those services need to be 
provided in the areas where the people actually live. I do not think 
that is an unreasonable amendment. I do not think it is overly 
restrictive. It is common sense. 

It also provides a level playing field for those people that are 
bidding on the contracts in these areas. If I am a legitimate, 
well-concerned insurance company or HMO (health maintenance 
organization) that wants to bid on this, then I will provide the 
services within that region, but if1 want to try and make a sham out 
of this and I want to try and make a quick buck on a pilot program, 
I am not going to provide the services within the region. And so you 
end up with a situation where those insurance companies and HMO's 
that bid on this project with good intentions will be undercut by 
insurance companies and HMO's that do not have good intentions. 
So I think it provides a level playing field for those insurers also. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Allen. 
Mr. ALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Sturla amendment. 
Later on today we are going to be discussing the same ideas about 

pharmacists across the State. I think it is very important that the 
services be provided in the closest area possible. 

1 support the amendment and urge my members on this side of the 
aisle to do the same. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Allm 
Argall 
-0ng 
Baker 
B2.111sto 
Bebko-Jones 
Bclardi 
Bclfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bmola 
Browne 
Buxtan 
Caltaurone 
Cappabiancn 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cohen M. 

DeWeese 
Domhcci 
Fajt 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Oruitra 
Haluska 
Hama 
Hmessay 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
loaephs 
Kaiser 

Masland 
M a y d  
MoCall 
Melia 
Michlovic 
Mihslich 

Nailor 
Nickol 
Olaaz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
PBhucp 
Petronc 
Pistella 
PI* 
R s t o n  
Readshaw 
Richardson 

Soimenti 
Scmmel 
Shaner 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetla 
Sttimnaner 
Sturla 
s- 
Tangrati 
Thomas 
Tiwe 
Travaglio 
Trello 
T"0h 
Tme 
Van Home 

colafeila  kin^ Ricger Vean 
Colaizzo Kirkland Roberts Vitali 
Corpora Krebs Robinson Wako 
Conigan Kukovich Roebuck Wmhinpton 
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Cowell 
COY 
cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
D a l  

Adolph 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
BOY= 
Brown 
Burd 
Butkovitz 
Chadwick 
civma .. ..- 
Clark 
Clymer 
C o h q  L I. 
Conti 
Cornell 
Dcmpscy 
DiOirolamo 
h c c  
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Durham 
Flick 

Evans 

LaOrotta Rooney 
Laughlin Rudy 
Lescovitz s a h t o  
Lloyd S& 
L u ~ k  saihm 
Manderino Schmder 
Markonek Schulm 

Fargo Lynch 
Fanner Maitland 
Feese Major 
Fichter Marsico 
Flesgle McGcehan 
Gamble McGill 
o m o n  Merry 
Gcist Micozzie 
Gladeck Milla 
Godshall NYCC 

Waugh 
Williams 
Womrak 
Wright D. R 
Yewcic 
Youngblocd 
Zug 

Rubley 
Saylor 
Smafmi 
Shcehan 
Smith B. 
Snyder, D. W 
slaL9 
Siem 
Stish 
Taylor. E. Z. . . 

~ P P O  Pmel  Taylor, 1. 
Habay Pettit Tulli 
Hsrhart Phillips Vanoe 
Hasay Piccola wagan 
Heas Pim Wright, M. N 
Kella Raymond Zimmmnan 
K m e y  Rcber 
Lawleas Reinard R Y ~ R  
LedRm Rohrer Speaker 
Lch 

NOT VOTING-5 

The question was determined in the affmnative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended 7 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0271: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 16, line 22, by striking out "Voucher" and 
lnserhng 

Health Care 
Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494), page 17, line 12, by striking out "voucher" 

and inserting 
health care 

Amend Sec 7 (Sec. 494.1). page 17, line 15, by striking out 
"Voucher" and inserting - 

Health Care 
Amend Scc 7 (Sec. 494.1), page 17, line 17, by striking out "m 

and inserting 
health care 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN v' 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, 

on amendment 27 1 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended 7 
w 

Mr. TRICH offered the following amendment No. A0198: 

Amend Scc. 5 (Sec. 432.12), page 10, line 24, by inserting &er ''W 
LU 

Amend Scc. 5 (Sec. 432.12), page 10, line 27, by inserting afier "w 
firstnducing the increment as orovided in clause (2) 
and then by 

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 432.12), page 10, line 27, by striking out "in" and 
inserting 

as orovided in clause (3) of the 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 432.12). page 1 I ,  line 6, by striking out all of said 

line and inserting 
adult recioient is again eliaible for benefits. 

12) The reduction in benefits shall be made as follows: 
[i) For the biN of the first additional child the increment shall bc 

reduced bv onethird. 
(ii) For the birth of the second additional child the increment shall be 

reduced bv an additional one-third. 
(iii) For the birth of the third additional child the increment shall be 

reduced bv an additional one-third. 
Forthe b i i  ofanvadditional children. the increment shall be eliminated and 
benefits calculated oursuant to clause (3). 

(3) The deoartment 
% 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Trich. The 
gentleman has been recognized on the amendment and may proceed. 

Mr. TRICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am here today to offer an amendment that I am not necessaily 

proud of, but it is one that 1 believe goes in the right direction to 
correct a very flawed portion of HB 2. w 

Last evening we debated an issue that was raised by 
Repmta t ive  Richardson concerning the $87 a month that children 
who are born to mothers who are on welfare will be denied in the 
future. This, we were told, was actually to be not a penalty but a 
deterrent. Ifthat is in fact the case, I would like to go along that same 
train of thoueht and merely soften that blow somewhat. - 

What I am suggesting by this amendment, which is amendment 
0198, it would set into stages that same type of a concept. For 
example, a mother who delivers a chld  while on welfare would not 
be denied the total $87 in funding but in fact would be denied 
one-third of that amount. Should a second child be born later also on 
welfare, then two-thirds of that allotment would be denied, and of 
course, on the third child, the entire allotment would be denied. 
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Again, I indicate to you I know it is not a beautiful amendment, 

but it is at least one with a little more compassion than the present 
hill is indcating, and I would hope that my colleagues would look at 
it favorably. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair r e c o p z s  the lady &om Philadelphia, 
Ms. Mande~ino. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Spesker, this goes back to the area of the child exclusion or 

the child cap that we dealt with towards the end of or most of the 
early evening yesterday. I know that there were a lot of members in 
the chamber on both sides of the aisle that were looking for some 
area of compromise on the issuc of the child cap. I would like to 
suggest that the Tnch amendment offers a reasonable area of 
compromise. 

What Rzpresentative Tnch's amendment is doing is trying to 
while at the same time do what the makers of the original proposal 
intend, to change behavior, it is attempting to change behavior in a 
more gradual way that is a little hit more compassionate and takes 
into consideration the reality of should an extra cluld be horn into the 
family. At the same timc it does have a measure of penalty, if you 
want to call it that. 

I thmk it is a very reasonable compromise. I would recommend 
that members on both sides of the aisle who are serious about 
changmg behavior hut wnurned about negatively affecting innocent 
children would consider voting and vote "yes" on tlus amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to ask for a "no" vote. 
I thmk it is ludcrous that we set up a ha f iay  deal here where we 

want to wean the welfare mothers off of having children that they 
cannot aflord. You can have one and we will not give you as much, 
and number two we will not give you as much. 

1 think this is ludicrous, and wc should defeat it and defeat it 
big-time. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Thc Cha~r thanks the gentleman. 
The Char recognizes thc gentleman from Elk County, Mr Surra. 
Mr. S U W .  Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I bel~cve t h s  amendment by Representative Trich 

is vay reasonable. If you believe that women have more cluldren to 
get additional funds and have any concern about the child, this is a 
reasonable compromise. Tlus gives them less money for the more 
children they have. 

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, we heard testimony where the vast 
majority of pregnancies occur by accident. For all you pro-life 
members, 1 want you to understand that it is very possible that we 
will he encouraging abortions among poor people because they 
mistakenly become pregnant and then cannot afford the c h l d  If that 
is your intent, Mr. Speaker, we are doing a heck of a job of going 
down that road. 

I find it ironic, Mr. Speaker, that many of us here will collect 
$109 to be here today but we have a problem with giving a poor 
woman $87 a mond~ to fced her child. Mr. Speaker, this is becoming 
a mean House. There is a mean cloud over the House of 
Representatives. 

Now, we are all interested in doing the right thing on welfare 
refom. Let us not throw the children out the window with the 
bathwater. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage an &innative vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question of the adoption of the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaka; this issue was debated yesterday to quite an extent. 

I think everybody understands what is being attempted here. But we 
have to & that the ehld  will also receive full medical assistance 
coverage, WIC (women, infants, and children) program benefits, food 
stamps, and if available, the mother will have day-care benefits. 

So what we are &dung you to do is to oppose this amendment and 
allow us to by to restore responsibility back into the welfare system. 
We are providing assistance for the care of children, but we are hying 
to restore responsibility into the system, and we ask you to oppose 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The C h a ~  reco-s the lady &om Philadelphia, 
Ms. Manderino, for the second time on the issue. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just have to respond briefly to the comments made 

by the last speaker, and that is that we have never- And if you 
remember also in the debate yesterday, Mr. Blaum had a very 
reasonable amendment that said if you are sincere in the fact that 
those other benefits stay in place, let us make it clear in the language 
of the hill, because the intetpretation that we have received is that the 
bill is not clear at all. And rather than get a legal opinion that that is 
how it was interpreted, we got a personal opinion of that was how it 
was going to be interpreted. The very fear of putting language to 
make clear h a t  is claimed to be the intent hut the failure to put that 
intent clearly in the language indicates to me that we all know that we 
want to remain unclear, that we do not want to speclfy for sure that 
these other benefits remain in place to protect and give a safety net to 
the child. 

Given all of that, it seems to me that we should not accept the 
argument that we have protected the child and that we should make 
an attempt to do so. The Tnch amendment is a reasonable attempt. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Trich, 
for the second lime on the issue. 

Mr. TRICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I promise to make this brief. 
I tlunk it is unportant to clan%, however, my opening remarks 

when I stated that this was not an amendment that I was necessarily 
proud of. That is not to be misunderstood that I do not support my 
own amendment It should he understood that it is embarrassing that 
we have to make such an amendment. 

But I will indicate this to you: If in fact those of my colleagues 
who voted in the majority last night to deny the children that $87 per 
month, if in fact you are being true to your convictions, flus 
amendment all achieves that same goal. It does so with a little more 
compassion, however. It does so with not automatically cutting it off 
but rather cutting it off incrementally. 

I would just remind my colleagues who stand up and so feverishly 
argue the points of the children, the unborn children, these are kids 
who are born, for God's sake, and people who need assistance right 
now. They are the youngest and the poorest of the poor, and for us to 
deny them for us to deny than even what would be a reduced version 
of $87,1 thlnk would be a sin. 

Therefore, 1 would ask my colleagues to consider this amendment 
favorably. 

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

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a clarion 
clear call to every pro-life legislator on h s  floor. One of the major 
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inducements for a woman to terminate a pregnancy is an economic 
inducement. There is absolutely no doubt that anyone who cannot 
find it in his heart or her heart or his brain or her brain to not realize 
the pragmatism of that observation, they must also consider the fact 
that this vote - h s  vote - will have hypocritical ramfications. I do 
not see how any pro-life legslator can oppose the gentleman, 
Mr. Trich. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair r e c o w s  the gentleman from Bucks, 
Mr. Dmce. 

Mr. DRUCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, last night I stood on the floor of h s  House and 

supported an amendment offered by Mr. Richardson whlch would 
have deleted the one provision of this hill which I said I did not agree 
with. Mr. Trich's amendment is getting us halfway to the amendment 
last night that did not pass. 

For those who are interested in saving money, and that is all t h ~ s  
may be about, we do still save some money, just maybe not as much 
as if you eliminate it altogether. But let me point out what I thuk is 
the one fallacy in much of the comments that I have heard on the floor 
here about the focus on mothers. 

This House is missing the point. As I understand the system as it 
works now, the focus is not on mothers; the focus is on children. Let 
me just walk you through a scenario that would highlight that. 

I am new to the Committee on Health and Welfare, so I will stand 
corrected by any member if1 am misunderstanding our system. But 
if you are a single mother with no children and you are on general 
assistance and you have a baby whle you are collecting general 
assistance, you would receive AFDC (aid to families with dependent 
chldren) funding, which suggests to me that the system recognizes 
you have had a child and that child needs to be provided for. If you 
enter the system with two chldren, you get a certain amount. Ifyou 
enter the system with three chldren, you get a different amount. If 
you enter the system with four children, you get a diierent amount. 
That sugggts to me that the system recognizes that there are dfferent 
units within that f d y ,  diierent children to provide for. The mother 
did not change. The mother has been the most constant h n g  in the 
scenarios I just outlined. The only thing that changed was the 
children. And what happens when there were more, there was an 
increment to help provide for those children. So for us to stand here 
and say, as one gentleman d d ,  that we are trying to wean mothers off 
welfare, that is the wrong focus. It should not he on mothers. It is on 
children, and we are really missing the point if we cannot at least 
understand that one facet. 

Mr Speaker, the gentleman from Washington County is taking us 
at least halfway. As I sai4 for those who want to save money, we will 
still do that, but at least we will provide some bridge for some of 
these families that need to provide for these children. 

I would say in closing, Mr. Speaker, there is a lot for me to learn 
on this committee. But I would say one thing: I do know the 
difference between right and wrong, and I know the diierence 
between helping and hurting, and this amendment today, 
Mr. Speaker, I helieve would go a long way to help. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogruzes the gentleman from 
Columbia, Mr. Gordner. 

Mr. GORDNLR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Veq briefly, I was one of those individuals who voted against the 

amendment last evening to restore the funding. I stand before you as 
saymg that 1 plan to support the Tnch amendment because I helieve 
that we do need some responsibility, but I believe that we also need 
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some compassion, as I helieve Mr. Tnch said, with that. And as I 
helieve that we need to change the system somewhat, I believe 
Mr. Trich has offered us a good compromise, a good way of doing 
responsibility with compassion. 

Again, although I voted last ~ g h t  against an amendment to totally w 
restore the funding, I plan on voting for the Trich amendment and 
would urge my colleagues to do the same. Thank you. 

The S P E A K S  The Chair recopax  the gentleman from Bucks, 
Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just a few comments regarding the pro-life issue that has been 

raised on the floor. 
There is absolutely no conclusive proof that Ulis provision of the 

hill that we are loolung at is an incentive for abortlons. That is totally 3 
untrue and lhere are absolutely no statistics to back that up. The 
comments and insinuations that were made are simply out of line. 

Other members have said that some of the money that women on 
AFDC do m i v e  is used for drugs, for other uses than for the welfare 
of the &Id. But the point that we are trying to provide in t h ~ s  bill, in 
this particular section- And I certamly appreciate the good efforts of 
Mr. Trich. 1 understand where you are coming from and what you are 
attempting to do, and I have a good understanding of your efforts in 
that respect. But at the same time, for over 30 years we have been 
dealing with a system that has shackled those on welfare fiom 
moving ahead, &om providing accountabilily, fmm responsibility, 
and those are the issues that we are really looklng at today. 

I feel that we can provide through the nonprofits that we havc, 
through churches, through the generosity of Pennsylvanians and 
Americans, we can help people who ttuly are in need. But we cannot, 
we cannot really deal effectively with the welfare issue until we begin 
to make some movement that is truly going to help people. From my 
perspective, the bill that we have in place will do just that. 

As difficult as it was for Mr. Trich to say he is supporling the 
amendmen< it isjust as a c d t  for me to say I have to oppose it, and 
I do, and I would ask the members to consider h s  and to vote "no." , 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Tigue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have a question for perhaps Mr. Clymer or 

someone else who is handling the bill on the other side. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, will consent to 

interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. TIGUE. If1 had one or lwo, well, say two children, and I was 

in the process of adopting a chld and I ended up on welfare as the 
adoption came through, as an extra dependent, would the child I 
adopted be included in the- Would I not receive benefits for that child 
I adopted, because it would he beyond one dependent? 'rr 

Mr. CLYMER. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker, and we will have a 
response. 

You are talking about- Did you say a woman- 
Mr. TIGUE. Let us say I applied, my w~fe  and I or whoever it is- 
Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, are you saying that if a person, a 

woman on AFDC wants to adopt a- 
Mr. TIGUE. 1 am saying, what happens if I apply, some lady 

would, a woman, man; it does not matter, a couple, they apply for a- 
Mr. CLYMER. Well, it does. Tell me, tell me whether or not, are & 

they on welfare- 
Mr. TIGIJE. I am saying, if I adopt a child and I end up on 

welfare as the process is mple ted  and somehow I end up on welfare 
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and now the approval comes, do I receive an additional- Am I 
entitled to an additional $87 for that child7 

Mr. CI.YMER. Well, hypothetically, the question you are aslung 
is cniamly indeed a hypothetical, because what happens, you have to 
meet certain standards in order to have a child adopted. The work 
histoty, the availability of income, the availability you have to support 
that child - there are many factors that are considered before you are 
given adoption papers to properly adopt that child, so I am not sure. 
If you are saying that a woman on AFDC could adopt a child, I do not 
think that is going to occur. 

Mr. TIGUE. That is not what I am talking about. I understand 
about the adoption question. Specifically, I may apply to adopt or 1 
may have childr~x~ As an example, 1 apply to adopt a child and I am 
employed and I am approved, and as the process is moving on, 
somehow 1 lose my job; 1 am not eligible for unemployment; I now 
go on welfare. I already have two children, and the adoption is 
approved. Do I receive benefits for that adopted child? 

Mr. CLYMER. Yes. 
Mr. TIGUE. I do? 
Mr. CI.YMER. Sure. 
Mr. TI(;UE. Okay. 'Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the amendment, the Chair 

recognizes Does the gentleman, Mr. Walko, seek recognition? 
Mr. WALKO. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman seek recogmtion on the 

issue ? 
Mr. WALKO. Yes, sir, I do. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. WALKO. 1 have heard Representatives mention that there is 

a lack of any cv id tm,  there have been no statistics showing that lhm 
would grant an incentive to women to have abortions. At the same 
time, as a freshman of perhaps average intelligence, 1 have not beard 
one scintilla of evidence that this grand social-engineering 
experiment will lead to more solid families, and I would llke for any 
member to rise with such a statistic that this bill will lead to stronger 
families, less illegitimate births. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 6om Allegheny County, 

Mr. Gamble, for the second time on the issue. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to reiterate what I said 

earlier, that this should be a "no" vote. 
I thought the whole idea of welfare reform was to derail this old 

wagon that takes them kom the cradle to the grave, and I thought the 
idea, too, was to discontinue subsidizing irresponsibility. The 
premise of this amendment is totally that the women on welfare are 
totally irresponsible; they have never heard of contraceptives; they 
cannot take any precautionary measures, and so they can have one, 
two, or three. I say it is a wrong message if we are serious about 
making some meaningful changes ~n the welfare system and truly 
talhng about refom. 

Again, I ask you to vote "no." 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPI3S. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
1 had not intended to speak until I heard the last speaker. 
Women on welfare may have heard of family planning services, 

but they cannot access them because we do not pay for them. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 'The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Jarolin. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As a comment on this particular amendment and the meaning of 

it. 
Maybe we should have been doing the crime package first, 

because if I were one of the people that fell in the category with the 
children here, 1 would do anything to raise my children. If we turn 
around and we take money away from families, the possibility of 
increasing the crime in the State of Pennsylvania has increased at 
least 20 or 30 percent. 

I know I would do anythmg to protect my children and raise them 
the right way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair r e c o m e s  the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman from Allegheny County, 

Mr. Walko, asked if any member here had conclusive proof, some 
statistics. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, indcated that there were no 
statistics that my statement that pro-life legslators should he 
ashamed of themselves ifthey voted against Mr. Tnch were to be the 
case. He said that I did not have any statistics. Mr. Walko asked, 
anybody that has any statistics that can defend Mr. Clymer's position, 
please come to the microphone. 

I want to interrogate Mr. Clymer. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, may proceed. 
Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman, Mr. Clyner, asserted that we d d  

not have statistics, and we do not. It is common sense, Mr. Clymer; 
it is common sense. It is buttressed on any revocable assumption of 
common sense. The whole premise of what you are doing today, 
Mr. Speaker, the whole premise is that you will eliminate some 
pregnancies. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Is the gentleman aslung a question or making a statement at this 

point 7 
Mr. DeWEESE. Adnuttedly, sir, it is somewhat elliptical, but 

there is an interrogatory at the end. 
The SPEAKER. Promise7 
The gentleman may proceed with his questioning. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Please gve me some statistics, Mr. Speaker, that 

will substantiate your perspective. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, is recopzed.  
Mr. CLYMER. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We do have, aRer 1 year of the program worlung in the State of 

New Jersey, that the figures we had before show that there is no 
increase or decrease in the abortion rate because of this particular 
program, and I will be glad to share those- There is no s igdcan i  
increase. 

So these figures are avadable. If the minority leader would like to 
come over here to take a look at them we would be pleased to share 
those figures with you. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Will the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, please read his 
comments into the record so that I am not the only one that is privy 
to them? I am told by my staffthat there were 1,100 avoided, avoided 
births in the same time period in the State of New Jersey. All I know 
is, I m convinced, and it happens to do with common sense, that if 
you make dsincentives for welfare mothers, especially for youngsters 
who are 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 whose educational levels are quite 
abbreviated, Uley are not going to have access to the information, they 
might not know the information, and if they &d know it, they might 
not submit to it. So the pregnancy would probably occur, and in my 
rural constituency as well as some of the more urban areas of our 
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Commonwealth 1 am convinced and I want it to go on the record that 
there will ill be abortions, and I think I ,  2,3, 4 ,5  years from now 
stabticswill bear me out. But I would like for you to read your data, 
at least for a moment or Iwo, into the record. I thmk it is important. 
I think it is crucial. I thmk what Mr. Trich is trying to do is 
imperative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chau recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and that is reasonable 
for me to read the record of the mediciud-funded abortions that they 
have bad in New Jersey. 

Let us begin with the last 2 years. In 1993 there were 13,629 
dcaid-funded abortions. In 1994, and this program now has been 
in effect for 1 year, the medicaid-funded abortions in New Jersey 
were 13,424, which shows a slight decrease, and I think that the 
record will bear testimony to me that this will continue to stay status 
quo or be reduced and not increase as the comments made by the 
minority leader. 

He is certainly speaking off the CUE He has no records. He has 
never taken time to investigate the situation. He has made statements 
that are totally out of the wind, and he cannot sustain those 
comments. So that is the information I provide this morning. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Could the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, give me the 
amount of people that were on mehcaid, women that were on 
medicaid in New Jersey last year as opposed to this year, and 
differentiate so we could do some mathematical extrapolation off the 
top of our head or otherwise? 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I cannot give those statistics at thls 
present time. We will make them available. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Those are paramount. The gentleman, 
Mr. Clymer, should be aware that there has been a general decline in 
population of chldbearing women in the State of New Jersey. That 
could have some impact. The gentleman should probably put that into 
his calculations. 

The gentleman also should be aware that there have been fewer 
abortions nationwide in the U ~ t e d  States and in New Jersey. He 
should put those figures into his statistics. 

One more question for the gentleman, Mr. Clymer: Could the 
gentleman, since he has averred that churches and charitable 
organizations will be forthcoming with help, can he give me some 
statistical data which countervails my own knowledge in Time 
magazine, Newsweek, Forbes, INC., Money, etcetera, that there has 
been a decline, Mr. Speaker, a decline, a precipitous decline in the 
1990's, into the late 1980's. in charitable giving7 Give me some 
statistics that will refute your arguments, whether they are coming 
h m  the top ofyour head or from your bevy or phalanx of supporters 
there, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogmzes the gentleman, 
Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, taken in light of what the minority 
leader has said, I think we can collectively say here this morning that 
the decrease that he has been talking about is the fact that there has 
been an emphasis on accountability and responsibility. I think over 
the last couple years Americans have said that people must be 
accountable and must be responsible. I mean, I think those are the 
issues, and I tlunk that message is beginning to saturate the public 
and we are seeing those figures drop as a result of- And what we are 
tqing to do is tie into that theme. This welfare bill in totality is trying 
to bring about that same theme - accountability and responsibility. 

-~ p~ 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, can I recogme my colleague, Charles 
Dent? I am f ~ s h e d .  

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields to the gentleman, 
Mr. Dent. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I have no inclination- I 
Mr. CLYMER. Yes; I am fnished with my comments. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is in error. The gentleman, 

Mr. DeWeese, had the floor. 
Mr. DeWEESE. The gent]- Mr. DeWeex, has no inclination 

to interrogate Mr. Dent. I have one Iinal comment, and then I will 
relinquish the podium. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. DeWEESE. It seems to me that the whole purpose of tlus - 

endeavor, primarily by the majority party but by some of my hends, 
some of my very good fiends on this side of the aisle, is to 
discourage welfare mothers from having children, at least chldren 
that they cannot, obviously, support. lpso facto, if this takes place, 
little girls in Greene county and little girls in Pittsburgh and 
Philadelphia and Bradford and McKean and Susquehama and Union 
and Snyder are still going to get pregnant, and at 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 
years of age, with very limited educational backgrounds and a social 
fabric that is not xwn together very tightly, they are going to seek the 
obvious alternative. In my opinion, we will be at these microphones 
2 or 3 or 4 or 5 years !?om now, and our case at that time will be 
statistically supported. There will be more abortions. This is an " 

abortion-incentive act. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recogruzes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here now as a leader trying to 

advocate a legislative program but as a member just l i e  you who has 
struggled with concerns with this issue. 

I think the debate has gone far astray of what the legislation is 
attempting to do. The previous speaker noted a 14-, IS-, 16-year-old 
young girl who, in his o w  words, makes a mistake, gets pregnant, 
and faces several choices. That choice to raise that chld on her own 
or with the support of family is not deterred by this legislation today. 

This program, Mr. Speaker, says that when you go onto the . 
programof public assistance, you will receive full benefits available 
to you for you and your chldren. So that chld will receive benefits 
at the time you go and qualify. What we are talking about, 
Mr Speaka, is once you are on public assistance facing the struggles 
inherent with being in that situation, where you need to go out and 
reach for a helping hand from the taxpayers to envelop you in some 
fonn of saf&y and security so that you can raise that chld, we are just 
saying that at that point we are asking you to he responsible, because w 
once you have entered into the system, you are put on notice. Yes, we 
are willing to take care of your current situation, but we are asking 
you not to aggravate that situation any more, and we are trying to 
instill a notice. And as a previous speaker noted, it is behavior, and 
that is what we are looking for. This focus is on the children, 
everybody is wing to say, but no, it is on the mother, it is on the 
father, because ifthey are acting responsibly, there will not be a chld 
and it will not be as a result of abortion. 

Mr. Speaker, if you look at the statistics as I understand them, W 
80 percent of the AFDC households are single-parent households. So 
therefore, in thox households in which the average is already two or 
three children in that household, why are we looking llke h s  is so 
draconian to say mcd$ your behavior and do not have more children 
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if you want the taxpayers to support them? But furthermore we are 
saymg, even if you have those chldren, we are going to support them 
with the basic necessities of life - food, medical care, and other 
benefits that are available for young chldren. 

Also, look what we are do~ng. In this program we are saying that 
we are trying to instill job training and providing other incentives. 
When you have that young chld, you are basically unable to 
participate in any of those other programs, so you are delaying for 
years even the entrancing under the mandatory aspect of t h~s  program 
into a job training or workfare program. Wherr are the values we are 
trying to instill? 

The abortion issue is not one that is involved here. Certainly 
family planning and alternatives are available, but the question is, 
once you are on the benefits of the taxpayer-funded programs, all we 
are asking you to do is be responsible for not providing incentives to 
encourage you to stay in that system. It is the children. When we look 
at our urban areas and see the children coming into our schools from 
these households, and more and more children are coming, is that fair 
for the children as well? If you are l o o h g  at the interests of the 
cluldreq then look at what we are trying to do. I do not thnA any one 
of us msagrees with the values that we are trying to instill, and we are 
not penalizing the children. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York 
County, Mr. Plans. 

Mr. PLATTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would Mr. Clymer stand for interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, your previous comments and the 

comments of Mr. Gamble and Mr. Snyder about personal 
responsibility and accountability, the statistics show that for all 
women, including women on AFDC, perhaps approximately 
60 percent of all pregnancies are unplanned, and that of those 
60 percent, half or more are women using contraception. Do you 
accept those figures or statistics as somewhat accurate? 

Mr. CLYMER. I just heard them for the first time the other day 
here on the floor of the House about the 60 percent that were 
unplanned. I do not go beyond-. 

Mr. PLATTS Okay. MI Speaker, I have seen various studes 
that document those types of numbers, and if they are accurate, our 
emphasis on accountability and responsibility is not truly occurring 
here, because approximately 30 pcrcent of AFDC women p i n g  
buth will have been responsible, w d  bave been accountable by using 
contraception, but still became pregnant. So even though they were 
accountable and they were responsible, the way the bill is drafted 
without this amendment, you would still prolubit them from getting 
any additional AFDC grant. 

Mr. CLYMER. Wdl, just two points. I cannot venfy or not venfy 
what you have said about the use of contraceptives. I do not know if 
that is a huly legtunate figure. But the other point is that there are as 
many taxpaying couples who work hard who, I am sure, bave 
unplanned pregnancics, and they have got to deal with that issue. I 
mew why have a double standard? We are trying to create the same 
standard for all the people that have children, regardless of their 
financial categoly, and we are tying to bring about accountability 
and responsibility. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speker, based on your last comment, are you 
suggesting then that women who are working, their husband or they 
are working, have an income, that we should not give them the tax 

~~p 

benefit of an additional exemption because they get a grant from the 
government by having another child? 

Mr. CLYMER. No. What I am saying is that there are unplanned 
pregnancies, but I am saying that you have to cope with them, and the 
people who bave to cope with them have to make those decisions, 
whether you are on AFDC or whether you are working parents. That 
ismy p o d .  

Mr. PLATTS. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That concludes my interrogation. I would like to speak on the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, the statistics do show that more than 

halfofthe women on AFDC who haveunplanned pregnancies were 
using umtraqtion, and as such, we are not going to hold them more 
accountable, more responsible. We are going to punish them even 
though they were responsible, even though they were accountable, 
and sought not to become pregnant. 

One of the previous speakers, Ms. Josephs, talked about that we 
do not fund family planning. Not only do we not h d  family planning 
as a State, for those women who get family planning despite that fact, 
we are still going to punish them and their chldren by this bill unless 
this amendment goes in. 

So I encourage a 'yes" vote on the amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Dent. 
Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It was previously asked by the gentleman, Representative Walko, 

and also by the distinguished Democratic leader about if there is any 
statistical evidence suppottlng t h~s  so-called family cap. Let me relay 
to you one story-we could call this anecdotal evidencefrom a 
womq  anob-gyn (obstetrician gynecologist), a physician, who is in 
my legislative district, and I met her at her doorstep one day. Let me 
tell you what she told me. She said, "Why do you continue to pay for 
additional children for AFDC recipients 7" And I asked her, "Why do 
you ask such a question?" And she said, "Well, I happen to be 
workmg in a Philadelpha hospital, I am working on my residency, 
and I just delivered the ninth child of a woman on AFDC, and I asked 
this woman"-this is what the doctor said-"and I asked this woman, 
why do you continue to have children if you cannot afiord to support 
them ?" And here was the answer: "Because they pay me more." 
Now, that is just one story. I am not saying that is representative of 
every woman who receives AFDC benefits. I am not suggesting that. 
I am just telling you that that is one story I have heard from a woman, 
an M.D. (doctor of medicine), a very progressive woman, I might 
add, who suggested that we impose this family cap. 

I would also like to suggest to this body that if we do vote for the 
Trich amendment, we are in effect doing away with the family cap 
which this body wanted to keep in this legslation yesterday. So I 
would urge my colleagues to maintain the family cap and vote "no" 
on the Tnch amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington, Mr. Daley. 

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think our friends on the right side of the room are doing 

something that we as Democrats have been accused of for the last 
several years, and that is social eng inee~g .  I h o w  that the 
Republicans want to send a clear mwsage to all of Pennsylvania that 
they mean business when it wmes to welfare reform, but let us not 
throw out the baby with the bathwater. 
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Have you not learned the lesson from hstory that we all learned, 

that social engineering does not work? This debate reminds me, as 
a bstorian, of the debate in the Reichstag in 1930, and that scares 
me. 

And I hear that this promotes imesponsibility, this legislation. 
That is absolutely ludicrous. That is hke saying highway fundmg 
promotes speeding, and economic development funding promotes 
greed. 

Like President Clinton said on Tuesday evening, we should not 
punish our children for the poor judgment of their parents. I rise for 
an a t f i a t i ve  vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Blaum. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Last ~ g h t  I voted against the amendment to remove the cap, and 

I wdl vote against the Trich amendment now. So why does a former 
cha i ian  of Aging and Youth vote against these amendments? I do 
so because this c m t  system is harmful to our chldren and it has to 
change, and gradually we are going to make these changes and we 
are going to tackle various amendments and we are going to try and 
decide whether they are right or not. 

I believe it is time that we try sometlnng like this cap, but at the 
same time, evetybody in h s  room has an obligation to vote with me 
when we are tallung about other provisions for those kids and to vote 
with others who offa amendments for job training to help people and 
adults get offwelfare and into the private sector, because I think we 
can all agree that the only true welfare reform is to get out of this 
system, for the adults and the kids to get out of this system, and that 
is how we begin to solve ow problem. 

But let us not thmk for one moment that the current system is not 
broke. It does not help kids, and it needs to change, because it does 
need changing. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Jefferson, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I believe that this amendment is basically saying to 

us that, well, the current system is not real great, but il is costing a 
little too much, so we better wean it back a little wee bit. The bottom 
line when you look at this amendment is that it is just going to temper 
this situation a little hit. 

I heard some of the other speakers talking about social 
engineering and what the Republicans are hying to do in sending 
strong messages, but the fact is, the current welfare system that we 
have been living under in this country for the last 25 or 30 years, that 
is social engineering, and voting against this amendment will not be 
a pro-abortion inducement as has been suggested. The amendment is 
just watering down the system. 

Thecment welfare system is what is an abortion in this country. 
It has trapped the poor people of this country, and if we in ttus 
legislature do not have the courage to make dramatic changes, then 
we may as well just keep tinkering along and creating more 
convoluted welfare reform bills like have been passed over the last 
several years. 

I think it is time for the legislature to stand up and make a 
dramatic change. This has nothing to do with being cruel or 
mean-spirited; it has to do with facing the facts that the current 
welfare system has failed us. It is the abortion, and we need to make 
some changes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Luzerne, Ms. Mundy. 

- 

Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, people are loolung for statistics. I 
have statistics for you. I have a report here called "The Jury Is Still 
Out." It is an analysis of the purported impact of New Jersey's AFDC 
child exclusion, athenvise known as the "Family Cap" law. 

I think it is incumbent upon us to listen carefully to what this 
analysis has to say about the effect of the family cap in New Jersey: 

"This analysis is intended to correct widespread misconceptions 
created by premature and inaccurate assertions about the purported 
impact of the chld exclusion provisions of New Jersey's welfare 
reform demonstration - the Family Development Program (FDP) - in 
reducing buihs to women on Aid to Families With Dependent 
Childr en.... States considering the replication of the New Jersey 
model on the basis of these claims should fist  consider the more 
accurate and up-to-date information presented below." w 

And I wdl not read the entire report. I have it here for anyone who 
is sincerely inkrested in what it says, but I would like to read into the 
record a few paragraphs. 

"General Population's Buth Rates Also Declining" in New Jersey 
is the hedmg: "Any assertions of reductions in AFDC birth rates 
must be considered in perspective of concomitant declines in the 
overall population's fecund@ levels. New Jersey's births for the 
general population has been dropping over the last several years, . 
reflecting national demographc trends. In 1990, there were 122,973 
births to New Jersey residents, according to State Department of 
Health data. In 1991, the state recorded 121,415 births, areduction 
of 1,558 births, or a drop of 1.3 percent from the previous year. The " 

decline conhued in 1992, with 120,352 births, another 0.9 percent 
drop. Thus, New Jersey had witnessed a decline in births of over 
2.13 percent over two years." 

"In order to actueve even this modest reduction of 94 births per 
month, an average of 458 newborns were excluded from their 
parents' grants during August and September. Consequently, for 
every brth that was allegedly avoided-for every birth that was 
allegedly avoided-"the state penalized five infants who were born to 
AFDC families by refusing to provide them with any financial , 
assistance. Annualz4 that means that as many as 5,496 infants will 
be punished to produce the desired results of an estimated 1,122 
avoided births." 

The statistics do not bear out Mr. Clymer's assertions. 
And finally, 6om the report, "States rushing to reform welfare by 

enacting child exclusion laws should exercise extreme caution in 
doing so based on the experience to date of New Jersey's Family 
Development Program. Contrary to the premature assertions of 
'obvious' success by former Governor Florio and Assemblyman 
Bryant, the law's impact appears to he both modest and equivocal. 
Its desired outcomes are roughly half of what its proponents alleged 
last November and its adverse consequences may yet prove to be * 
considerable. At the vny least, states would be well-advised to await 
additional data from New Jersey's experiment. Aside from placating 
a public clamoring for welfare reform - any welfare reform - the child 
exclusion law remains a risky gamble with little demonstrated 
benefits." 

Mr. Speaker, I offer this report and the excerpts from it maybe 
not as conclusive proof that the New Jersey program is not working 
but it should certainly give all of us pause in voting against ttus 
compromise amendment, which is designed to improve the outlook W 
for chldren in this Commonwealth. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. 

Amstrong. 



Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Quite a while ago, one of the speakers mentioned about 

incentives, and I would like to talk about that just for a brief moment 
here. 

If we continue to proceed in giving these government handouts, 
we are again creating more disincentives for the family to come hack 
together and to support one another. There is no incentive for the 
family to support the chld itself Mr. Speaker, you know that our 
family stmcture in Pennsylvania, in the U ~ t e d  States, is going broke. 
It is bankrupt. We need to create a policy-and that is what we are 
bymg to do today &at will allow the family structure to be once again 
rebuilt, and by voting "no" for this amendment and "yes" for what we 
are tqing to do, we arc trying to once again build that family support. 

One other thmg The Centa for Law and Social Policy is a liberal 
Washington think tank which opposed the family cap even before it 
was implemented. They went into their study with a preconceived 
notion that the program was bad. Mr. Speaker, anyone can cook the 
numbers in such a study, and I suggest that my colleagues consider 
the source. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chai~ recogmzes the gentleman from Tioga, 
Mr. Baker. 

Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is my understand~ng that if this hill would be signed into law, 

it would not go into effect until 10 months after the act is signed. That 
means that those individuals impacted by this legislation would be 
held harmless; those f d i e s ,  those children, would be held h d e s s  
that arc currently in the household plus those mothers that may be 
pregnant at the time. So it is not punitive, and I stand because I 
believe that opposition to this amendment does not discourage 
moth~rs from having children hut encourages positive, responsible 
behavior and to discourage dependency. We still have food and 
medical assistance being provided to these children. 

Hypothetically, i l a  welfare mother went into the welfare agency 
and had four children to begn wrth, she could qualify for benefits, is 
my understanding, at this point. Under this amendment, she could 
have up to an additional four children or a total of eight children 
before thcre would be a total phaseout of any adhtional financial 
remuneration, assistance. Is that the message that we want to send. 
that it is okay to havc eight children, without respondng to our 
mandate from our conslitutnlts that we need to encourage responsible 
behavior and fiscal responsibility? 

I thrk we need to thmk about this very, very thoroughly. We still 
havc a safety net. We still have food and medical assistance being 
provided. Many of our families out there would be held harmless, as 
is currently the law, and after 10 months, then this would go into 
effect. If h s  goes into effect, then families could still have, 
hypothetically, up to eight cMdren and still qualify for thls assistance. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Argall. 
Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to share a brief paragraph from an editorial in 

U S .  News and World Report from 2 weeks ago. It was wTitten not 
by Newt Gingrich or Rush Limbaugh and certainly not by some old 
member of the Reichstag hut it was written by their editor-in-chief, 
M o ~ m  Zuckman, who has not hesitated to criticize Republicans 
over the years, sometimes when we are wrong and even sometimes 
when we are nght. 

He said, "A primary objective must surely be to reduce the 
number of babies born to unwed mothers. Present policy does the 

opposite. Simply giving cash without stnngs to unmarried mothers 
does not gve them an incentive to many before having children or to 
forgo childbearing in the k t  place. It enables them to have babies, 
and the poorer the woman, the more the welfare stipend can be an 
inducement to pregnancy. The original AFDC program was designed 
to be a short-term bridge to help children by giving cash to their 
widowed mothers until they remarried, so that they would not be 
forced to go out to work. In practice, the program is standing on its 
head. 

"The 1990s are not the 1930s. Today, most women on welfare 
have not been married but go on receiving benefits for years. The 
system has become a holding pen for the poor, not a helping hand for 
the dependent to become independent. It has been transformed from 
a remedy for poverty into a cause of it, from a stimulus to social 
cohesion into a destroyer of it." 

Mr Speaker, I do not n m a l l y  read a lot of b g s  into the record, 
but I thought in this case he was much more eloquent than I could be. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Representative Flick or 

Representative Clymer'? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, indcates he will 

stand for interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the prescription in the bill that provides no cash 

assistance to AFDC mothers who have additional children, does that 
apply to all AFDC recipients or does it apply to some 7 

Mr. CLYMEK. Mr. Speaker, this is not my amendment, so I 
would refer to Mr. Trich, ifhe specifically asked for the maker of this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. What the gentleman is saying, Mr. Thomas, 
is and it was my mistake, I suppose, r e c o g h g  the gentleman, 
Mr. Clymer-the person who proposed the amendment is the 
gentleman, Mr. Trich, and you asked to interrogate the maker of the 
amendment. 

The maker of the amendment, Mr. Trich, will you stand for 
interrogation ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, let me make a correction. I do not 
want to interrogate the maker of the amendment. I would llke to 
interrogate the maker of the hill, and since Mr. Clymer seemed to 
have been the standard-bearer for this section of the bill, my interest 
is in interrogating him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands and thanks the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Clymer consents to interrogation, and the gentleman may 
proceed. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, we are still dealing with the 
amendment process. I will be glad to answer interrogation on the bill, 
if that is what he is interested in, when we get to that point in the 
debate. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, in order to understand the 
amendment, I need clarification on that provision in the bill, and I 
will tell you what my problem is. 

The hill itself provides for a pilot program, for a pilot job 
training, employment program, in 3 out of the 67 counties, so the 
program is designed to only impact on a v a y  dstinctive population 
of people. My concern is, these exclusionary provisions which talk 
about eliminating cash assistance to parents who have additional 
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children, is there any col~elation between that exclusionary provision 
and the limited program prescription that is outlined in the bill? I 
need to understand that before I can understand the amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, he really needs to address his 
comments to the maker of the amendment, and I defer to the maker 
of the amendment those comments, because as I said before, when 
we get to the passage of the h a 1  bill, I will be glad to take 
interrogation and speak specifically to those points which the speaker 
is concerned about. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, let me make my point. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. THOMAS. My point is this: The amendment, from what I 

understand is designed to stnke the language in the bill that provides 
for the elimination of cash assistance to AFDC mothers who have 
addtional children. That is my understanding of the amendment. 

It is also my understanding that there is a provision in the bill 
whch says that all AFDC mothers who are currently receiving cash 
assistance, if this bill becomes law, will not receive additional 
assistance for addtional children - very speclfic exclusionary rule. 

My problem is that the bill provides for certain programs to help 
people who are subject to one or more of these exclusionary rules 
contained in the legislation. The reason that this amendment becomes 
so important is because there is no direct connection between these 
so-called incentives contained in the bill and the overall population 
of people who will be impacted by the exclusionary provisions in the 
bill. In other words, if this bill becomes law without the Trich or 
without some of the other progressive amendments that have been 
offered, then we will have a situation where we will he putling a total 
population of people, AFDC recipients, in a very adverse situation, 
because they will be faced with exclusionary provisions, and in 
application, they will not he able to take advantage of the so-called 
incentives that are contained in the hill itself 

If the pilot job training and employment program will only be 
limited to three counties, unless we are absolutely sure that all AFDC 
recipients are located in those three counties or that those counties 
where the incentives will be implemented represent those counties 
where we have our AFDC population, then I think, Mr. Speaker, 
impliedly, impliedly, we are creating a very discriminatory 
environment in which people will be affected by this legislation. We 
are saymg that only in those counties where the incentives will apply 
will people who are subject to exclusionary provisions of the bill 
have some benefit and some opportunity to get out of the dependencq 
state that they are in, but people who live outside of those counties 
thatwdl not benefit from the incentives contained in the bill, they in 
effect will just have to suffer because they happen not to live in 
counties where the pilot programs will be implemented. 

And to that end, Mr. Speaker, my point in final is this: In spirit: 
in spirit, we should not be providing assistance to anyone that creates 
additional dependency or creates a situation where people remain 
dependent as opposed to becoming independent. My problem is anc 
why I rise in support of the Tncb amendment is because until wc 
come up with incentives that will apply to the enlire affected 
population, I do not h n k  that we can really be setting up 
exclusionary rules for everyone and benefits only for some, and tc 
that end, we must remove the language contained in tlus bill b) 
supporting the Trich amendment until such time that we reach a poin' 
in our deliberatton where the incentives will apply to all persons whc 
will be ultimately affected by the exclusionary and veIy negative 
provisions that are contained in the bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The Chslr recognizes, for the second time on the 
ssue, the lady from Phladelphia, Ms. Josephs. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Here I am, Mr. Speaker. 1 just have a 'y' 

~arliamentaty inquiry. 
I commend the lady fian Luzerne, the Honorable Phyllis Mundy, 

or citing the study that she did, and 1 wonder if there is a way in 
vhlch the entire study can be inserted in the record. 

Ihe SPEAKER. The study can be added as part of the Appendix 
o the Journal. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. * 

REPORT SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Ms. JOSEPHS submitted a report for the Legislative Journal 

(For report, see Appendix.) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogruzes the gentleman &om 
:umberland County, Mr. Masland. 

Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It was a long night last night. It is probably going to be a long day 

oday. 1 have refrained as best I could for as long as I could from 
itandimg up here and saying anyiiung, but there is a limit to my 
esbaint. Iwill be brief, and I will tell you at the outset, because I am 
ipeakulg now, I will spare you some tune on final passage. 

I am glad I had the opportunity to sleep on it last night. I hope I 
lo not have the oppormnily to sleep on it again tonight. But, 
vlr. Speaker, I have to say that you can only take so much, and I say 
hat in a bipartisan spirit. From my side of the aisle, to be honest, I 
lid not appreciate at times last ~ g h t  feeling as if1 was just a drone, 
o be given marching orders. I did not appreciate that, and I thought 
he gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, had some cogent remarks in that respect. : 

On the other hand though, to the other side of the aisle, I do not 
~ppreciate all the inferences that we are just being hateful, 
~ypcuitical, shameful, senseless. It makes for some good headlines. 
:have to say that there are some very erudite and pedantic members 
unongst us who have been speaking not so much for statistics but for 
:he headlines, and they will be great headlines all the way from 
?hiladelphia to Greene County. 

But the question ultimately comes down to this, and I lhmk it is 
B Mr. Blaum had said earlier: Ifyou think the current welfare system 
s not in need of change, then you can just vote "no." I really think it 
:omes down to this amendment, because there have been a number 
3f good amendments, and you might say, well, yes, Al, I think there w 
1s some need of change but not this cbange; no, some other kind of 
:hange, not th~s change; this is nuel change; let us have good change. 

But most of the amendments are just tdcering around the edge of 
a bill which, I submit, is fairly cohesive. It is not perfect; it is not 
perfect at all. It may not be perfect when it fmally comes out of the 
mnference cornminee, because that is where it is ullunately going to 
2nd up, but we need to make h s  step today. 

And on this amendment, h s  is a fateful type of tinkering for th~s 
m e  of bill. It could be fatal to the bill, and that is why I rise now as 'J 

opposed to on final passage, because the welfare system is like the 
myullcal beast that you have all heard of, the Chimera. The Chunera 
had the head of a lion, the body of a goat, and the tail of a serpent; a 
fire-breathing monster that ultimately was and ullimately had to be 



lulled. That is what our welfare system is. This amendment just says, 
well, we do not want it to have a lion's head, let us have a goat's 
head instead, or we do not want it to have a serpent's tail; you know, 
we will just switch those three parts around like a little puzzle. You 
still end up with a fue-breathmg monster. 

Mr. Speaker, the monster has to be killed. I urge a "no" vote. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 6om Allegheny County, 

Mr. DeLuca. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I guess hke my colleague who just spoke previous to me, I really 

was not going to speak on this issue. 
1 oppose the Trich amendment, and I t h d  we need to address 

this situation, hut listening to some of my other colleagues on the 
House floor, I guess what really made me get up to speak is some of 
the irresponsible statements that are being made. Ifwe believe that 
every woman who gets pregnant, unfortunately a poor woman who 
getspregnant, is irresponsible, that is totally ridiculous, and to make 
that type of inference on this floor is certainly not in the best interest 
of the people out there Sure, there are irresponsible people, and sure, 
it is a small minority, and are w,e going to correct it even if h s  
amendment went in there? No. 

We talked about the family, building the family. T h s  hill will 
probably play a httle bit in building the family. I do not thlnk it is 
going to make a very big difference. Until the Congress addresses 
that sex and violence is in America and on our TV's, then we can talk 
about building the family structure. Until we put decent wages out 
there for people to earn a living so that both parents do not have to go 
to work and leave their children home with nobody there to watch 
them, then we can rebuild the fimily. 

You know, I came from a family, and certainly my mother- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. TRlCH. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 'l'rich. 

For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. TRICH A request for a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state h s  point. 
Mr 'I'IUCH I am wondering if the debate is now straying off the 

amendment ~tself. This is my amendment, and we are beating it to 
death. Let us talk the amendment, Mr. Speaker, if possible, and cast 
a vote. 

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman is exactly right. I thrk it has 
been beaten about pretty badly. 

Mr. DeLUCA. All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKEK. Will the gentleman confine his remarks to the 

amendment of Mr. Trich. 

Mr. DeLCJCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I oppose the Trich amendment, and 1 think that we should put h s  

in there, and I ask my colleagues to vote against it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the qucsbon, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Fleagle. 
Mr. FLEAG1.E. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to focus in on h s  amendment and why 

I am in opposition to it. 
'There was a wise old sage that told a stoty one time that 1 will 

never forget, and he was from Pennsylvania originally. His story was 

told about how the battle against polio was waged, and he said that 
we could take two approaches to it. One approach would he to use 
ow technology and our resources to develop a portable iron lung. 
That would be compassionate; that would he better for everyone. 
They would have more ease of going around; they would not he 
burdened. Of course, that is a Band-Aid approach. Or we could do as 
we did - use our resources, use ow energy, use o w  strength to cure 
the problem. That way we will get rid of the problem. 

Well, as many ofyou h o w ,  that wise old sage from Pennsylvania 
or with Pennsylvania roots was Newt Gingrich, and you may say, 
well, I do not agree with Newt Gingnch. He does not express my 
philosophy. But there is one thing that I believe everybody agrees 
with, and it is one thing that both Newt Gingich and Louis Farrakhan 
agree with, that the present welfare system enslaves people. This bill 
is tough; you bet it is tough, but it takes that toughness to solve h s  
prohlem. We cannot put a Band-Ad on this problem by waltzing 
around it, which is exactly what we are doing now. We have to be 
tough. 

I say vote against thls amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the adoption of the amendment, the Chair 

r e c o a e s  the gentleman Mr. McCall. 
Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in support of the Trich amendment. 
I was not going to speak on this hill, but I am kind of sick and 

tired of listening to all the remarks on the floor about personal 
responsibility and people taking responsibility for their own actions. 

First of all, I f i y  believe that the majority of the members in 
this hall advocate responsibility in o w  citizens, especially when it 
comes to providing public assistance. I also f d y  believe we should 
not provide incentives to people to remain on public assistance. 

However, I get the sense I had when I was a child when I would 
walk around the patio in the back of my house and I would see an ant 
or a hug w a h g  around on that patio and I would step on it, and I 
would step on that hug without giving it any thought, no thought 
whatsoever. 1 did not feel any better, I did not feel any worse, and 
dortunately, today I am getting that same sense, that we are just 
wal!ung around skpping on people without any regard or without any 
care to their feelings. 

I would ask that k s  House adopt the Trich amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 1 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battist0 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfantl 
Bishop 
Buxlon 
Caltagvone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cohe,, M.  
Colafella 

George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
ONitza 
Haluska 
Herman 
Homey 
ltkin 
lames 
lamlin 
Jonephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Markosek 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihdich 
Mundy 
Olssl 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petraroa 
Petrone 
Pistella 
P l r n  



240 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE JANUARY 26 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
corpora 
Cowcll 
curry 
Daley 
Dmody  
DeWeese 
Druffi 
Fajt 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bimclin 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkoviiz 
Chadwick 
civerr 
Clark 
C l p e r  
Cohm L. I. 
Comell 
cnngan 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dempffiy 
DRn 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Dumam 

Evans 

Kukovich 
Laorom 
Lsughlin 
Lawless 
Lcwvilz 
L e v m y  
Lloyd 
U c i k  
Manderino 

Reston 
Ramos 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rwney 
Rudy 
Sainato 

Egolf Lynch 
Fairchild Maitland 
Fargo Major 
Farmer Marsico 
Fecse Masland 
Fichter Mayernik 
Fleagle McGeehan 
Flick McGill 
Gamble Merry 
G m o n  Micouie 
Oeist Miller 
Glade& Nailor 
Godshall Nickol 
G ~ P P O  Nyce 
Habay Pmel 
Hanna Pmit 
Harhart Phillips 
Hasay Piccola 
Hennessey Pins 
Hershey Raymond 
Has Readshaw 
Hulchinson Rebm 
Jadlowiec Reinard 
Kaiser Richardson 
Keller Rohm 
Kmey Rubley 
King Sather 
Lederm Saylor 
Leh 

NOT VOTING-0 

Tnllo 
Trich 
Van Home 
v m  
Walko 
Washington 
Williamp 
Wright. D. R, 
Youngblood 

Schroder 
Schulcr 
Scmmcl 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 
Strimnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wogan 
Wornink 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Ziwnerman 
zug 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 

The question was detennu~ed in the negative, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to  the bill on thlrd consideration as 

amended? 

Ms. JOSEPHS offered the following amendment No. AO248: 

Amend Tltle, page I ,  line I I ,  by slrihng out " a n d  and inserting a 
camma 

Amend 'rille, page I, line 13, by removing the period after "coverage" 
and inserting 
and iar the estahllshn~snt of A jaint task ioror bctucun the 1)cpwmcnt of 
1 lcalth and the Ucoan~nrnt of I'ubllc Wclfarc tu . ~ C \ C ~ O D  and imolcmmt OII 

a piiot basis a health insurance continuation program for insured people with 
acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) and human 
immunodeficiency virus (FUV), and making an appropriation. 

Amend Sec. 7, page 12, line 23, by sbiking out "A SUBARTICLE 
and inserting 

subarticles 
Amend Sec. 7, page 23, by inserting between lines 10 and l l 

(01 Health Insurance Continuation 
Section 495.1. Lcaslative Findings.-The General Assemblv finds and 

J 

declares that an insurance continuation oronram would lessen dewndencv 
on oublic assistance bv forestallinn or eliminating the need for individuals 
with acauired immune deficicncv svndrome (AIDSlihuman 

I immunodeficiencv virus 0 from imwverishinn themselves to become 
cl~nthlc for htcd~i(ri.1 due 10 ihc loss of vnvate msurance co\crauc. therebl 

rmllt~nn lndlv~duals with AU)S 1 W to malnmn rc\rard~nn oan-tlmc or 
full-time work. An insurance continuation Droeram soreads the cost of health 
care anlonn nri\atc ~nsuransc :arners. oubl~cl$ ~uooortcd MeJlcalJ and 
Mcd1c.m oronrams and the oatlcnt An insJrandc contmuatlon nrouram 1s a 
~ u s w n i c t i \ c  mrans uiass~stlnn wrx)ns uith A D S  and IIIV u h o  hats 

d 
pnvak insurance by saving the Commonwealth ntne dollars 1S91 In Mcdlca~d 
costs for svcn one dollar 6 1 )  in\,estcd in an lnsurancc conttnuation 

Section 495.2. Definitions.-As used in this subarticle: 
L L  e a a 

Commonwealth andlor the Deoartment of Public Welfare of the 
Gommonwealth 

'.Task iorcr." mcans the llcalth lnburancc Conltnuautrn Jo~nl  I'aiL 
4 

Force of the Pcnartment of I lcalth and the l lcoanmc~~c of Publ~c Wvlfarc 
created bv this article. 

Sccuon 495 3 E~wbl~shmcnl of I lualth Lnrurance CcmDnuatton Jwnt 
Tabk Force (a1 Thc taal forcc shall be comnnsrd af lhc fulloa inn clcsen , 
& 

U) The S e c r e w  of the Deoartment of Health or a designee. 
(2) The Sec rem of the Deoartment of Public Welfare or a desinnee. 
(3) Two reoresentatives from nonorofit oraanizations oroviding 

services to individuals with AIDSRW. to be aooointed bv the President of 
the Senate. 

(4) Two reoresentatives from the insurance industrv to be aowinted 
b\ the Preridcnt oro tcnlnorc oi thc  Scnalc 

L5, 'I u o  rcoruscnlatl~es from AIDS 11IV s m s c  organ17at1onr to hu 
aowmted h\ the SocaLcr of the Housc of Kcnresentat~vca 

(6 )  Two reoresentatives of a nonorofit hosoital olan cornoration or a . 
reoresentative ofanonorofit vrofessional health service olan to be aooointed 
bv the Governor. 

(71 The Insurance Commissioner of the Commonwealth or a * 
Section 495.4. Pumose.-The oumose of the task force is to develoe 

and imolernent on a oilot basis a health insurance continuation oroaram to be 
administered bv the Deoartment of Health. 

Section 495.5. Duties of Task Force-The task force shall: 
~~ 

(1) Identifv ocrsons with AIDSHIV that mav lose orivate health 
insurance coverane due to unemolovmcnt or inabilitv to oav. 

1 Determine financial elinibilitv criteria for oarticioation in the 

(31 Determine for elinible oarticioants aoorooriate ~rocedures for 
I promot oavment of the insurance oremiums. 

~ 4 )  Lk,lnnate al,nroDnalc dcnanmenhl ,tan't\ho arc ,msttnc to the 
unluue nccds oi thr  nnaram s oanlcloants to managc thc hcalth mwrande 
continuation oronnun. 

( 5 )  Reoort to the Committee on Public Health and Wellare in the 
Senate and the Committee on Health and Human Services in the House of 

( RorescntaPves at I& once a vear durinn the existence of the oilot orogram. 
, 6 )  Pnrmuludtc repulat~ons for thc a d m ~ n ~ s t r a t ~ o ~ ~  oi the hcalth 

uat.lwtu.conllnlgUun orouran1 ulthin ux ~liunlh.; ancr the efi: t~rc date of 
this subarticle. w 

Section 495.6. Confidentialitv Protection.-To ensure the 
mniidentialih, ofehnible oarticioants the task force shall establish nuidelines 

I fpr ~ommonwealth emoloves~dministerinn this subarticle. 
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Section 495.7 On Thee question recurring, 
~S5L.ulrL.. or as much ~ h c r e u i  as nia\ bs ncccsran. IS hcrebv aooruonated I Will thel lousc agree to the amendment 7 
to lhc l l ra l~ l t  111sur:xnr.c C ' o n l ~ n ~ a t ~ o n  J o ~ n t  Tdsk l orcc fur the liscal \car 

~ l r  <onllnulng auorr,Drlallon and shall be bllocalcd 30 that 
lilt\ th.~uulnd d u l l a r j ~ $ S O . O ~ ~ ~  I.; c ko~nded  in chch o f l hc  thrcc fiscd \L.nrs 

On the question, 
Will the I Iouse agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of amendment 
0248, the Chair recopzes the lady, Ms. Josephs. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment establishes a joint task force hehveen the 

Department of Health and the Department of Welfare, now the 
Department of Human Services, to set up a pilot project called the 
Health Insurance Continuation Program. This program would pay 
insurance premiums of low-income and iimited-income HIV (human 
immunodeficiency virus) and AIDS (acquired immune deficiency 
sqndrome) patients who are in danger of losing their private coverage 
because of their unemployment or another kind of inability to pay 
their health insurance premiums. I would appropriate $50,000 
annually to the department for 3 years in order to fund this task force; 
to the Department of Health, that is. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, 17 States conduct such a program. These 
States have estimated that about 17,000 people with AIDS and HIV 
will be served this year by insurance buy-ins at the cost of about 
$2.3 million or about $1,400 a person per year. The reason I am 
suggesting that we spend money is the same rationale that was 
advanced by many of us unly 2 days ago when we set up what we are 
calling the mini-Grace Commission. A small investment is going to 
reap a very large saving. 

HealUl Insurance Continuation is a cost-effective way of helping 
those with AIDS or HIV. In fact, Michigan found that its cost-to- 
benefit ratio was 1 to 9 - that is, $9 in services were provided for 
every dollar spent - and that the State saved $517 in medicaid 
payments per client per month. 

In addition, Health Insurance Continuation does not require that 
people impoverish themselves in order to receive medical coverage. 
It allows patients to maintain part- or full-time work, and it spreads 
the cost of care among private insurers and the public sector. 

This is a scheme geared to the members of the party that I am not 
a member of and to some of ours also that unites the public and the 
private sectors and helps keep people independent; it helps keep 
them working; it saves money for State government, and 1 suppose 
that those people who will vote against it will vote against it because 
it does not deprive anybody of anytIung. It is not excluding any 
children; it is not punishmg any mothers. It is a good program. It 
helps everybody. 

I think I should have bipartisan support, and I ask for your 
support for this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is a bill that was introduced last year. It was referred to the 

Health and Welfare Committee It did not receive consideration there 
last year. 

We urge a "no" vote on this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The foll 

kbko-Jones 
Bclardi 
Bishop 
Bosmla 
Bunfon 
Cdtagirone 
Cam 
Cawley 
Colafella 
C o l ~ o  
Corpora 
Cowell 
curry 
DeLuca 
DeWecse 
Donatucci 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Belfanli 
Blrmelin 
Blaum 
b y e s  
Bmwn 
Bmwnc 
Bunt 
Butkovilz 
Cappabianca 
carone 
Chadwick 
Civcra 
Clark 
Clymn 
Cohm L. I. 
Conti 
Comell 
Comgan 
COY 
Ddcy 
D ~ P Y  
Dent 
DiGlrolamo 
Drum 
Durham 
Egolf 

owing roll call was recorded: 

Gigliolti Miller 
h i h a  Mwdy 
Horsey Olpe  
lUrin Oliver 
James Peaci 
Jose* Pctrarca 
Kirkland Petronc 
Kukovlch Pistefla 
Laughlin Ram- 
Lescovilz Readshaw 
Levdannky Richardson 
Mandmino Rieger 
Markmk Robimon 
Mclio Roebuk 
Michlovic Rudy 
Mlhalich S&& 

Fairchild Lcderer 
Fargo Lch 
F r n e r  Lloyd 
Feese h~ 
Fiohter Lynch 
Fleagle Maitland 
Flick Major 
Gamble Marsico 
Gannon Masland 
Geist May& 
George McCall 
Gladeck M&ehan 
Godshall McGill 
Gordner M e r r ~  
~ P P O  Micozzie 
Habay Nailor 
Haluska Nickol 
Hanna N Y ~  
Hamart P m l  
H-Y pettit 
Hennegsey Phillips 
Herman Piccola 
Hnshey P& 
Hess Plads 
Hutchuum Raymond 
Jadlowieo Rebu 
Jarolln Reinard 
Kaiser Rob& 
Kellcr Rohrar 
Kenney R-mey 
King Rubley 
Krebr Sainato 
Lacroftl Santoni 
Lawless Sather 

NOT VOTING-4 

Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stctler 
Shrls  
Tang& 
Tho- 
Travaglio 
Tmllo 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Wmbmgton 
Williams 
Youngblwd 

Saylor 
S c h r o k  
Schuler 
Smunsl 
Serahi  
Sheehan 
Smith B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staim 
Steil 
Strm 
Stish 
Striumdtel 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
waugh 
Wogan 
wormak 
W"& D. R 
Wright M. N. 
Yewcic 
Zimmuman 
zug 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 
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Evans O'Brien 

The question was detamined in the negative, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. I 

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

amended 7 

Ms. JOSEPHS offered the following amendment No. A0249: I 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 432.12), page 11, by inserting after line 30 
(0 The deoartment shall establish a review board to consider 

exceotions under this section. 

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

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

Ms. JOSEPHS Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is an amendment that I believe will take care of some of the 

problems that we debated earlier today and yesterday. 
What it does is establish a board within the Department of Public 

Welfare to consider exceptions to the child-exclusion provision. 
I wonder, in conjunction with this, if the maker of the bill, 

Mr. Flick, would stand for interrogation. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, indicates he will stand 

for interrogation. The lady may proceed. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, under the child-exclusion provision in your bill, if 

a woman on AFDC tries to access family planning services but 
cannot afford them and becomes pregnant, is there any way she can 
appeal to a body and preserve the payment for the chld whch is 
conceived and born? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think tlus is the petfect opporhnity to stress an amendment 

which we accepted last night. Mr. Speaker, this was an amendment 
that the Representative 'om Philadelphia, Representative Josephs, 
proposed, and we accepted it. 

Now, let us talk about this family cap. Government does not 
unpregnate women- 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, 1 am only asking a question, a 
simple question about his bill- 

The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield. 
Mr. FLICK. We accepted an amendment-I am going to be getting 

to the answer that she has-we accepted an amendment that would 
allow an individual who is receiving AFDC to go after the father of 
the chld and receive chld s u ~ ~ o r t ,  and, Mr. S~eaker. that is what we .. . . 
ought to be doing. 

In 1994 in our welfare reform piece, we allowed for two parents 
to be on welfare together, encouraging marriage. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not an appeal process where an indvidual 
who becomes pregnant can go and ask for exception to this in my 
h a .  What the young lady ought to be doing is working with those in 

authority to get the young man who impregnated her to pay and to 
provide support. We provided in our 1994 reform that when mothers 
who were on med~cal assistance received hospital services to have a 
child, that that hospital would have to seek to determine who the 
father was. That is the area we ought to be going in, Mr. Speaker. W 
That is the area We need to have the individuals who are responsible 
for these pregnancies to be those who provide the fmancial support. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I urge a "no" vote on ttus amendment. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the House, the Chair bas 
panted parmssion to Paul Vabs  of the Associated Press to take still 3 
photography on the floor. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. ~ b i  Chai~ recognizes the lady, Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I have another question. 
The SPEAKER. A question of the gentleman, Mr. Flick? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. He had consented to interrogation and 

unfoxtunately forgot he was being interrogated and took the floor and 
made a comment, but I will forgive hun because he called me a 
young lady, and considering my seniority to hlm in years, I appreciate 
that compliment. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman, Mr. Flick, has any sense, he 
will not reply to that. 

Ms. JOSEPHS Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, who does 
have very much sense and has a lot of experience with women, I can 
tell. 

The SPEAKER. Not as much as be would l~ke. 
Ms. JOSEPHS I tiunk, actually, I will not continue with the 

internogation. 
I think I will simply say that t h~s  is a board which will consider 

1 

cases of individual hardshlp within the Department of Human 
Savices. 1 t h d  it is a way to help people who need help. It is a way 
not to micromanage, and I would appreciate bipartisan support for ' 

tlus amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

On the question recuming, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones Honey Mundy Rooney 
Bishop Itkin Oliver Shaner 
Buaon Jamcs Pcsci meelman 
Caltagirone Joseph Petrone Sturla 
Cam Kirkland Pistella Swra 
C o h q  M. Kukovich Reston Thomas 
Corpora Laughlin Ramos Trich 
CW Manderino Richardson Veon J 
DeWeese Melio Rieger Washington 
George Michlovic Robiwon Williams 
Gigliotti Mihalich Roebuck Youngblood 
(huitza 
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NAYS- 155 I Mr THOMAS offered the following amendment No. * O W :  

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bimelin 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
B r o w  
Browe 

h c e  
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Ftchter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cirn.3" 
Geist 
Ciladeck 
Godshall 

Lescovitz 
Levdwky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McCieehan 
McGill 
Merry 
Miconic 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Smmenti 
Smunel 
Serafi 
Sheehan 
smiit, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
St& 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 5, by inserting &r "implementation;" 
proriding for pension funds of recipients; 

Amend Bill, page 23, by inserting between lines 19 and 20 
Section 9. The Department of Public Welfare shall apply to the 

Federal Govemment for a waiver to ensurc that persons who are unemployed 
are not forced to liquidate any pension funds which they may have &;ady 
acquired and to which they arc athewise entitled before receiving benefits - 
under b s  act, including, but not limited to, food stamps, welfare payments, 
Medicaid and Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payments. 

Amend Sec. 9, page 23, line 20, by striking nut '9 and inserting 
10 

Amend Sec. 10, page 23, line 23, by striking out "10" and inserting 
11 

Bunt Gordner Miller Strittmatter 
Butkoviu Gruvvo Nailor Tanmetti ( On the question, 
Cappabianca Habay Nickol ~ayior, E. Z. I Will the House agree to the amendment 7 
Carone Haluska Nvce Tavlor 1. 

Conti Jadlowiec Raymond Wmgh unemployed do not have to liquidate any pension funds whch  they 
Cornell Jarolln Readshaw Wogan 
Corrigan Kaiser Reber Wozniak may already have acquired for the purposes of receiving any benefits 
Cowell Keller Reinard Wrieht D. R. that might be available through the Federal Government, benefits like 

~ ~ ~~ ~~ 

~ > , ~ ~ ~ .  
Cawley H m a  Olasz Tiye 
Chadwick Harharl Perzel Trcllo 
Civera Hasay Pemrca True 
Clark Hennessey Penit Tulli 
Clymer Herman Phillips Vance 
Cohe~ L. I. Hershey Piccola Van Home 
Colafella Hess Pins ViMi 
Colaizro Hutchinson Platts Walko 

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

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The amendment is pretty straightforward. It would require the 

Department of Health and Human Services to apply to the Federal 
Government for a waiver, a waiver to insure that persons who are 

NOT VOTING-I 

COY Kenney Roberts wri& M. N. 
Daley King Rohrer Yewcic 
DeLuca Krebs Rubley Zimmerman 
Dempsey lackom Rudy Zug 
~ m t  lawlern Sainato 
Dermody Lederer santoc Ryan. 
DiGirolamo I a h  Sather Speaker 
Donatucci 

Evans O'Brien 

- . 
food stamps, medical assistance, or supplemental secuity income. 

I ask for an affmnative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The C h G  thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the amendment, the Chair recogsues the 

majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank YOU, Mr. Speaker. 
We concur, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Lpoh Saylor 
Allen Fairchild Maitland Schmder 

The question wm detemined in the negative, and the amendment Fajt Major Schulm 
Armstrong Fargo MPndaino Srrimsnti was not agreed to. Farmer Markosek Smmel 

1 Bard Feese Marsico Serafmi 
On the question recuning, 
Will the House agree to the bill on h d  consideration as 

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Did the lady, Ms. Josephs, have add~tional 
amendments or are they withdrawn? They are withdrawn. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
W~l l  the House agree to the hill on thud consideration as 

amended? 

Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmun 
Broune 
Bunt 
Butkoviu 
Budon 

Fichter 
mesgle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gelst 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
G o r d n ~  
Gruius 
h P p o  
Habay 
Haluska 

Masland 
Mayem* 
McCall 
McGechan 
McOill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miwaie 
Mihalich 
Millor 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 

Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
S& 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
S e i ~ t t e r  
smis 
Surra 
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Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
C m n e  
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
C0laiZz0 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
c w  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGiralamo 
DonahlcEi 
hue 
Durham 

Evans 
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H- O l w  Tangeni 
Hatfiart Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
H ~ Y  Peml Taylor, J. 
Hennessey Pesci Thomar 
Herman Petrarcs Tigue 
Hershey Petmne Trsvaglio 
H**r Pmit Trello 
Horsey Phillips Trich 
Hutelunson Piccola Tme 
lUun Piaella Tulli 
Jadlowiec: Pitts Vancc 
James Platts Van Home 
Jarolin Preston Veon 
Josephs Rmos Vitali 
Kaiser Raymond Walko 
Kclla Readshaw Washin- 
K m e y  Reba Waugh 
b g  Reinard Williams 
Kirkland Richardson Woean 

to hear claims made under this act repardinn the denial of medical care or 
prescriotion druns. 

(b) The arbitration oanel shall be comoosed of five members 
includinp: 

(1) One member aowinted bv the Govemo~ 
(2) One member aowinted bv the President ora temoore of the w 

Senate. - 
(3) One member aowinted bv the MJ noritv Leader of the Senate. 
(4) One member a~oointed bv the Soeaker of the House of 

Reoresentatives. 
s f  5 

Reoresentatives. 
(c) The deoartment shall ~mmul~ate rules and reaulations to 

administer this board. 

'J 
Krebs Rieger WO&& 
Kukovich Rob& Wright D. R 
IaGTottz Robinson Wright, M. N. 
Laughlin Roebuck Yewcic 
Lawless Rohw Youngblood 

NAY S4l 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the . 
Lcdcnr Rooncy Zimmerman 
Lch Rubley zu8 
~escovit l  Rudy 
~ c v h k y  Sainato R Y ~ R  
~ l o y d  santor,i speaker 
Lucyk Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-2 

amendment, the lady is recognized. 
Ms. WASHINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there have been many people on welfare that 

require medical care and prescription medicine that exceeds the limit 
allowed in HB 2. This amendment will allow these ~ e o o l e  a means . . 
to appeal for medical care andfor medication that might be life 
threatenine. - - - 

I urge your support for this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

amendment, the Chair r e c o m e s  the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We do not need more bureaucracy in our government. We urge 

a "no" vote on tlns amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The question was determined in the &ia t ive ,  and the On the question recurring, 

amendment was agreed to. Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the lady, Ms. Josephs, 
has withdrawn her amendments. 

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

amended ? 

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

amended 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS48 

Ms. WASHINGTON offered $e following amendment 
No. A0225: 

Amend Title, page I, line 11, by striking out "and and inserting a 
comma 

Amend Title, page I, h e  13, by removing the period after "coverage" 
and inserting 

and for an arbitration panel for medical care and 
prescription drugs. 

Amend Bill, page 23, by inserting between lines 10 and I1 
Section 495. Arbitration Panel for Medical Care and Prescriotion 

Druns.4a) The deoartment shall establish and maintain an arbitration Dane1 

Bebk-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfardi 
Bishop 
Buldon 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
C o h q  M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Corpora 
Cowell 
cuny 
DeLuca 
D ~ C ~ Y  

Adolph 
N lm 

DeWeese McCall 
Fajt Melio 
George Michlovic 
Gigliotti Mildish 
Gmitza Olanz 
H a y  Oliver 
ltkin Pesci 
James Petrarca 
Jasephs Petrone 
Kirkland Pistella 
Kukavich Reaton 
LaGrom Ramos 
Laughlin Readshaw 
b o v i t z  Richardnon 
Lloyd Rieger 
Lucyk Robinson 
Manderino Roebuck 

Fairchild I s v d ~ s k y  
Fargo Lynch 

Rooney 
Sainato 
SrrimRlti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 

Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Walko 
Waslungtw 
Williams 
Wormak 
Youngblood 
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Argall 
A""Str0ng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battrsl0 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovilz 
Carone 
Chadwidr 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm L. I. 
conti 
Cornell 
comgan 
COY 
Daley 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGimlamo 
Donahrcci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 

Farmer 
Feese 
FicMer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Gordner 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
H-a 
Hahart  
Hasay 
Hmessey 
lierman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kr& 
lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 

Maitlad 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
M e n ~  
Mivouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
P a e l  
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Platts 
Raymond 
Reba 
Reinard 
Robats 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Rudy 
SantMl 
Sather 
Saylor 

Semmel 
S e r f i  
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, s. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
S t m  
Stetler 
Stid, 
strin"uuer 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. I. 
T i y e  
True 
Tulli 
Vmce 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wogan 
Wri& D. R. 
W"& M. N. 
Yewcic 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY.R 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Evans O'Brien 

The question was detennmed in the negative, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

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

amended? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG offered the following amendment 
No. A0368: 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 4944). page 20, by inserting atter line 30 
(4) Evew effort shall be made to include the following 

benefits: 
[i) Visits to: 

(A) A chirooractor's office. 
@) A oodiatrist's office. 
(C) An ootornetrist's office. 

(- 
and emeraencv services. including medicallv necessary 
palliative treatment. and diaenostics. restorations. or 
extractions related to the need for oalliative treatment. 

... 

necessaw cmeraencv trans~ortation. 
Amend Sec 7 (Sec. 494.4), page 21, line I ,  by striking out ''w and 

inverting 
GI 

I Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494.4), page 21, Line 4, by atriking out ''W and 
inserting 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Armstrong, on the amendment. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is not 
mandatoly. It just states that the department shall take a look at and 
providers shall take a look at some other benefits that they may be 
able to provide within the policies. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at this time asks the gentleman, 
Mr. Birmelin, to temporarily preside. 

I THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JERRY BIRMELIN) PRESIDING 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I urge your affumative vote on h s  
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. Flick 
from Chester County. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We do support this amendment and ask your affnmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair reco&s 

Representative Manderino fiom Philadelphia County. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman, the maker of the amendment, stand for a 

brief interngation 7 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Armstrong, 

indicates he is willing to do so. You may proceed. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Myself, personally, and I hear other members behind me who 

cannot fmd the amendment M have not received it, but it would do us 
great service if you could briefly explain the amendment and what it 
does. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Okay. It states that every effort shall be 
made to include the following benefits: visits to a chiropractor's 
office, a podiatrist's office, an optome~st ' s  office, dental services, 
and ambulance services, most of which were taken out of the bill 
yesterday as mandatory benefits. We are just basically tryu~g to 
include than as areas that will be at least taken a look at to see if they 
can be provided. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Saylor 
Allm Fairchild Maitlsnd Scbroder 
Argall Fajt Major Schuler 
m 0 n g  Fargo M*D S & n d  
Baker Farmer Mdasek Semmcl 
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Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boy- 
Bmwn 
Browe 
Bunt 
Butlrovltz 
B"&" 
Caltagjrone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
C o b  M. 
Coldella 
Colsuzo 
Conti 
Cmel l  
corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Cov 

- - -  

cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DcWeess 
DiGirolamo 
Donahlcci 
Drucc 
Durham 

Bard Feese Mamico Serafini 
Barley Fichter Masland Shaner 
Banisto Fleagle Maynnik Sheehm 
Bebko-Jones Flick McCall smith, B. 
Belardi Gamble McGeehan Smith. S. H. 
Bslfanti G m o n  MEGill Snyder, D. W. 
Birmelin Geint Melio Staback 

George 
GigliotIi 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hamarl 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
H m a n  
Hershey 
Hess 
Homey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jml in  
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kellsr 
Kenney 
Ki"g 
Kirkland 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 414), page 6, line 27, by inserting after "year" . two vears and five yeare 
Amend %. 3 (Sea 414), page 6, line 27, by inserting brackets before 

and after "The" and inserting immediately t h e d e r  
mh 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 414), page 7, line 10, by striking out the bracket 
'rr' 

Mnry 
Michlovic 
Micolzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
NY- 
Olas* 
Oliver 
Pencl 
P-i 
P&ca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pisfella 
PitLC 
PlatLC 
Renton 
Rmos  
Raymond 
Re&w 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Krebs Rieger 
Kukovich Rob& 
LaGrotta Robhon 
Laughlin Roebuck 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer Raoney 
Lch Rublcy 
Lencovitr Rudy 
Levdansky Salnato 
Lloyd Santoni 
Lucyk Sather 

NAY S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

Stzirs 
Steclman 
Steil 
Stem 
steuer 
Stish 
Strittmam 
Shlrla 
s m  
Tansmi  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tiguc 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Ttue 
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
veon 
Vitdi 
Walk0 
Waslungton 
waugh 
Williams 
W0~an  
woLiak 
wrighr D. R. 
Wrigb\ M. N. 
Ynvcic 
Youngblood 
Z ie rman  
zug 

after "Program." 
Amend Sa .  3 (Sec. 414), page 7, lines 1 1 through 15, by striking out 

all of said lines 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recogruzes w 
Representative Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment basically does two things. With regard to the 

hgerplinting program that there is available, the hill currently reads, 
on page 6, that "Absent a court order, only the department, the 
Pennsylvania State Police, the chef of a local municipal police 
department and the designated officials of neighboring states .." will 
have access to these fmgerprints. 

I thmk it is unrealistic to believe that, for instance, only the chief 
ofpolice ofthe Philadelphia Police Department will be handling the 
6ngerp~tuy poaion ofthe records. So what my amendment does is 
says that the chief or a designee within the department. That is the 
f i s t  portion of it. 

The other portion is to continue the evaluation of this program. I 
think it is important that we look at this not just on a l-year basis but 
fanher out to see whether in fact once we have started to clean up the 
fraud and once people know this is in place what kind of cost 
effectiveness it has out in future years. 

That is the basis of the amendment, and I ask for an atTmative 
vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o m e s  z 
Representative Saylor from York County. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I would agree with Mr. Sturla's 
amendment and ask for the Republican side and bipartisan support 
for h s  amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

E v m  O'Bnen I The following roll call was recorded: 

The auestion was determined in the aEmative. and the I 
amendment was agreed to 

On the question recuning, 
Will the House agree to the hill on turd consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0221: 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 414), page 6 ,  line 23, by inserting afler 
"deoartment" 

.or his deviance within the de~artment. 
Amend Sec 3 (Sec. 414), page 6 ,  line 26, by striking out the bracket 

before "(h)" 

Adolph DNce Lescovitz SantOni I a l i  Durham ~ v h s k v  Sather 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Eelfanti 
Bimtelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 

Esolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Goisl 
George 

Lucyk 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsic0 
Masland 
Mayermk 
McCall 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 

Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith B. J 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
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&yes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkavitz 
Buxton 
Calta@rone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohm M. 
Colafella 
Colalzzo 
Conti 
Come11 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
Coy 
cuny  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
D m o d y  
DeWeem 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

GiglioUi 
(iladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gtuitla 
GtuPPo 
flabay 
Iialuka 
H m a  
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
H e m  
Hershey 
Hess 
H a y  
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowioc 
James 
Jarolin 
Joseph 
Kaiser 
Kellor 
K m e y  
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGroda 
laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Izh 

Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
01- 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
PNarca 
PNone 
Peltit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pins 
Plan9 
Preston 
Rmos  
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rob& 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ruhley 
Rudy 
sainato 

Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
stnttmaner 
Shlrla 
s u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Trsllo 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
van- 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitlli 
Walk0 
Washington 
waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wrighl, D. R. 
Wrighl, M. N. 
Y ~ W E ~ C  
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 

1,Ioyd M~Geehan Smmenti Tigue 
Lynch Nyce 

NOT VOTING-l 

The question was determined in the affmative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

On the queslion recurring, 
Will the 1Iousc agree to the bill on thud consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0267: 

Amend Sm. 6 (Sec 438), page 12, by inserting between lines 19 and 
20 

c The department shall orov~dc an annual report to the General 
Assemblv which shall include. but not be limited to, the costs of 
imolementina this section. a cost-elTectiveness evaluation. the rate of fraud 
and any recommendations for imorovine the oroeram. 

Amend SCL. 6 (Sec. 438), page 12, line 20, by striking out "&)" and 
inserting 

k!l 
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On the quesbon, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr Speaker, what this does is says that we should 
have an analysis of the electronic benefit system and its ws t  benefits. 

I believe that there has been a resolution in the House that has 
been entered into the House, HR 23, whlch b e p s  to address some 
of the concerns that may surround the electronic welfare benefits 
transfer system, in that we know that with electronic banking cards 
and things llke that, there are levels of 6aud that exist. So what this 
amendment basically does is says that we want to have a look at 
whether fraud exists in this program once we get it up and running, 
what the cost is in implementing it and its cost effectiveness, and 
recommendations for improving the program in the future. 

I ask for an a m a t i v e  vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r ewgmes  Mr. Waugh 

60m York County. 
Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Shula is col~ect. There are certain levels of 6aud that we are 

all probably concerned with It is our hope that the electronic benefits 
transfer system will eliminate 6aud  We believe that it will. 

Also, we believe that Mr. Sturla's amendment is a good 
amendment, and we ask for your support. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-ZOO 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebk~Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanli 
Blrmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovin 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civsra 
Clark 
Clymer 
C0h.q L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colsiwo 

Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
F-er 
Feese 
Fichter 
Flsagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Ciglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruilza 
k P P 0  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
H r n a n  
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchlnson 
Itkin 
Jadlowlffi 
James 
Jamlin 

Lpch 
Mailland 
Major 
Manderina 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayem* 
McCall 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
MiJllovic 
Micolzic 
Mihalich 
Miller 

Naila 
Nickol 
Nyce 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrma 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Paella 
Pin9 
Platta 
man 
Ramos 

Saylor 
Schrodn 
Schuler 
SmmnRl 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Slab& 
Stairs 
S t e e l m  
Steil 
Stcm 
Stetler 
Stinh 
StriUmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangelti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thnnas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trsllo 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Vaon 
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D.I.; 
DoLuca 
Dempsey 
Dmt 
Dermody 
Dew- 
DiGirolsma 
Donahrcci 
Druce 
h r h a "  

McGeehan 

Evans 

cordi ~ o s e p h  Ra)mond ViWi 
Comell Kaiser Readshaw Wdko 
Cnp0ra Keller Reba Washi"pton 
Corrigan K m e y  Reinard Waugh 
Cowell King Richardson Williams 
COY Kirldand Rieger w o w  
C w  Krebs Robnts Womiak 

Kukovich Robinsan 
LaGmRa Roebuck 
Laughlh Rohrer 
Lawless Rooney 
Ledmer Rubley 
Lch Rudy 
Lescovitz sai"ai0 
Levdansky Santoni 
Lloyd Sather 
h c y k  

We believe that this amendment is a good one. It helps to make 
the bill better, and we support the amendment. Thank you. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 'II' 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-2 

Wright. D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
zunmanm" 
7% 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allm 
Argall 
-ng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Baaisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
&Lfanu 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Borcola 
Boy- 
Brown 
Brownc 
Bunt 
Butk~vitz 

Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fa$ 
F a  
Farmer 
Fcess 
FicMer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Oaist 
George 
Giglioltl 
Glsdcck 
Godnhall 
Gordner 
Onritza 
h p p o  
Habav 

Lpch 
Maitland 
Major 
Mandab 
Markwk 
Maraim 
Mknland 
May& 
McCall 
McOlll 
Mclio 
Mcny 
Miaolovic 
Mimzic 
Mihalich 
Milla 
MundY 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nvce 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Srrimsnti 
Semmel 

w 
Serafuu 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stah& 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stcil 
Stan 
Stella 
Stish 
Strittmalla 
SturIa 

The question was detemined in the aff ia t ive ,  and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

On the auestion recurrine. 

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

BU*on HJ& oi- s w a  
Caltagirons Hanna Oliver Tanpettl 
Cappabianca H h d  Pcnel Taylor. E. Z. 
Cam H ~ Y  Pesci Taylor. L 
C m n e  ~ m c s s s y  Petrma Thomas -. 

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

Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A0269: 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494.6), page 22, line 7, by striking out "and access 
to" and inserting - 

.access to and availabilitv of 
Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494.6), page 22, line 16, by inserting after "?& 

and availabilitv of 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recogtllzes Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, what this amendment does is simply 
state, on page 22, in two separate places where we are talking about 
access, in the study portion, we are t h g  about studying the access 
that people have to these health-care services tbat will be provided. 

I would sunply hope tbat we would study the access to and 
availability of. We are simply trying to make sure that when we 
assess this program, we understand what levels of service are actually 
out there. This is sort of standard boilerplate language when you talk 
about health services. There are two components - access to and 
availability of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Representative Vance, from Cumberland County. 

Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c k  Hnman Petrone Tigue 
Hnshey Pmit Travaglio 

Civera Hcss Phillip Trello 
Clark Horsey Picmla Trich 
c l P "  Hutchinson Pistella True 
Cohm L. I. ltkin Pins Tulli 
Cohm M. Jadlowiec Plattr V a n s  
Colafella James Reston Van Home 
Colaizo Jarolin Ramos Veon 
Conti Joseph Raynmd Vitali 
Cornell Kaiser Readshaw W alko 
Corpora Keller R e k  Washhpt,n 
comean K m e v  Rehard Waueh 
cawell 

- 
King Richardson Williams 

COY Kirkland Rieger Wogm 
C W  Krebs Rob& Womiak 
Daley Kukovich Robinsan Wright. D. R. 
DeLuca LaGrotta Roebuck WnrM M. N. 
DempSey Laughlii Rohrer ye&; 
Dent Lawlm Rooney Youngblood 
Dennody Ledenr Rubley ZUnmnman 
DeWeese Leh Rudy 2% 

w 
DiGirolamo Lescovitz Sainato 
Donarucci b v d m k y  Ssntoni Ryan 
Druce Lloyd Sather Speaker 
Durham h c y k  

NOT VOTING-O 
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EXCUSED-2 

Evans O'Brien 

The question was determined in the a h a t i v e ,  and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

whose unemployment compensation benefits have run out, who do 
not have children or qualify for any other benefits. 

Two-month benefits every 2 years for some very, very small 
amount ofmoney, a few hundred dollars, is a very, very insi@cant 
benefit, but it is a benefit that there is no decent, humane reason to 
take out. 

I would urge that people here show some compassion, recognize 
tragedy in human life, recognize that pwple get in desperate - .  - . .  . 
eumomic circ-ven if they are under 25 years old, they get 

On the question recurring, in desperate economic circumstances-and give these people some 
Will the House agree to the bill on thud consideration as minimal . .. 

amended '1 I I urge your s u ~ ~ o r t  of this amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, 
have any further amendments? 

Mr. STIlRLA. Mr. Speaker, at this point in time I will withdraw 
any further amendments. 

I would like to make one fmal comment though, if that is 
appropriate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to thank the gentleman, Mr. Pins, and his stafl 

for supplying fiscal notes on obviously an abundant amount of 
amendments that I had to offer on this p&cular hill and thank the 
members for their patience in going through these. I thmk as a result 
of some of these amendments and amendments that other speakers 
have offered, we have actually been able to make this bill better, and 
I appreciate the support 1 have received in some of these 
amendments. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended 7 

Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment No. AO281: 

Amend Sec 4, page 7, line 16, by striking out "432(3)" and insetting 
"9.7 

  he &E&R pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Kmg from Mercer County. 

Mr. KING. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to ask the membership to consider the fact that we 

are tallung about a real bonus here. This is not a type of funding 
mechanism that contributes in any meaningful way to those people 
who would be recipients. We are talking about 18- to 25-year-old 
able-bded people who presently do not have any mental or physical 
incapacity to work, do not have any dependents depending on them 
for any live]Ihco& and we are simply saying to t h q  because you do 
not have the initiative to get up and go out and earn a job to separate 
yourselfhm the depadency of tlus entitlement, that we should give 
you this bonus of 400-and-some dollars every 2 years to stay in this 
capacity. 

We ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 

Representative Haluska from Cambria. 
Mr. HALUSKA. The d v  thm I would like to sav. Mr. S~eaker. , . . 

on this bill, if1 could, this would allow us, with the workfare, these 
are able-bodied people, and these are the pwple whom we are trying 
to reach to teach them how to work. And I really think this 18- to 
25-yearold, they are not going to he able to lay around the house and 
collect the money. They are going to have to work for their benefits. 
They will be able-bodied. 

So I really would suppM this measure for the simple fact that we 
are Wine to instill into these 18- to 25-vear-old ~ e o ~ l e  the work ',,' 

Amend S e c  4, page 7, line 17, by striking out "is amcnded and the 
section" 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 432), page 7, lines 26 through 30, pages 8 and 9, 
lines 1 through 30, by stnlang 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 Mr. Coben from Philadelphia. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment removes the restriction of 18- to 

25-year-olds from qualifymg for transitionally needy welfare benefits. 
Right now transitionally needy benefits, which origimally were 

year-round unlimited benefits, have now been reduced to 2 months 
over any 2-year period. In an ideal world, all 18- to 25-year-old 
people would have a job or they would have a loving family which 
would support them and they would not need any governmental 
benefits. Unfortunately, this is not an ideal world and there are real 
people out there suffering real poverty, who are unable to get a job, 

2 ., & .  

ethic, and what a better way to do it than to Put them to work for at 
least a couple weeks a year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of the amendment 
will vote "aye"; those opposed, "no." 

The Chair rescinds that statement and recognizes the 
Representative, Mr. fichardson, from Philadelphia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 think this is the crux of the whole bill. Afier we 

talk about children, now we are talking about those who fall between 
the ages of 18 to 25. 

It seems to me that if we are going to take a major hit of going 
after those individuals who we believe are able-bodied and we 
believe that work, then all we are asking and have asked kom the 
very beginning is, where are the jobs? If you tell us that we in fact 
haw thejobs, then produce them so that we are able to now go in and 
deal directly with giving people an o p p o h t y  to be able to in fact 
work. If the whole notion is work, and we agree that it is, and we 
have traveled over this Commonwealth on a number of occasions, 
then let us deal with work. 

Elirmnahg general assistmce for those 18 to 25 years 
old assumes that becaw these individuals are relatively healthy, that 
they also are employable. But rather than arbitrarily determining 
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employability based on age or health status, what we tried to do is 
establish a reality-based definition of "employability," and we have 
talked about this. It requires an independent county-by-county study 
to determine what actually constitutes the ability to work and 
determine lfjobs for whch this population qualifies are available in 
the local economy. 

Mr. Cohen's attempt here is to try to let you know that we need 
to do something to be able to give some softening of a blow to a 
major hit and to something as major as this, and what I did was I 
looked up where we are in this country as it relates to joblessness, 
padessness, o h  humelessness. State general assistance cuts leave 
and talks about employables struggling for survival. 

In this country, in Michigan, Ohio, Illinois, and in Pennsylvania, 
we have already restricted or time-limited GA recipient programs by 
excluding persons labeled as "employable." We have already seen 
that over 350,000 recipients were terminated from income support 
by those actions, and many lost health coverage as well. The 
definition of "employability" used by many of these States proved 
arbitraty, as they had little to do with individuals' actual ability to 
wok or to locate a job in the local economy and did not reflect either 
labor market conditions or the numerous personal and structural 
barriers that GA recipients face to employment. It appears that the 
cuts were motivated principally by the cost savings predicted *om 
these actions, nothing more. 

A number of other States have enacted dramatic GA program 
reductions since 199 1, including three that also eliminated aid to 
employables, and still others either stopped aiding the nondisabled 
during the eighties or do not provide any cash assistance to this 
population. 

And quickly I want to share with you that we always have a 
tendency to label people in certain areas, and what I did was I looked 
at the Center on Social Welfare Policy and Law. It said that those 
who were terminated, did they fmd employment 1 

Impact studies conducted after GA termination u~formly show 
that the vast majority of "employable" persons whose cash assistance 
was discontinued didnot enter jobs in the 1 or 2 years following, and 
as a result, for those who found work, it was typically low-wage, 
temporaty, and part-time. 

That people would not find jobs was totally predictable, from 
both ewnomic idmation available at the time of the cuts as well as 
the characteristics of the GA population. None of h s  is taken into 
consideration at all. GA cuts often occwed in peak recessionary 
periods when securing a job was diftkult for even the most qualified 
of candidates, meaning those who have Ph.D. (doctor of philosophy) 
degrees and M.S.W. (master of social welfare) degrees, et cetera. 

As we have talked over and over again, I will make three final, 
quick points, and that is, in Michgan, according to the State 
statistics, over 80 percent of the former GA recipients, nearly 66,000 
individuals, did not work for most of the year following GA 
termination. For those who did work, tht work appears to have been 
sporadc. 

Right here in our own State, nearly two-thirds, 64 percent, of a 
random sampling of "employable" former GA recipients surveyed 
lacked paid employment 2 full years after the cut during an entire 
6-month p a i d .  An even greatrr number, a percentage of 74 percent, 
had no job covered by unemployment compensation in that period. 
Over the five quarters b e w i n g  with termination, 64 percent had no 
covered job at all, and less than 3 percent had covered employment 
in all five quarters. 
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Mr. Speaker, it continues to go on and on, but the reality of life is 
that it should be noted that what we are doing here is another attempt 
just to say we want to be tough, and being tough is okay, because I 
like to be tough, too, but one of the things that I know is you cannot 
be tough on your chdd and then say you still love them when you put 
them out in the wld if in fact he does not want to be put out in the 
cold. You can he tough, you can be tough, and you can be tough. You 
can determine that that individual needs to have and learn a lesson, 
but at the same time you do it in such a way that allows him an 
opportunity or her an opporhmity of a way out to get back in. 

What we are saying is that we do not want any chance or 
o p p h t y  for them to get back k, we just want to do away with it. 
But as a result, and I know many of you do not even fear this, so it 
does not even matter whether we say it or not because it is not a J 
major con- but ifwe really wanted to be fair about this, let us talk 
about that 18- to 25-year-old. Let us talk about that individual that in 
fact needs to be at work, needs to find a job. 

Give me a list-and I challenge anyone on the other side of the 
aisle-give me a list of the jobs that exist now so that we can send 
them to work, the ages of 18 to 25. Give me the list, and every tune 
we ask for the list, all we get is rhetoric. We have never yet seen a list 
produced by those. And all of you who are makmg money off h s  , 
deal, let us be clear: They are not talking about hiring welfare 
mipients as a result of them going to h s  automated system that they 
are talking about in terms of even the bank card. FIue some of them 
to work in that area. You will not do it. 

The thing is that it is a basic contradiction to witness and watch 
over and over again to eliminate and cut young people off from even 
having an opportunity to be able to make it futuristically. We are 
saying that the Cohen amendment is a step in the right direction, so 
it is helping to try to make sure that we restore all of those youngsters 
to stay on, and that as we begin to fmd jobs, if they do not go to those 
jobs, then you are tallung about another situation that we should deal 
with at that time. But you fust have to offer them a job so we can 
determine whether or not they tumed it down or not, but to arbitrarily : 
take them off is sinful, shameful, and abominable. 

T'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Before I recognize the gentleman, 
Mr. Sturla, let me just d o r m  the members that we are getting near 
the tad end of the amendment process. We appear to have only seven * 

more amendments &er t h~s  one, and I would ask the members' 
i n d l g m ~ .  The noise level is getting a little higher and a little more 
difficult for members to be heard, and we would appreciate your 
cooperation in trying to keep your conversations to a minimum 

At this point, the Chair recognizes, on the amendment, 
Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, Mr. King, stand for a brief * 

internogation ? 
T'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. IGng, indcates 

he will. You may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a couple of questions, and then I would like to make 

a brief comment. 
Do you how, if someone is currently discharged from the Army, 

honorably discharged, and they come out, do they quallfy for 
unemployment benefits if they cannot find a job immediately? J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment, please 7 

Mr. LWG. Mr. Speaker, was that- 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment, please? Mr. King, please yield. 

Members, please diminish the tone of your voice, if you would, 
please. 

Mr. King, you may proceed. 
Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, would you please reiterate your question 

to me again, sir, concerning the issue you are talking about? 
Mr. STURLA. Yes. If someone is currently discharged 6om the 

Amy with an honorable discharge, do they quallfy for unemployment 
benefits when they are discharged from the h y  ? 

Mr. KMG. Mr. Speaker, I can only say that certainly I am not 
qualfied to speak to their eligibility at l h ~ s  time, but certainly if they 
have been discharged from the United States h y ,  United States 
Navy, Marine Corps, or Air Force, I would submit to you that they 
are very employable. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, my question is not whether they are 
employable or not; it is whether they quallfy for unemployment 
benefits. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I told you I do not have an answer to 
that question. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Well, a followup question: If somebody is 
currently self-employed and they have exhausted their life savings 
trying to get their new business started up, and finally after 6 or 8 
months of trying and seeing that it is just not quite working out they 
face bankruptcy and have no means of supporting themselves, do 
they qualify for unemployment benefits? 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, would you please refer your comments 
to the maker of the amendment for the answers that you are 
seeking? I will address this issue on final passage, if you like. 

Mr. STURLA. Well, 1 guess what I am trying to do, if I can, 
Mr. Speaker, the maker of the amendment is saying we should restore 
some benefits, and I am trying to find out what is in the bill currently 
so that I know whether I want to restore these benefits or not. 

Mr. KING. Well, why do you not address that to Mr. Speaker 
Cohen there at this time, and he can answer that question for you. I 
am sure he would hke to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, 
requesting the interrogation of the maker of the amendment? 

Mr. STI1RI.A. I was not. I guess maybe I should interrogate the 
maker of the bill so that 1 can find out what is currently in the bill, 
whether the way the language is currently witten those certain 
people would qualify. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. Mr. Sturla, the Chair would advise 
you that if you had a question on the bill that does not pertain to this 
amendment, as yours appears not to, that you would do that in a 
sidebar and not from the floor of the House, if you would, please. 

Mr. STURLA. A point of inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEN(EK pro tempore. State your purpose, please. 
Mr. ST1JRI.A. If the amendment is restoring sometlung to the 

current language in the bill and I am trying to add a cladcation on 
what the current language is, is that not pertinent to the 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. We are having a difficult time 
understanding your l~ne  of questioning as it applies to the 
amendment, and appartntly Mr. Kmg is also and would rather not 
answer those questions at this time. 

~~~p 

Mr. KING. I think, Mr. Speaker, if1 may assist you on this, that 
again I would d r a t  you to the maker of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. b g .  
Mr. KING. Thank you. 
I would direct you again to the maker of the amendment. 

Ohviousiy he had a reason for submitting this amendment to correct 
some language that he felt was deficient. If you have a problem with 
any language in the bill, then direct the question to Mr. Cohen, who 
put this amendment in, and he should be able to answer it for you. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if1 could- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if I could, I am not sure that the maker of the 

amendment offered lus amendment for the same purposes as what I 
am trying to discern here. 

What I am trying to understand is, currently in the bill we are 
going to say that 18- to 25-year-olds do not quallfy as transitionally 
needy. Now, if you are t b g  about someone who is habitually not 
working and not trying to make a contnbution to society and simply 
hying to take advantage of society, I do not have a problem with not 
giving them assistance 2 months out of every 2 years, because I do 
not know that we have accomplished anytlung by doing that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman, Mr. King, 
care to respond? 

Mr. STURLA. What I am trying to get at is whether the current 
language is punitive to members who are discharged from the 
military, one, and two, people who are self-employed, whose 
businesses fail, because it is my belief that if1 am self-employed and 
my business f%ils, I would quallfy under current law at least for 
2 months' wotth of benefits in a 2-year period while I got back on my 
feet and found a job. 

I can understand, in most cases people who lose their job, they 
quallfy for unemployment benefits; that gives them time to go hunt 
for a new job. I am not sure that somebody who is discharged from 
the military has tune to go hunt for a new job. I am pretty sure that 
somebody whose business fails does not have time to go hunt for a 
new job, and if that is the case, then I would think that a 2-month 
period once every 2 years would gve  that person the opportunity. 

Now, maybe Mr. Cohen's amendment does not address what I 
want to, hut what I am trylng to do is determine what is in that bill to 
find out whether in fact his amendment does address that or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Can 1 assume that you are still 
intemgatmg Mr. King, Representative Sturla? 

Representative Sturla, was your question put forth to Mr. King? 
Mr. STURLA Oh, I will put it in the form of a question. 
Mr. Speaker, what I am trylng to determine is the current 

language in the bill which cuts off 18- to 25-year-olds from 

I transitionally needy. If1 am a self-employed 18- to 25-year-old, if1 
have taken that entreprenewial spirit, if1 have done what everybody 
says I should do in America and start my own business and try and 
make tlungs succeed and my husiness fails, would I then not quallfy 
for 2 months' worth of assistance or unemployment benefits and he 
left out there in the cold on day 1 7 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, if I may answer the question on final 
passage. 

I would ask for a ruling from the Parliamentarian. Is his line of 
questioning germane to the amendment or is it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman, Mr. King, does 
not wish to answer that question, that is his prerogative. My only 
alternative suggestion to Mr. Sturla is the one that I gave hun earlier, 
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and that is to talk to the prime sponsor of the bill, who may be in a 
better position to answer your question, and you can do that fiom the 
microphone or you can do that in a sidebar ifyou would prefer. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are recognized, Mr. Kmg. 
Mr. KING. At some point in time I will be happy to come back 

here and stand to any interrogation you have on fmal passage of tlus 
matter. At some point in time today I expect we will get to that point. 
But again, I decline the invitation to speak to this matter, because I 
do not think it is germane to this issue at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, 
have any futher interrogation or comments? 

Mr. STURLA. No futher interrogation, but I do have one fmal 
comment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. I believe that what I stated previously was in fact 

the case, and since I do not believe that the current language in the 
bill addresses those concerns, I will probably opt to vote for the 
Cohen amendment, even though he addresses more concerns than I 
am interested in addressing, but at least it addresses the concern that 
I am interested in. 

I would thmk that there is better language that could be drafted, 
perhaps at a Merent date. I wdl move on at this point in time to keep 
the debate moving, hut I thmk it is something that we should take into 
consideration as we look at what t h~s  bill actually does and 
consideration of this amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would h d l y  ask the 
members again if they would keep the noise level down I know that 
we are getting near the lunch hour, and 1 know that we are getting 
near the end of the amendment process, but please be patient, bear 
with us, and your quietness will help the process go much further. 

On the amendmen1, the Chair recogmzes Representative Haluska 
from Cambria County. 

Mr. HALUSKA Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If1 d d ,  I would like to comment on Mr. Coben's amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. HALUSKA. What Mr. Cohen is doing I think answers 

Mr. Sturla's question. It is b ~ g i n g  the 18- to 25-year-old able- 
bodied person back onto h s .  They would then be eligible to work 
wdfare  and to get their benefits for 2 months a year for 2 years. So 
this would help Mr. Sturla's problem. Somebody that does go on 
hard times would be eligible, and also on h s  amendment, it would 
also help those people with summertune employment for the 
municipalities and e v e m n g .  

So I really think it is a good amendment, and it really brings this 
age group back into compliance to work for benefits, even though it 
would only be 2 months a year for 2 years. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o m e s  
Representative King. 

Mr. KING. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When we are talking about money here, we are talking about an 

approximate savings to the Commonwealth of $14 million, and 
certainly if we are in a position of plenty here, $14 million may not 
seem like much to you on your side of the aisle. But what we are 
w i n g  to address here is an issue where we need to put money in 
other places, and we thii that there are better places to put t h~s  
money than to hand it out to an able-bodied, mentally capacitated, 
undependent person in the Commonwealth for this period of time. 

I would remind you also, for those of you who have been here 
longer than this particular month, that back in May of 1993, as a 
result o f m  1341, whch was an effort to include limited cutbacks to 
the general assistance program, primarily to the chronically needy 
category, that we had 165 'leas" and 33 "nays," and on final passage J 
of that, we had 141 'leas," and Representative Sturla was a "yes" on 
both of those issues. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
I Representative Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I deeply appreciate the speeches made on behalf of 

this amendment by Representative kcbardson, Representative 
Sturla, Representative Haluska. 

I think the single most compelling point in all the speeches was .1* 
Representative Haluska's pointing out that this is a test of our 
commitment to workfare. This is not a bonus. Under this bill, the 
people have to work to get this money. The 18- to 25-year-old people 
are the people who are most l~kely to commit crimes. We want 
people to have a productive lie,  a life of work, a life of being 
law-abiding. 

For $14 ttnllion, which is an idi tes imal  percentage of the State 
budget, we are turning people away &om crime. We are getting 
people involved in the worldare program so they will work and 
hopefully develop some attachment to the work ethic. 

Mr. Sturla is correct that businessmen are ineligible for 
unemployment compensation, and if a business fails, the people are 
not eligible for any benefits other than welfare benefits, but they will 
have to work. 

We want people to work. This is a prowork amendment for the 
people whom we want most to imbue with the work ethic. I strongly 
urge support of this amendment. 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

BebkoJons 
Belardi 
Bishop 
Butkovltz 
Bunton 
Caltaghne 
Cappabianca 
c.m 
Cawley 
Cohm M. 
Colairzo 
Corpora 
cuny  
DeWeese 

George 
Gordncr 
Oruitza 
Haluska 
Horsey 
Itkin 
James 
lorcphs 
Kirkland 
Kukovlch 
Laughlin 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Mandmh.3 

Melio 
Mihalich 
Oliver 
P w i  
PNarca 
Pisella 
Ranon 
Ram- 
Richardson 
Risger 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Scrimenti 

Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tang& 
Travaglia 
Veon 
waslungton 4 
Williams 
Wouuak 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Adolph Egolf bvd-ky Sather 
Allen Fairchild Lynch Saylor 4 
Argall Fajl Maitland SEhroder 
m n g  Fwgo Majw  Schulcr 
Baker Farmer Markosek Semmel 
Bard Feerie Mmico Serafini 
Barley Fichter Masland Shaner 
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Banisto 
Belfanti 
Bimelin 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
C l p e r  
Cohen L. 1. 
Colafella 
Conti 
Cornell 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
Daley 
Del,uca 
Dmpsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DiGlrolamo 
Donatucci 
h c e  
Durham 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
GiglioUi 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ 0 0 0  

~ a d a y  
H m a  
Rarhm 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
H r n a n  
Hershey 
Hew 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Krebs 
LaGTotta 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lencovilz 

Mayrmik 
McCall 
McGeehm 
McGill 

Michlovif 
Micozuc 
Miller 
Mundv 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nycc 
01- 
Penel 
Pdr0"~ 
Pmit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pi& 
Platts 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reba 
Reinard 
Rob& 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Sainato 
Sant0"i 

NOT VOTING-l 

Thomas 

Evans O'Brien 

Shcehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
st- 
Stish 
sli-ittmauer 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vmce 
Van Home 
Vitzli 
Walko 
waugh 
w o w  
Wri& D. R. 
Wrighl, M. N. 
Zimmemun 
zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

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

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

amended? 

Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment No. A0282: 

Amend Sec 4 (Sec 432), page 9, line 21, by striking out ''a" 
Amend Sec 4 (Sec 432), page 9, line 22, by inserting after "ne&" 

subject to reoavment of benefits received u w n  
obtaininr aainful emolovment 

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

2 months evely 2 years, I am suggesting that we gwe them a chance 
to get a loan for the amount of money they would have gotten had 
they been wo&mg They will have to repay the loan. The wst of this 
will he a small fraction of $14 million. It will show some 
compassion, some concern, for these people. I think we ought to he 
doing that. 

I would stronelv urge support of the idea that people who are out -. - .- . . 
of work, who need money, who are willing to sign legal papers 
committing themselves to pay the money hack at some later date, 
should be able to get a loan 6om the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
for a veq  small amount of money. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
r e c o m e s  Representative Flick from Chester County. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We oppose h s  amendment and urge a negative vote. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded. 

Bebkc-Jones 
Bclardi 
B c l f d  
Bishop 
Butkovi12 
Bunon 
Caltl@one 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
c q o m  
curry 
Daley 

DeLuca 
DeWeese 
George 
Giglimi 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Horsey 
ltki" 
James 
Joseph 
Kirkland 
Kukovlch 
Laughlin 
Uoyd 
Man&o 

McCall 
Mclio 
Mihalich 
01- 
Oliver 
Pesn 
Petmrca 
Pnimne 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramas 
RsadPhaw 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battist0 
Bimeli" 
Blnum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Runt 

Fargo 
F m a  
Feese 
F i W  
Flcagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladsck 
Godshall 
-PPO 
Habay 
Hanna 
Hamarl 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Markoaek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Msyemik 
McCipehan 
M a l l  
M w  
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 

R0hiason 
Rwbuck 
Rwncy 
Srrimndi 
shana  
Shlrla 
s m  
T 4  
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trich 
v m  
wsshington 
William 
Y0un@lwd 

Semmel 
Smafmi 
Shechan 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stcslman 
Steil 
Stcm 
Stetla 
Stish 
Strittmattcr 
Tavlor. E. Z. 

~~ ~~~ ~ , . 
Carone Hasay Nickol Taylor, I. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair ChadUVICk ~ennesscy NY- Tigue 
recognizes Representative Cohen. Civera Herman P-l Trello 

Mr. C O ~ N .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment could informally be called the 

Leo-Trich-hitahon amendment. We are offering here a compromise 
that I would rather not be offering, just as Mr. Trich did. 

This is an alternative to the previous amendment. If we are not 
going to give 18- to 25-year-old people the chance to work for 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 
Conti 
Cornell 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 

Hershey 
Hem 

1. Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kmney 

True 
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
Vitnli 
Walk0 
W.u& 
Wogan 



Drmpsey King 
Dent Krebs 
Dermody LaGrotta 
DiOirolamo Lawless 
Donatucci Lcderer 
Druce Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Egolf  MY 
Fairchild Lucyk 
rajt 

Rohrer Womiak 
Rubley Wri& D. R. 
Rudy Wright M. N. 
Sainato Yewcic 
Sardoni Z i w  
Sather zug 
Saylor 
Schroder R Y ~ R  
Schula Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

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

On the question r e c w g ,  
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended 7 

W. STEELMAN offered the following amendment No. A0286: 

Amend See. 4 (Sec 432), page 9, line 4, by inserting a bracket before 
'm" . . 

Amend Sec 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 5 ,  by inserting a bracket after 
"verified." 

Amend See. 4 (See. 432), page 9, line 6 ,  by insert brackets before and 
aRer "(G)" and inserting immediately thereatter 

rn 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

AMENDMENT WlTHDRAWN TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would l i e  to request that Instead of considering A0286 fust, we 

consider my amendment 0287, because 286 and 374 fit together 
more logically. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the lady askmg for the 
withdrawal of amendment 286 at llns time? 

Ms. STEELMAN. No. 1 am asking that you pass over that 
temporarily to consider 287 but then come back to 286 after we have 
done 287. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendment 286 is temporarily 
withdrawn. 

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

amended? 

Ms. STEELMAN offered the following amendment No. A0287 

Amend See. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 7, by inserting a bracket beforr 
'No" 

Amend Sec. 4 (See. 432). page 9, line 9, by inserting a bracket &er 
"lifetime." 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Representative Steelman, from lndana County. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment eliminates the 9-month llfetime limitation on 

chronically needy benefits for survivors of domestic violence. 
The women who are mostly the survivors of domestic violence 

are a diverse group. Some of them, when they finally have the y 
courage to leave their abusive situations, need relatively little 
assistance in order to become self-supporting. Others have been 
wounded too deeply to recover quickly and easily. Some, because of 
a combination of age and life experience, are unllkely to be ahle to 
become self-supporting. For instance, a woman in her sixties who has 
never worked outside the home, and therefore has never contributed 
to Social Security as well as never having gained work experience, 
is unlikely to be able to qualify for g d  employment within a 
9-month period. 

Only a few days ago, we heard Govemor Ridge announce h s  
commitment to survivors of domestic violence and his willingness to 
back up that verbal commitment with increased funding for domestic a 

violence centers. Most of you know already, even better than the 
Govemor, the problems of domestic violence, particularly in your 
own districts. 1 am asking you to make a commitment today to 
enabling the survivors of domestic violence to escape to a more 
normal life. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o m e s  the lady, 
Mrs. Vance. 

Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have a great deal of empathy for victims of domestic violence 

and think we have made some strides in this field. Before Act 49 of 
% 

last year, victims of domestic violence would have gotten no benefits. 
Now we are 9 months. 1 think that it is unrealistic to say that they can 
have a lietime of benefits because they at one time were a victim of 
domestic violence. I encourage their being ahle to overcome their 
concerns, but a lifetime of benefits, I think, is unwise in many ways. 
It may also emotionally cripple them as well as fiscally cripple the 
Commonwealth. 

I urge your rejection of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does Representative Sturla seek 

recogrution 7 The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in support of the Steelman w 

amendment. 
Anybody who has been following the O.J. Simpson trial now 

knows about the realities of domestic violence, and there are many 
reasons, whether they be economic or psychological or whatever, that 
some women stay in abusive situations and become involved in 
abusive situations. 

With the current cap that there is that says you can only be 
considered chronically needy 9 months in your lifetime as a result of 
being a victim of domestic violence, 1 think it sends the wrong '1Y 
message to women who are victims of domestic violence. We put 
them between a rock and a hard place. We say, maybe you can get 
involved in one domestic violence situation in your life that is abusive 
and we WLU help you out then, but that is it; if you get into an abusive 
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situation and are a victim of domestic violence later on in your life, 
that is too bad; you arc not chronically needy anymore. I think that 
sends the wrong message about what we should he saying about 
domestic violence on the floor of this House and in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady, Babette Josephs, the 
Representative from Philadelphia, you may proceed. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Steelman amendment. 
I would like to point out to my fnends on the other side of the 

aisle that their Governor went out of his way not very many days ago, 
when he addressed the joint session, to talk about domestic violence 
survivors. These are people who are victims of crime. Why do we 
treat them with lcss respect, why do we treat them with less 
compassion than we do other crime victims? 

1 do not W, really, in response to what one of the speakers said, 
that anybody is going to really stay on this meager benefit with which 
we are suppoiiing people who are going through a very difficult time 
in their life. 

I think ifwe care about victuns, if we care about crime, if we care 
about women, we will support the Steelman amendment, and I hope 
that all of you will do that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chau 
recognizes Representative Gordner from Columbia County. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to be able to interrogate Representative Vance. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Representative Vance, you are 

being asked to be interrogated. Do you consent to that7 The lady 
indicates she is willing to stand for interrogation. 

The lady reverses that decision and says that it is not her 
amendment and would ask you to redirect your interrogation to 
another member. 

Mr WRDNER. I would k e  to interrogate the maker of the bill, 
Representative Flick. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Reprcsentative Flick, you are being 
requeSed to stand for intmogation Ile agrees to do so. Mr. Gordner, 
you may proceed. 

Mr. GOIIDNER. Thank you, Mr. Spcakcr. 
Mr Spcaker, on page 9 of the blll, in regard to the section that we 

arc dealing with now, there is a provision that says, "A person who 
is a victim of domestic violence and who is receiving protective 
services as defined by the department." Could you tell me what the 
phrase "who is receiving protective services as defmed by the 
department" means? What are the protective services that are 
described? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that is part of the 1994 welfare reform 
law. That is not a part of our bill. That is a part of the amendment. 
The young lady is %king that a part of the Welfare Code he stricken. 
We are not dealing with that section of the code. I would direct your 
questions to the maker of the am~ndment. 

Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker, the question is involved in regard 
to what Representative Vance said. She indicated that there would he 
a lifetime of benefits, and 1 guess ifthere is no one from the other side 
that is going to answer the question, then I will go ahead and speak 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 1s in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. WRDNER. It is sort of a shame because I am really not sure 
how I am going to vote on this amendment, and I was hoping for a 
little advice from the other side. 

Representative Vance indicated that this would mean that a 
person would receive a lifetime of benefits, but the way I read this 
section, it says, "A person who is a victim of domestic violence and 
who is receiving protective services as defined by the department." 
To me, that does not seem llke a person would receive a lifetime of 
benefits. It seems like there is that second qualifier there that says 
"...who is receiving protective senices as defmed by the 
department." 

So I would msagree with the comments made by Representative 
Vance. I had hoped that she would be able to straighten me out, hut 
she was not willing to do that, and so as a result of that, I would urge 
the support of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recogues the lady, 
Representative Bishop, 6om Philadelphia. The lady may proceed. 

Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Steelman amendment. 
As a minister, there have been many opportunities I have had to 

counsel women who lived in domestic abusive situations. They 
already have very low self-esteem. They have already been abused 
physically and many times mentally. If they knew that there was that 
support there, perhaps just those little benefits would enable them to 
make the move sooner. Sometimes they stay there because they have 
no outside support and because there are no benefits, and if we are 
truly concerned about reforming welfare, it is these women many 
tunes who have chddren, and ifthey can get themselves together and 
get out and get ajob and take their children with them, their children 
do not become victims of welfare. 

I think it would behoove all of us in this House to give that large 
amount, a large segnent of society, much larger than we even realize, 
the opportunity to have the strength to be able to rise up, get out of 
that situation, stand on their own feet, and raise their children, and 
knowmg ifthey need that benefit, it is there. In most cases, once they 
are strong enough to make that move, they never look back, and they 
are able to get jobs and become independent and take care of 
themselves. 

1 am voting "yes," and I ask everyone in here, in the House, on 
both sides, to please vote "yes" and give those women who have been 
so abused an opportunity to know that there is something in place for 
them that will help them to make that important step. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the lady, Ms. Steelman, from Indana County for the 
second tune. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it is very important to keep in mind as you make your 

decision on your vote on this amendment the sentence with which I 
started my fust statement; that is, the women who are survivors of 
domestic violence are a &verse population. I think that what we have 
in the Welfare Code now does not fully recognize that dversity, and 
I am askmg you to respond to the fact that I thmk we have established 
a prccrustean bed here in which some women are going to have their 
hands and feet cut off in order to enable them to fit into that 9-month 
structure. I think that that is a bad idea for a number of reasons. 

In responx to Representative Vance's comment that we have the 
possib~lity here of mandating lifetime benefits for all survivors of 
domestic violence, I do not think that that is true, and I would be 
more than happy to work with the framers of the hill and with the 
members of the Senate who will be involved in the conference 
committee that h s  bffl is almost certainly going to go into to develop 
a set of guidelines for determining long-term eligibility for 
chronically needy status as a result of surviving domestic violence. 
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In fw< I have to say parenthetically that the fact that we were not 

able to work out that k i d  of more flexible and appropriate language 
is another reflection of how fast the hill is being run and how 
inappropriately, but in fact, there is still tune to work on creating a 
system that is fair, that is responsible, and that is also responsive to 
the problans that are faced by women who are victims of crime who 
are Iqmg to re-create their lives in a more normal pattern, and rather 
than subject them to an arbitrary 9-month limit, I would appreciate 
your assistance in removing that limit so that we can talk about a 
more rational system of providing benefits to victims of domestic 
violence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At this time the Chair recognizes, 
for the second time, Representative Gordner from Columbia County. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Again I bring up the same point. I have now had an opportunity 

to speak with someone who is familiar with t h~s  program and 
involved with the protective services and helping people with 
domestic violence, and they also agree that just because you are the 
victim of domestic violence once does not guarantee you to a lifetime 
benefit under this program. There is this qualifier in here. It says, "A 
person who is a victim of domestic violence and who is receiving 
protective services as defined by the department." What I have been 
advised is that the department considers protective services to be if 
you are within the confines of a shelter or receiving some sort of 
services through a shelter. 

I just think it is not right, it is not fair in order to codine those 
benefits when you have that qualifier in there, and therefore, I would 
urge an affirmative vote on t h~s  amendment. 

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

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just vey briefly, I thmk that there was a response earlier that the 

amendment is good and the intention is good and we would like to do 
something hut it 1s financially crippling. There was a fiscal note on 
this, and I just wanted to point out for the members that, yes, there is 
an addtional cost. The cost is $2.38 million, and for what we are 
talking about and the scope of the benefit versus the scope of the cost, 
I thk it hardly qualifies, at least in my personal opinion, as fiscally 
crippling, and I would llke you to keep that dollar amount and the 
small increase there in mind when you weigh it against the benefit 
received. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-86 

Bebka-Jones 
Belardi 
&Ifanti 
Bishop 
Bunon 
Caltagironc 
Cappabimca 
Csm 
Cawley 
Cohm M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 

George 
Gigliotti 
Gor& 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
H m a  
Homey 
Itki,, 
James 
Jos.pb 
Kirkland 
Kukavich 

Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olssz 
Oliver 
Pcsci 
pptrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Reston 
Ram- 
Readshaw 

Shsner 
Steelman 
s t e l a  
Slurla 
S w a  
Tangetti 
Thomas 
Time 
Travaglio 
Trella 
Tri* 
Van Home 

Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLucs 

DsWecse 
Fajt 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argd 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Bprd 
Barley 
muisto 
Birmclin 
Blaum 
Bwcola 
Boy- 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm L. 1. 
C o d  
Cornell 
Danpsey 
Dent 
DiGirolama 
Donatucci 
h c e  
m s m  

Evans 

LaGrdtn Ridmrdnnr 
Laughlin Riogm 
Lcsmvik Rob& 
Lcvdansky Robhen 
Lloyd Roebuck 
L u c ~ k  Rwney 
Mmderiao Slinato 
Markosek Santoni 
McCall Srrimenti 
Mclio 

NAYS-I 15 

Egolf Lawleas 
Fairchild Lcdsrrr 
Fargo Leh 
Farmer Lynch 
Fcese M d a n d  
F i h  Major 
Fleagle Marsim 
Flick Masland 
Gamble Maymuk 
Gannon McOsehvl 
Geist McGill 
Gladeck M a y  
Godshall Mimzzie 
~ P P O  Miller 
Habay Nailor 
Hamart Nickol 
H-Y N F ~  
Hmncsssy Pnzsl 
Hmnan P& 
Hashey Phillips 
Hess Piccola 
H u t c h  PiUs 
ladlowiee Platts 
Jarolln Raymond 
Kaiser Rcbcr 
Kella Relnard 
K m e y  Rohrer 
King Rubley 
Krebs Rudy 

NOT VOTING4 

V m  
Vitali 
Walko 
waahington 
W i l l i m  
Womiak 1 
Wright. D. R. 
yswcic 
Youngblood 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Sohuler 

* 
Semmel 
Serafmi 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Staim 
Stcil 
StRn 
StiB 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Wmgh 
Wogan 
Wright. M. N. 
Zlmmerman 
zug 

RYaR 
Speaker 

I 

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

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

amended ? 

Ms. STEELMAN reoffered the following amendment 
No. A0286: 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 4, by inserting a bracket before 
"(F)" 

Amend S a .  4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 5 ,  by inserting a bracket aAer w 
"verified." 

Amend Sec. 4 (Scc. 432), page 9, line 6, by insert brackets before and 
aAer "(G)" and inserting immediately thereafter 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, I 
Ms. Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We have been talking a lot in the last 2 days about bying to 

reduce the incentives for women who are already on welfare to give 
birth to more chldren, and the House has reiterated over and over 
that the majority of members believe that a limitation on benefits to 
children is the appropriate way to acheve that goal. It seems to me 
that we are overloolung another issue that exists in the current 
Welfare Code, and that is in fact the change that was made in the 
WeKim Code, through Act 49, to define a pregnant woman-and this 
is a distinct change; it did not exist in the Welfare Code 
previously-but the d e f ~ t i o n  of any pregnant woman as "chronically 
needy." It seems to me that when the State starts to say pregnancy in 
and of itself is a qualfier for cash assistance benefits, that can only be 
interpreted as a direct incentive to pregnancy. 

It is also the case that if you are looking at defning a pregnant 
woman as an automatic recipient of general assistance benefits under 
the "chronically needy" definition, you are particularly encouraging 
first pregnancies, because d we are lookmg at women who are 
already on AFDC, they are receiving benefits for their children, but 
the woman who would be most likely to benefit 6om this d e f ~ t i o n  
of "chronically needy" would he a woman who does not, at the initial 
point in time, have children. So not only do we have a direct 
incentive to pregnancy but we also have a direct incentive to fist 
pregnancy, and obviously, that f is t  pregnancy for many women is 
indeed the crucial event that traps them withm the welfare system, 
and I do not t h d  that we ought to be providimg encouragement for 
them to do it. 

Also, we have just had a vote in whch we once again eliminated 
the classification of "transitionally needy" for 18- to 25-year-old 
young people, so we are taking away that transitionally needy 
eligibibty for young women aged 18 to 25, although in our discussion 
we have tended to focus and t h d  about, I believe, primarily young 
men aged 18 to 25. So we are saying to young women 18 to 25, with 
this bill, you cannot get even 2 months of transitionally needy 
assistance in 2 years, but if you become pregnant, a grateful 
Commonwealth d l  provide you with 6 months of general assistance 
and will then transfer you to AFDC so that you will continue to 
receive benefits now 6om AFDC for the next 3 months of your 
pregnancy and 18 years of your child's life. Is i h ~ s  the message that 
we want to be m d m g  to people? Essentially, is it not bizarre to send 
a message that we support pregnancies but, through the 
chld-exclusion cap, that wereject support for children who are the 
normal result of pregnancy ? 

So it seems to me that ifwe are trying to send a message, if we 
are trying to make a statement about the need for personal 
responsibility, making the statement that pregnancy is an automatic 
quallfier for general assistance in Pennsylvania is probably a very 
serious mistake. and my amendment would eliminate pregnancy as 
an automatic quallfier for cash assistance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. Flick for 
the purpose of addressing the amendment. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We support the amendment and urge an a m a t i v e  vote. 

URNAL - HOUSE 
On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 

Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battlsto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Boseola 
Boyes 
B r o w  
B r o w  
Bvnt 
B u h &  
Bum" 
caltq,rone 
Cappabianu 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civna 
C l d  
Cl)mer 
Cohm L. I. 
Cohm M. 
Colafella 
Colalzu, 
Cotdi 
Cornell 
corpora 
c0"igm 
Cawell 
COY 
c u n y  
Ddey 
DeLuss 
-P=Y 
Dent 
D-ady 
DcWeese 
DiOirolamo 
Dmtucci  

h f f i  

Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farm.% 
Feese 
Fichter 
nmg.ple 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Gcist 
Gmrge 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordne 
GruifLa 
GrUppo 
Haluska 
Hsmart 
Hasay 
Hennesssy 
Hcmran 
Hemhey 
Hass 
H o w  
Hutchiwon 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Kcllcr 
K m e y  
King 
Kirkland 
Kulrovich 
LaGrotta 
LaugMin 
Lawlsss 
Lcderer 
Lch 
Lcseovitl 
Lcvdansky 

Lucyk 
L+ 
Major 
Manderino 
Mulrosek 
Mania, 
M d m d  
M a y 4  
McClll 
M~Oechsn 
M a l l  
Malio 
 men^ 
Michlovlc 
Mimnic 
Mihalich 
Millcr 
Mmdy 
Nailor 
NY= 
olua 
Oliver 
Psncl 
P& 
P*- 
P m n e  
PcM 
Phillips 
Picarla 
Piatella 
PitLs 
PI& 
R&o" 
Ramos 
Raymond 
R d & w  
Reber 
R e d  
Richadson 
Rieger 
Rob& 
Robinson 
Rohnr 
Rwney 
Rubley 
Rudy 

Blaum Jsmcs Niokol 
Cam Joscphs Roebuck 
Carone Kreb S c r i m d  
Habay Lloyd Surra 
Hanna Maitland 

NOT VOTING-I 

Williams 

Sainato 
Saotoni 
Satha 
Saylor 
Schrodcr 
Schuler 
Sm""el 
S& 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Srmth. B. 
Smi& S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stabs& 
Stairn 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
W e r  
Stish 
stnttmaner 
Shlrla 
Tan@ 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
%mas 
Trsvaglio 
Trello 
T"ch 
True 
vmcc  
V m  Home 

- 

Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 



The question was detetmined in the a m a t i v e ,  and the 
amendment was agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the hill on thud consideration as 

amended 7 

EXCUSED-2 

O'Brim Evans 

The SPEAIW pro tempore. Does the lady, Ms. Steelman, have 
any further amendments 7 

Ms. STEELMAN. I withdraw my next amendment since it was 
a backup to the one we just voted in favor of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 

Buldon James Oliver Surra 
Cal-one Josephs P m i  T@ 
Cappabirnca Keller Pefnrrca lhomap 
Cam Kitidand P m e  Travaglio 
Cawley Kukovich Pistclls Trella 
C o k  M. LaGmtta Pme+m Trich 
Colafella Lauehlin h . 3 ~  Van Home 'J 

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

amended 7 

Mr. JAMES offered the following amendment No. A0292: I 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 432.12), page 10, line 29, by inserting after 

"child" 
, exceot where the birth occurs as s result of rave. I 
?ncest. failure of contrace~tive methods or other 
cause bevond the control of the mother, 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o m e s  
Representative James. 

Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, &om my understanding, the bill caps the cash 

benefits for mothers that have chlldren after a certain time period. 
What my amendment does is take out and it makes an exception 
where the birth occurs as a result of a rape, incest, or failure of 
contraceptive methods, or other cause beyond the control of the 
mother. 

I would ask for the adoption. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o w e s  

Representative Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We oppose this amendment and urge a negative vote. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The following roll call was recorded: I 

Bebko-Joncs George Michlovis S r r i m d  
Belardi Gigliotti Mihalich Shanm 
Bishop GruiLza M u n d ~  Stetler 
Butkovitz Ithi" Olasz Smrla 

Colaiao Led& RiEhardson V m  
Corpora Lescovitz Ricga Walko 
Cowell Lev&y Robinson Washington 
cum/ Man-D Roebuck Williams 
DeLuca Mdosek  Rwney Womi& 
DeWecsc McGeehm Sable Youngblood 
Donahled Mclio 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
-g 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battiat0 
Betfanti 
Birmelin 
E l m  
Emcola 
Boycs 
Brown 
Browno 
Bunt 
Cmna 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm L. I. 
Conti 
Cornell 
c0rrig.n 
COY 
Ddey 
D~npaey 
Dent 

DiGimlamo 
h c c  
Durham 

Egolf Leh 
Fairchild Lloyd 
Fait IN& 

Farmer 
L& 
W a n d  

F-c Major 
F i b  M m i m  
Flsaglc hid 
Flick Maycmik 
Gamble MoCalI 
chmon 
G e a  
Olldeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanns 
Hamnrt 
HWY 
Hm-y 
Herman 
H d c y  
Hem 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowia 
Jmlin 
Kaiser 
Kenney 

Knb 
Lawles* 

M a l l  
M T f  
M i m i c  
Millcr 
NIjlw 
Nickol 
NY= 
P a l  
Pettit 
Phillips 
Picwla 
Pim 
Platts 
Rnpond 
Readshaw 
Reba 
R e i d  
R o b  
Rohrcr 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Santo"i 
Sather 

NOT VOTING-I 

Evans O'Bricn 

w 
SaylM 
s e w  
Schulcr 
s m c l  
Serahi  
Sh& 
Srmlh. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyds, D. W 
Slab& 
S& 
S t e s b  
Steil 
S t w  
Stish 
Sfnmnaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
T a y l ~ ,  J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
W=gh 
w o w  
Wri& D. R. 
WrigM M. N. $ 

Youcia? 
Zimmerman 
zug 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 

The queshon 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 w 

amended 7 
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Mr. JAMES offered the following amendment No. A0293: 

Amend Sec 5 (Sec 432.12), page 1 I ,  by inserting afier line 30 
(0 A revision of the schedule of benefits under this section shall not 

affect the elivbilihi of a child born durine the oeriod described in subsectioq 
(d)  for medical assistance or coverage under anv health care wlicv or 
contract offered under this act. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative James. 

Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, where this bill cuts off the cash benefit for any other 

children born, what t h s  amendment does, it would allow that any 
chlldren horn, even though the cash benefit may be cut off, it would 
allow the children to continue to get medical assistance or coverage 
under any health-care policy or contract offered under this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We believe thrs provision is in the hill. Therefore, we oppose t h s  

amendment and urge your negative support. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recogruzes Representative James for 

a second time. 
Mr. JAMES. I would just like to question Mr. Flick. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Representative James, you are in 

order, and you may proceed. 
Representative Flick, you are being interrogated. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, are you saying that this is already in 

the bill, that children will be covered? Even though the cash payment 
would be off, they will he covered by other health- 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, present law provides that individuals 
receive medical assistance and food stamps under the AFDC 
program. The section that we refer to is cash assistance. So they 
would continue to receive the benefits they have and they would 
cmently be eligible for, whch would be the medical assistance and 
the food stamps. 

Mr. JAMES. Now, this would be under this current HB 2. If so, 
could you tell me where the page and line number is? 

Mr. FLICK. Could you repeat the question. 
Mr. JAMES. My understanding is, you are saying that this is in 

the bill, and I am asking that if it is in the bill, where would it be in 
terms of page and line number? 

Mr. FLICK. It is not in the bill. It is in present law. AFDC is a 
Federal program. We are not amending that section of the program. 
We are dealing with cash benefits only. 

Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would again a s k  I just do not want to take any chances, 

Mr. Speaker, in terns of children's health and medical assistance, 
and I would just ask that we adopt this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogbzs Representative Sturla from 
Lancaster County. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I will be brief. 
1 believe the only opposition to this is coming from people who 

say it would be redundant to say it twice in the bill. I would rather say 
it twice and make sure that those children are covered than risk it 

i 
being missed somewhere and those children not getting these 

: benefits. 
So I urge an affumative vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r e c o m e s  

Representative Richardson on the amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Those are my sentiments exactly of the last speaker, that if in fact 

there is "belief," and that is the word that is used throughout this 
entire bill and this process, is believed that it is covered under law, 
then my position is that why would we not put it in just to make sure, 
and that din fact it is already there, there will not be any problems in 
being able to take it out since we are not going to be able to see the 
bill in print before we vote on iinal passage anyway. 

I urge an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, on the amendment, 

recognizes Representative Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
AFDC is a Federal program which the State shares in. The 

Federal Government funds 55 percent of the program; the State picks 
up 45 percent of the cost of the program. It is provided for by Federal 
law. 

Ifthere is Federal welfare refom and if they walk away from this 
portion of the program, if you accept this amendment, then you are 
saying that the State will pick up 100 percent of the cost of the 
mdcal  assistance and food stamp program. We are not to that point 
yet, Mr. Speaker. Until the Federal Government changes their 
program, we need not tamper with this section of the law. It is 
mandated by the Federal Government. It is funded 55 percent by the 
Federal Government, 45 percent by the State. The cash assistance 
portion of the program, on the other hand, is 100 percent funded by 
the State, and that is what we are dealing with, Mr. Speaker. 

I urge a negative vote. 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones 
Bclardi 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Burton 
Caltaghne 
Cappabiancs 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohm M. 
Colafells 
C o l ~ o  
Corpora 
Cowell 
c w  
Dalsy 
DeLuca 
Dmnody 
DsWesse 

Gigliotli 
Garb 
Gruitza 
Horaey 
Itkin 
James 
Jarolin 
10sephs 
Kitkland 
Kukovich 
Laorom 
Laudin 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
M d a l l  

MicNovic 
Mihalich 
MU* 
Olasz 
Olivnr 
Pcsci 
Patnrea 
Petronc 
Pistells 
Rgfon 
Ramos 
Richardson 
Ricgnr 
Rob& 
bbimm 
Rocbuck 
Rwney 
Sslnato 
Scrimemti 

Shancr 
Staback 
SteeLnan 
wer 
Slurla 
SUrm 
Tanpeai 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglb 
Trello 
Trich 
vem 
V M i  
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Wormak 
Youngblood 
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Adolph 
Allen 
ArgaIl 
-Mlg 
Baker 
Bsrd 
&ley 
Banisto 
&If& 
Birmelin 
Boscola 
Boy- 
Brown 
Bmwne 
Burd 
Butkovitz 
carom 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm L. I. 
C o d  
Come11 
corrigm 
COY 
D e w w  
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
h u c e  
D u b  

Egolf Lawless 
Fairchild Lederer 
Fajt Leh 
Fargo LP=h 
F m e r  Maitland 
Feese Major 
Fiohier Mmico 
Flcagle Msslmd 
Rick Maycrmk 
Gamble McGeehan 
Gumon Mdjlll 
Geist Memy 
Gladeck Micome 
Godshall Miller 
~ W O  Nailor 
Habny Nick01 
Haluska NYM 
Huma Pcnel 
Harhai  Pettit 
Hasay Phillips 
Hmessey Piccola 
Herman Pim 
Hmhey PI& 
Hess Raymond 
Hutchinson Readshaw 
Jadlowiec Rcbcr 
Kaiser Reinard 
Kellor Rohrer 
K m e Y  Rubley 

Rudy 
Knbs Santoni 

NOT VOTING4 

Sather 
Saylw 
Schroder 
Schulcr 
Smuncl 
S ~ a f m i  
S h e e h  
Smith B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Ski1 
Stmr 
Stiah 
Stnttmaner 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
waugh 
wogm 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Ywcic 
zunmnman 
zug 

R Y ~ R  
Speak- 

Evans O'Brien 

The question was detamined in the negative, and the amendment 
was not a w e d  to. 

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

amended 7 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Cohen. 1 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment conflicts with an amendment that 

Mrs. Vance bad gotten through, amendment 285, earlier. 
Would Mrs. Vance consent to interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pm t e m p  The lady indicates that she will, and 

as soon as she nears the microphone, the gentleman may proceed 
with h s  interrogation. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, tbls amendment was prepared by the Pennsylva~a - 

Community Providers Association, which believes that your 
amendment does not provide for any specific utilization of 
community provider services. The MWMR (mental health and 
mental retardation) centers throughout the Commonwealth, in the 
opinion of the Community Providers Association, would no longer be 
eligible for reimbursement, under your amendment, in their view. 
Would you respond to that, please. 

Mrs. VANCE. We believe that your amendment would carve out 
mental health. 

In our amendment that we put in, we had the ability to substitute 
one mental health inpatient day for four outpatient days. We do not 
believe that this touches community mental health people at all. We a 

have talked to not only our research staffhere in the House but also 
to the Department of Welfare now, and they concur that our 
interpretation is comet, and this does not atfect the act of 1966 at all 
or the Mental Health Procedures Act as well. 

. . I commun& providers of &and be open to whatever material they 
have ? 

Mrs. VANCE. We feel very comfortable that their interests are 
protected. As I said, it has been agreed to also by the Department of 

> 

Welfare, whom we just spoke to a few minutes ago. 
Mr COHEN. Okay 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Mr. COHEN. Based on that assurance and with the understanding 
of the community providers. I will be carefully watching this and 

Mr. COHEN the following amendment No. A0257: monitoring it to make certain that that understanding, which diiers 
from their understanding, is correct. 

No.143). known as thc .Mmtal llcalth Proccdurcs Act ' ~nc l~d lne  rnenlal Irader, Mr.  Perre1 
assistance re~rnhurvments for serv~cea nrovidcd bv l~ccnrcd mental health, Mr I'EWTI. 'Thank you, Mr Speakcr 
mental rctardauon and dnrv and alcohol aucnclcs as authonzcd bb the Slatc At lhts ltrnc. Mr. S~eaker. I am rcauesune a recess for 

Amend Sec. 7 (Scc. 494.4), page 21, by inserting between lines 12 and 
13 

6 N o '  . ~f 
mental health. mental retardation and drun and alcohol services under 
sections 2334 and 2335 of the act of Ann1 9. 1929 IP.L.177. No.175). 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929." under the act of October 20. 
1966 (3rd So.Sess.. PL.96. No.6). known as the "Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation Act of 1966." and under the act of Julv 9. 1976 (P.L.817. 

Medicaid Plan and bv~ome and ~ o m m u n h  Based Waivers aooioved nrior 

I withdraw tlus amendment. 
Mrs. VANCE. Thank you. W 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recogruzes the majority 

- 
approximate@ 45 minutes, until 1 o'clock. We will come back on the w 
floor and run the last of the amendments and do fmal passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you. 



VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. Itkm for 
the pulpose of an announcement. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, would it be an appropriate time to 
correct the record? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is appropriate. I thought you 
might perhaps have an announcement for your caucus first, but if not, 
go ahead. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, it appears that I was not recorded on 
the Sturla arn~qdment 0264 to I B  2 yesterday. I wish to be recorded 
in the affimlative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

For the benefit of the members, all corrections will be taken now 
if you would like to stay and take care of that. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognues the majority 
leader, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We would like to ask all members just to come down to caucus 

for about 5 minutes, Mr. Speaker, before they go anywhere else for 
lunch. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Republican members, please go to 
the caucus room for a few minutes at t b ~ s  point. Thank you. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Sainato and apologizes if that is a mispronunciation. 

Mr SAMATO. Mr. Speaker, no, that is not a mispronunciation. 
You did well. 

I just would like to correct the record korn yesterday. 
I was not recorded also on the Sturla amendment 0264, and I 

would like to be recorded in the affumative, and also on the Blaurn 
amendment 0362-1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. Thank you. 

The Chair recognizes Representative Belardi kom the great 
county of Lackawanna. 

Mr. BELARDI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on 1B 2, which we are currently considering, I 

would llke to be recorded on amendment A0199. I am not recorded, 
and had I been at my desk, I would like the record to reflect my vote 
in the f i rnat ive .  

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes Representative DeLuca from Allegheny 
County 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 2, amendment A0214, I was not recorded. I would like to 

be recorded in the affirmative, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 

spread upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes Representative Levdansky. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, on HB 2, amendment A01 81, amendment A02 10, 
and amendment A01 87, I would like to be recorded in the affumative 
on all three. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes Representative Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr Speaker, on amendment A0286, my vote was recorded in the 

&rmative. I would like the record to reflect that my vote should 
have been in the negative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regrets having forgotten 
about the lady, W. Bishop, but we have caught up to you and would 
ask that you make your correction at this time. 

Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yesterday, January 25, I was not recorded. I would like to be 

recorded in the a h a t i v e  on the Piccola amendment 0228. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

The Chair recognues Representative Hutchinson. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, to correct the record. 
On amendment A0205, I was recorded in the affirmative. I would 

like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Fajt, for a correction of record. 
Mr. FAJT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yesterday my switch malfunctioned on two votes to HB 2. On 

mendment 0265,I would llke to be recorded in the flknative,  and 
3n amendment 0214, I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
Thank yoy Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a correction to the record. 
On January 25 on amendment A0214,I would like to be recorded 

In the a m a t i v e ,  and on amendment A0285, I would like for the 
record to reflect I be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognues Representative Walko kom Allegheny 
County. 

Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On amendment A0275 to HB 2, my vote was not recorded. I 

would appreciate it being recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there any other members that 

lave corrections of the record to make at this time 7 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This House stands in recess until 1 
3.m. today. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to order. 
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THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

LAUGHLIN, TIGUE, COWELL, BELFANTI, YOUNGBLOOD. 
MELIO, TANGRETTI, HANNA, McGEEHAN, BUTKOVITZ, 
HERMAN, ROBINSON, COLAIZZO, NAILOR, TRICH, 
FARMER, MARKOSEK, PERZEL, KENNEY, LESCOVITZ, 
RICHARDSON, M. COHEN, ALLEN, CAWLEY, JAMES, w~ 
BISHOP, PISTELLA, COLAFELLA, STEELMAN, LaGROTTA, 

FAIRCHILD, S T ~ A C K ,  COY, VAN HORNE, PRESTON, 
GIGLIOTTI, TIGUE, McCALL, BEBKO-JONES, GAMBLE, 
DeLUCA, WAUGN TRELLO, COLAFELLA, JAROLIN, CIVERA, 
ARGALL, CAWLEY, BELFANTI, LAUGHLIN, STEELMAN and 
KAISER 

No. 313 Bv Representatives READSHAW, GEORGE, 
I MANDERINO and ROBERTS 

An Act making an appropriation to the Department of Militmy Affairs for 
a grant to the Women in Military Service for America Memorial Foundation 
for the construction of a memorial. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, January 26, 1 1995. 

Statutes, further providing for authority to erect trafic-control devices. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 314 By Representatives READSHAW, GEORGE, 
FAIRCHILD, STABACK, COY, VAN HORNE, PRESTON, 
GIGLIOTTI, BEBKO-JONES, GAMBLE, DeLUCA, WAUGH, 
TRELLO, COLAFELLA, JAROI.IN, CIVERA, CAWLEY, 
BELFANTI, LAUGHLIN, STEELMAN and KAISER 

No. 318 By Representatives GIGLIOTTI, ROBINSON, 
D. R. WRIGHT, TRELLO, WASHINGTON, PESCI, LAUGHLIN, 
MELIO, OLASZ, COLAFELLA, VEON, PISTELLA, 
RICHARDSON, MIHALICH and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of August 1,1975 (P.L.169, No.87), entitled 
"An act relating to pensions for employees of the City of Pittsburgh," further 
providing for the membership of the pcnsion board. 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, January 26, 1995. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated No. 319 By Representatives EVANS, WALKO, GEORGE, 
Statutes, further providing for authority to erect traflic-control devices. ROBINSON, HERMAN, S- S T ~ A C K ,  COY, ROBERTS, I BATTISTO, McCALL. DeLUCA, READSHAW, TANGRETTI, 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, January 26, WOZNIAK, STETLER, JoSEPHS, JAROLIN, CALTAGIRONE, 

No. 315 By Representatives READSHAW, GEORGE, 
FAIRCHILD, STABACK, VAN HORNE, PRESTON, GIGLIOTTI, 
McCALL, BEBKO-JONES, GAMBLE, DeLUCA, WAUGH, 
TRELLO, COLAFELLA, JAROLIN, CIVERA, CAWLEY, 
BELFANTI, LAUGHLIN, STEELMAN and KAISER 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for the erection of trafic-control signals on the basis of 
accident experience. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, January 26, 
1995. 

B O S C O L ~  CARN, JAMES, KUKOVICH, D. R WRIGHT, 
ROEBUCK, LAUGHLIN, MANDERINO, TRELLO, 1TKlN and 
ROONEY 

An Act amending the act of November 22, 1978 (P.L.1166, No.274). 
referred to as the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency Law, 
lilther pmvid'lng for powers and duties of the Pennsylvania Commission on 
Crime and Delinquency. 

I Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26,1995. 

No. 320 By Representatives EVANS, WALKO, GEORGE, 
ROBINSON, HERMAN, S- STABACK, COY, WOZNIAK, 
n R WRIGHT ROEBUCK. LAUGHLIN. READSHAW. - .  

M E R I N O ,  TRELLO, BATTISTO, CARN, TANGRETTI, 
No. 316 By Representatives GIGLIOTTI, CALTAGIRONE, McCALL, FAJT, JOSEPHS and ROONEY 

STABACK D. R. WRIGHT DeLUCA CIVERA. BEBKO-JONES. 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, hrther providing for retirement ofjustices, 
judges and justices of the peace. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26, 1995. 

- - - -  . -  ~~ ~ 

PESCI, READSHAW, CORRIGAN, ROONEY, PRESTON, 
LAUGHLIN, TIGUE, TANGETTI, COLAFELLA, DERMODY, 
MELIO, MMALICH, WOZNIAK, SANTONI and M. COHEN 

No. 317 By Representatives GIGLIOTTI, CIVERA, STABACK, 
STURLA, DALEY, D. R. WRIGHT, DeLUCA, TRELLO, 
MIHALICH, READSHAW, MILLER, DERMODY, LEDERER, 
BEBKO-JONES, KAISER, BELARDI, PESCI, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
CURRY, RUDY, CORRIGAN, ROONEY, PRESTON, 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L.1391, No.215), 'J 
known as the Motivational Boot Camp Act, further defining "eligible 
inmate" 

Refemed to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 321 By Representatives EVANS, WALKO, STABACK, 
VAN H O N ,  ROEBUCK, MANDERINO, TRELLO, ITKIN, 
BATTISTO, McCALL, JOSEPHS, ROONEY and STEELMAN 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L.799, No.l93), w 
know as the County Lntermediate Punishment Act, further providing for the 
county intermediate punishment program, for boards and for the county 
intermediate punishment plan; and establishing the County Intermediate 
Punishment Account. 



1995 LEGlSLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 263 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26,1995. 

No. 322 By Representatives JOSEPHS, DEWEESE, ITKIN, 
EVANS, VEON, CALTAGIRONE, MANDERINO, FAJT, 
KUKOVICH, BERKO-JONES, GORDNER, CLARK, DALEY, 
COY, PESCI, STETLER, LAIJGHLIN, PLATTS, HERMAN, 
BATTISTO, TREL1.0, SCRIMENTI, YOUNGBLOOD, RUBLEY, 
STABACK, CARN, PISTELLA, STURLA, L. I. COHEN, 
E. %. TAYLOR, McCALL, BARD and STEELMAN 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 23 (Domestic 
Relations) and 42 (Judicialy and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for sexual offenses and the 
consequences of committing sexual offenses, for sentences for offenses 
&st infant wrsons and for orostitution and related offenses. orovidina for - . . 
the testimony of children, and imposing penalties. 

Referred lo Committee on JUDICIARY, Januaty 26, 1995 

No. 323 By Representatives MAITLAND, McCALL, JAROLIN, 
LYNCH, SCHULER, KING, PITTS, TIGUE, CAWLEY, 
WOZNIAK, WOGAN, STABACK, SAYLOR, B. SMITH, 
HUTCHINSON, 'TFZLLO, BAKER, MILLER, NAILOR, SURRA, 
J. TAYLOR, STERN, WAUGH, PETRONE, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
LAIJGHLIN, EGOLF, FAKGO, BROWNE and BELFANTI 

An Act exempt~ng active duty rncmbers of the armed forces of the 
United States from any per caplta or similar head tax and any occupational 
privilege tax. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, January 26, 1995 

No. 324 By Representatlves MAITLAND, CLARK, FICHTER, 
'TRUE, IERSIIEY, NICKOL, SAYLOR, TRELLO, CIVERA, 
WAUGH, MELIO, PETRONE, MERRY and HALUSKA 

An Act amending the act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.221, No.63), known as 
thePennsylvania D I U ~  andNcohal Abuse Control Act, furlher providing for 
the disclosure of records. 

Iiefcrred to Cornnuttee on HEALTI1 ANL) HUMAN 
SERVICES, January 26, 1995 

No. 325 By Representatives MAITLAND, GEIST, McCALL, 
SATJER, SCHULER, WOGAN, PITTS, TIGUE, CAWLEY, 
PLATTS, WOZNIAK, DEMPSEY, STABACK, McGEEHAN, 
HERMAN, TKELLO, SIISH, C I V E W  ROBERTS, READSHAW, 
WAlJGH, BELFANTI, BARLEY, LaGROTTA, MELIO, 
RAYMOND, LAUGHLIN, BLAUM, YOLNGBLOOD and EGOLF 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the establishment of s Sex Offender 
Reg~stry wlthln the Crlmlnal H~story Record Informat~on Act, requlnng the 
realstratton of cerlaln sex offenders lmooslne addlt~onal Dowers and dubes - . 
on the Pennsylvan~a State Pal~ce and the Department of Corrections, 
prov~dlng for the dtssemlnatlon of lnformattan wlthlrl the Sex Offender 
Reglstly, and lmposlng penalt~cs 

Na 326 By Represmtatrves MANLlERINO, FLICK, M. COHEN, 
WAUGH, STABACK, RUBLEY, KUKOVICH, MELIO, CARN, 
RICHARDSON, BELARDI, WASHINGTON, TRELLO, 
ROBINSON, HALUSKA, CURRY, NICKOL, MUNDY, ITKIN, 
READSHAW, WOZNIAK, E. Z. TAYLOR, BATTISTO, TIGUE, 
BISHOP, DeLUCA, YOUNGBLOOD, WALKO, BELFANTI, 
ROEBUCK, MERRY, STERN, STEIL and JOSEPHS 

An Act amending Title 20 (Decedents, Estates and Fiduciaries) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the removal and 
replacement of a corporate or individual trustee. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 327 By Representatives M. N. WIUGHT and MELIO 

An Act mkmg an appropriation to the Office of Atlomey General for the 
payncnt of=& moral claims against the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Comminee on APPROPRIATIONS, January 26, 
1995. 

Na 328 By Representatives TRICH, RICHARDSON, 
KUKOVICH, TANGRETTI, PETTIT, PLATTS, STABACK, 
MELIO, BELARDI, PESCI, W Y ,  CURRY, STURLA, 
HERMAN, LAUGHLIN, McCALL, HENNESSEY, MICOZZIE, 
TIGUE, ROONEY, TREUO, COWELL, SAYLOR, PRESTON, 
YOUNGBLOOD, BELFANTI, HALUSKA and JOSEPHS 

An Act requiring police departments to adopt and follow a domestic 
violence response policy. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 329 By Representatives TRICH, CLARK, WAUGH, 
STABACK, FLICK, SANTOM, GORDNER, FLEAGLE, PESCI, 
MUNDY, LAUGHLIN, RUDY, OLASZ, BATTISTO, 
HENNESSEY, MICOZZIE, TIGUE, ROONEY, TRELLO, 
SAYLOR, PRESTON, KING, GEIST, TANGRETTI and MERRY 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated ~tatutei, providing for the offense of damaging leasehold 
premises and for the offense of absconding nithout paying rent due. 

RefaTed to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 330 By Representatlves TRICH, WAUGH, SANTONI, 
KREBS, FLEAGLE, ROBERTS, PESCI, MUNDY, CURRY, 
LAUGHLIN, CLARK, FAIRCHILD, WOZNIAK, BATTISTO, 
BOYES, MICOZZIE, TIGUE, ROONEY, TRELLO, COWELL, 
SAYLOR, PRESTON, KING, DeLUCA, TANGRETTI, 
BELFANTI, FARGO, MERRY, STERN and STABACK 

An Act amending the act of April 6 ,  1951 (P.L.69, No.20), known as 
The Landlord and Tenant Act of 195 1, providing for an accelerated eviction 
remedy, and making a repeal. 

Refmed to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, January 26, 
1995. 
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No. 331 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, STISH, 

SCHULER, TRELLO, FICHTER, WOZNIAK, FARMER, 
BATTISTO, FARGO, CONTI, BAKER, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
PHILLIPS, SATHER, GEIST, PETTIT, NAILOR, ARMSTRONG, 
BUNT, HUTCHINSON and HERMAN 

An Act creating a suggestion system, to be known as Penn Search, to 
promote government efficiency and economy, and providing for the powem 
and duties of the Joint State Government Commission and the Office of 
Auditor General. 

R e f d  to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 332 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, STISH, 
SCHULER, TRELLO, SATHER, TRUE, ARMSTRONG, 
FICHTER, HERMAN, FLICK, BUNT, HUTCHINSON, LEH, 
PHILLIPS, CLARK, LYNCH, BAKER and E. Z. TAYLOR 

An Act providing for the establishment of a Spending Affordability 
Committee. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 333 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, STERN, 
HUTCHINSON, SCHULER MELIO, HANN4 LEH, FAIRCHILD, 
ARMSTRONG, TRELLO, YOUNGBLOOD, PESCI, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, SCHRODER and GODSHALL 

An Act amending the act of June25,1982 (P.L.633,No.l81), known 
as the Regulatory Review Act, providing for job analysis and employment 
possibilities by the Independent Regulatory Review Commission. 

R e f d  to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 334 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, STERN, 
SCHULER, YOUNGBLOOD, COLAFELLA, NAILOR, 
FAIRCHILD, GEIST, STISH, MELIO, FLICK, LEH, PESCI, 
TRELLO, HERSHEY, E. Z. TAYLOR, SCHRODER, B. SMITH 
and CLARK 

An Act amending the act of June 3,1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), known 
as the Pennsylvania Election Code, providing for part-time election day 
employees. 

Refmed to C o h l t e e  on STATE (~OVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

Na 335 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
HERSHEY, BUNT, TRELLO, FARMER, BOYES, DRUCE, 
EGOLF and LEH 

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (T.L.130, No.48), known as 
theHealth Care Facilities Act, terminating provisions relating to certificates 
of need. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, January 26, 1995. 
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No. 336 By Representatives STRITTMATTER, SCHULER, 
YOUNGBLOOD, STISH, E. Z TAYLOR, MELIO, TRELLO, 
FICHTER, LEH, ARMSTRONG, SCmODER. GEIST, 
FAIRCHILD, CLARK, HUTCHINSON, FARGO and WAUGH 

r, 
An Act amending the act of June 3,1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), known 

as the Pennsylvania Election Code, requiring the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth to total debt service for referendum questions incumng 
indebtedness. 

Refared to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 337 By Representatives JAMES, BATTISTO, PRESTON, 
KING, SERAFINI, MELIO, WILLIAMS, JOSEPHS, CARN, 
STURLA, LAUGHLIN, PETRONE, RIEGER, DONATUCCI, 
OLIVER, THOMAS, BISHOP, M. COHEN, RICHARDSON 
ROBINSON, McGEEHAN, COLAIUO, TRELLO, BELFANTI, 
KIRKLAND, LEDERER, COY, CIVERA, BUXTON, STABACK, 
ROONEY, KUKOVICH, ITKIN, WASHINGTON, EVANS, 
J. TAYLOR, PESCI, TIGUE, CURRY, TRICH, YOUNGBLOOD, 
MIHALICH, RAMOS and HORSEY 

An Act allmating a percentage of the net proceeds from all unclaimed 
funds from sheriffs' salcs of residential real property to the Pennsylvania 
Housing Finance Agency for the purpose of assisting potential homebuyers 
with the financing and purchase of homes at sheriffs' sales. 

R e f d  to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, January 26 ,1995  

No. 338 By Representatives JAMES, RENARD, ROBINSON, 
COLAIZZO, ROEBUCK, JOSEPHS, WILLIAMS, BATTISTO, 
BELFANTI, McCALL, EVANS, RIEGER, DONATUCCI, CARN, 
D. R. WRIGHT, RICHARDSON, DEMPSEY, TRELLO, 
CAWLEY, STABACK, BISHOP, THOMAS, MCKOL, 
KIRKLAND, TIGUE, YEWCIC, DALEY, PISTELLA, DURHAM, , 
MELIO, PESCI, HASAY, LEDERER, GORDNER, CARONE, 
FLICK, MUNDY, ITKIN, WASHINGTON, DeLUCA, CIVERA, 
CURRY, MANDERINO, YOUNGBLOOD and MIHALICH 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for the Assigned Risk Plan. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, January 26, 1995 

No. 339 By Representatives D. R. WRIGHT, SURRA and 
TRELLO 

w 
An Actamendrngtheact of July 28, 1988 (P.L.556, No.lOl), known as 

the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and Waste Reduction Act, 
expanding the scope of the act; further providing for definitions, for powers 
and duties of municipalities other than counties, for submission and content 
of municipal waste management plans, for permit requirements, for site 
limitation, for completeness review, providing for disposal, processing and 
storage of municipal wastc, further providing for planning grants, for 
information to host municipalities, for water supply testing and protection 
and for evaluation of permit applications, providing for cleanup; and further 
providing for host municipality benefit fees, for unlawful conduct and for w 
public information. 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26,1995. 
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No. 340 By Representatives GEORGE, COY, KUKOVICH, 
TRELLO, PESCI, THOMAS, LUCYK, LAUGHLIN and 
STEELMAN 

An Act placing a moratorium on the constmction of contaminated soil 
incinerators; and d~recting the Conservation Committee of the blouse of 
Representatives to study the effects of contaminated soil incinerators on 
public health, the environment and the economy. 

Referred to Comm~ttee on ENVIRONMENTAL KESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, Janu;uy 26, 1995 

No. 341 By Representatives GEORGE, COY, BELARDI, 
LAUGHLIN, STABACK, BUXTON, D. R. WRIGHT, LUCYK, 
GEIST, LEH, ROBERTS, HALUSKA, WAUGH, PESCI, 
'IRAVAGLIO, RUDY and BELFANTI 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26,1995. 

N a  345 By Repmtat ives  GEORGE, COY, TRELLO, OLASZ, 
THOMAS, FAIRCHILD, PESCI, TIGUE, PRESTON, BATTISTO, 
FICHTER and LAUGHLIN 

An Act amending the act ofJuly 7,1980 (P.L.380, No.97), known as the 
Solid WasteMenagement Act, further providing for management of residual 
waste and for transportation of residual waste. 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 346 By Representatives GEORGE, TRELLO, LAUGHLIN, 
COY, OLASZ, THOMAS, STABACK PESCI, TIGUE, PRESTON 

known as the Dam safety and Encroachments Act, further providing for 
general permits. 

An Act amending the act of November 26, 1978 (P.L.1375, No.325), 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26 ,1995 .  

I and BATTISTO 

No. 342 By Representatives GEORGE, COY, LAUGULIN, 
STEELMAN, MICHLOVIC, TRELLO, PESCI, STABACK, 
FAIRCHILD, THOMAS and CLARK 

An Act providing for h-dous and residual waste minimization; 
establishing the Office of Waste Ivhnimization within the Department of 
Environmental Resources and providing for its powers and duties, the Small 
Business Technical and Financial Assistance Program and the Office of 
Small Business Ombudsman; providing for a program for research, 
development and implementation of methods to reduce the output of 

An Act amendmgfhe act of Iuly 7,1980 (P.L.380, No.97), known as the 
Solid Waste Management Act, further defining "person"; further providing 
for management of residual waste, and providing for municipal residual 
waste facilities. 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 347 By Representatives LaGROTTA, EVANS, ITKIN, COY, 
SCRIMENTI, FLICK, MUNDY, CAPPABIANCA, VAN HORNE, 
GORDNER, DALEY, LAUGHLIN, TIGUE, COLAFELLA, 
HERMAN, TRELLO, SANTONI, STABACK LUCYK, ROONEY, 
VEON, STURLA, DeLUCA, CAWLEY, FAJT, TANGRETTI, 
McCALL, SURRA, JOSEPHS, STEELMAN, TRICH, B R O W  
and BELFANTI 

hazardous and residual waste at the source, and establishing the Waste 
Minimization Advisory Board within the Department of Environmental An Act a m e n h ?  the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L. 177, No.] 75), known as 
" -.. . . . . . . I The Administrative Code of 1929. further imoosinn additional budaetaw 
RT>VUIGCJ. . - - .  I duties and responsibilities on the  overn nor and the Secretary of the Budget, 

requiring thk Auditor General and State Treasurer to furnish listsof 
to Committee On RESOURCES knployees and requiring monthly updates of employee lists to be furnished 

AND ENERGY, January 26, 1995. to thelexidative Data Processing Center. creating an independent advisow 

No. 343 By Representatives GEORGE, COY, TRELLO, 
STEELMAN, THOMAS, FAIRCIJILD, STABACK, CORRIGAN, 
PESCI, FICHTER, L. I. COHEN, LAUGHLIN and READSHAW 

utilizing recycled materials 

board to-be known as the 1nde;ndent gscal ~ G e w  ~ o & d ,  providing f i r  
the appointment of its members, and defining its powers and duties; 
establislung an Economic Advisory Counoil; and providing for duties of the 
Governor, the Secretary of Public Welfare and the Secretary of Revenue. 

An Act amending Ule act of July 28, 1988 (P.L.556, No.lOl), known as 
the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and Waste Reduction Act, 
providing for certain corporate tax credits for machinery and equipment 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26, 1995. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, January 26, 
1995. 

N a  344 By Rrpresentatives GEORGE, LAUGHLIN, TRELLO, 
STEELMAN, HALUSKA, BATTISTO, TIGUE, PESCI, 
FAIRCHILD, OLASZ and THOMAS 

An Act amending the act of July 13, 1988 (P.L.530, No.94). known as 
theEnvironmental Hearing Board Act, further providing for adjudication of 
the board. 

No. 348 By Representat~ves CAPPABIANCA, WOZNIAK, 
BELARDI, HALUSKA, TIGUE, SCRIMENTI, WAUGH, 
DeLUCA, WOGAN, OLASZ, PETRONE, HORSEY and 
PRESTON 

An Act amending Title 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for 
&:countability of domestic nonprofit corporations, for powers~and duties of 
the Department of State and the Department of Revenue and for penalties. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, January 26,1995 
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No. 349 By Representatives CAPPABIANCA, DALEY, 
WOZNIAK, SAYLOR, BUNT, STURLA, HALUSKA, BELARDI, 
YOUNGBLOOD, MIHALICH and TIGUE 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No. 155). known 
as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for exemptions 
from taxation. 

Refemed to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 350 By Representatives CAPPABIANCA, MUNDY, 
DeLUCA, OLASZ, STABACY SCRIMENTI, STERN, PETRONE, 
HORSEY and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending Title 1 (General Provisions) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for definitions. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 351 By Representatives CAPPABIANCA, DALEY, 
LAUGHLIN, WOZNIAK, OLASZ, PESCI, BELARDI, PETRONE, 
SCRIMENTI, HORSEY, YOUNGBLOOD, RICHARDSON and 
MMALICH 

An Act amendmgthe act of March 4,1971 (F.L.6,No.2), known as the 
Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for corporate net income tax 
definitions. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, January 26, 1995 

No. 352 By Representatives CAPPABIANCA, DALEY, 
SCRIMENTI, BELARDI, GORDNER, TIGUE, STUKLA, 
HALUSKA, NAILOR, PESCI, WOGAN, JOSEPHS, STETLER, 
YOUNGBLOOD, BATTISTO and CLARK 

An Act authondng the Bureau of Professional and Occupational Affairs 
to refuse to grant or renew licensure for failure to provide tax information, to 
file required State tax returns or reports, or to pay State taxes; and imposing 
duties on the Anomey General, the Department of Labor and Industry and 
the Department of Revenue. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
January 26,1995. 

No. 353 By Representatives BROWN, MIHALICH, SATHER, 
BUNT, SAYLOR, TULLI, BAKER, VAN HORNE, ARGALL, 
TRELLO, COLAFELLA, PESCI, STURLA, ROBERTS, 
LAUGHLIN, TRICH, YOUNGBLOOD and BELFANTI 

AnActamendingtheactofJuly 9,1986 (P.L.1216,No.108), known as 
the Enterprise Zone Municipal Tax Exemption Reimbursement Act, making 
an appropriation to create additional enterprisezones. 

TRUE, BAKER, RUBLEY, PETTIT, CORNELL, BEBKO-JONES, 
CLARK, STISH, FARMER, MARSICO, HERSHEY, FAJT, 
COLAFELLA, DeLUCA, HUTCHINSON, GEIST, JAROLIN, 
PESCI, TIGUE, CIVERA, LAUGHLIN, STERN, RAYMOND, 
PETRONE, SCHULER, BELFANTI and MERRY 1 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Stables, detining the offense ofconcealment of child from law 
enforcement authorities. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26,1995 

No. 355 By Representauves BROWN, DeLUCA, NYCE, 
MIHALICH, GANNON, M. N. WRIGHT, SATHER, SAYLOR, 
LAWLESS, RUBLEY, ROBINSON, BATTISTO, PESCI, 1 
ROBERTS, TRlCH and STERN 

An Actamending the act ofMay 2, 1945 (F.L.382,No.l64), known as 
the Municipality Authorities Act of 1945, further providing for the removal 
of authority members. 

Referred to Commit& on LOCAL GOVEWMENT, Januay 26, 
1995. 

No. 356 By Representatives GAMBLE, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
TRELLO, CIVERA, BELARDI, CLYMER, BELFANTI, MERRY, 
OLASZ, WOGAN, TIGUE, HERSHEY, McCALL, FARMER, 
JAROLIN, LEH, STABACK, CLARK, CORRIGAN, NYCE, 
MELIO, ARMSTRONG, BISHOP, KING, LAUGHLIN, BAKER, 
PESCI, LYNCH, THOMAS, PETTIT, GORDNER, STERN, 
YEWCIC, WAUGH, BOSCOLA, WALKO, YOUNGBLOOD and 
CARONE 

An Act amendingthe act ofMarch 10, 1949 (F.L.30, N0.141, known as 
the Public Schml Code of 1949, providing for psychialric and psychological 
examinations and for education records. 

t 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, January 26, 1995. 

No. 357 By Representatives GAMBLE, E. Z. TAYLOR, i 

TRELLO, GEIST, BELARDI, CLYMER, MICHLOVIC, MERRY, 
BELFANTI. FAIRCHILD. OLASZ. LYNCbI. TIGUE. BROWNE. 
BATTISTO, COY, JAROLIN, McCALL, PRESTON, STABACK, 
CORRIGAN, BISHOP, LAUGHLIN, PESCI, ROBINSON, 
KELLER and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act ofAugust 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.l30), known 
as The County Code, providing far flags on the graves of recipients of the w 
Congressional Medal of Honor. 

Refemed to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, January 26,1995. 

No. 358 BY Representatives GAMBLE, E. Z. TAYLOR, 

M. N. WRIGHT, SATHER, BUNT, SAYLOR, STABACK, 
MILLER, ARMSTRONG, CAPPABIANCA, E. Z. TAYLOR, I 

Referred to C o m f t e e  on APPROPRIATIONS, January 26, 
1995 

No. 354 By Representatives BROWN, BARLEY, TRELLO, 
FICHTER, GORDNER, ADOLPH, GANNON, HERMAN, 

TRELLO, GEIST, B~LARDI, FARGO, OLASZ, LEH, TIGUE, 
CLARK, VAN HORNE, KING, c o y ,  I-ENSSEY, J ~ O L N ,  
LYNCH, McCALL, SATHER, PRESTON, STERN, STABACK, 
WAUGH, CORRIGAN, BISHOP, LAUGIUIN, PESCI, 
HALUSKA, YOUNGBLOOD and CARONE 



An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L.169, No.32), known as the 
Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, providing for reimbursement for 
testing. 

Refaed to Comm~ttee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
AND ENERGY, January 26, 1995. 

No. 359 By Representatives GAMBLE, SCHULER, TRELLO, 
RAYMOND, BELARDI, BELFANTI, COLAFELLA, OLASZ, 
VAN HORNE, JAROLIN, McCALL, STABACK, LAUGHLIN, 
PESCI, ROBINSON, READSHAW and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of July 12, 1972 (P.L.762, No.l80), referred 
to as the Intergovernmental Cooperation Law, providing for agreements 
relating to consolidation of police farces. 

R e f d  to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 360 By Representatives GAMBLE, WOGAN, GEIST, 
MICOZZIE, FARGO, MELIO, BUNT, CLARK, FAIRCHILD, 
COLAIZZO, BROWN, KING and STERN 

An Act prohibiting discrimination or preferential treatment of an 
individual or group in the operation of the Commonwealth's system of public 
employment, public education or public contracting. 

Refet~ed to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 361 By Representatives HUTCHINSON, WAUGH, 
FICHTER, COY, HERSHEY, FLEAGLE, DEMPSEY, CARONE, 
L. I .  COHEN, ROBERTS, PLATTS, BAKER, ZUG, TRELLO, 
GODSHALL, PHILLLPS, LYNCH, SCHRODER, RAYMOND, 
McCALL, BROWN, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, D. W. SNYDER, 
S. H. SMITH, CORRIGAN, CIVERA, GEIST, MARKOSEK, 
CLYMER, REBER, EGOLF, JADLOWEC, FARGO, PETTIT, 
BELFANTI, ARMSTRONG, KING, LEH, STERN, 
DIGIROLAMO, SATHER and MARSICO 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as the 
Tax Reform Code of 197 I ,  further providing far net lass carryover. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, January 26, 1995 

No. 362 By Representatives HUTCHINSON, WAUGH, 
FICHTER, TULLI, FLICK, FAIRCHILD, ROBERTS, MELIO, 
PLATTS, ZUG, TRELLO. MILLER, LYNCH, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
NAILOR, RAYMOND, BROWN, CORRIGAN, FARGO, 
BELFANTI, ARMSTRONG and LEH 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for tax increase limitations. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, January 26, 1995 

No. 363 By Repmentat~ves TULLI, D R WRIGHT, PICCOLA, 
MARSICO, CORNkLL, BAT TISTO, NALLOR, VANCE, FARGO, 
KREBS, DENT, LEH, B SMITH, BAKER, WOCAN, KELLER, 
FAIRCHILD, BLAUM, STABACK, GEIST, FLEAGLE, BARLEY, 
FLICK, NICKOL, TRUE, LYNCH, M N WRIGHT, 

E. Z. TAYLOR, PESCI, ARMSTRONG, ARGALL, BROWN, 
MELIO, MASLAND, DALEY, BELFANTI, ADOLPH, MICOZZIE, 
HANNA, KING, DONATUCCI, MERRY, REINARD, NYCE, 
SCHULER, RUDY, KUKOVICX SAYLOR, WAUGH, FICHTER, 
ZUG, HALUSKA, MILLER, TANGRETTI, COWELL, RUBLEY, 
SATHER, ITKIN, BEBKO-JONES, BUNT, HUTCHINSON, 
PHILLIPS, EGOLF, HENNESSEY, DIGIROLAMO, RAYMOND, 
ROBERTS, CIVERA, STEELMAN, YEWCIC and HESS 

An Act amending the act of June 3,1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), known 
as the Pennsylvania Election Code, further providing for the powen and 
duties of the Secretary of the Commonwealth, authorizing the filing of 
certain reports by facsimile; and making an appropriation. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVEFNdZNT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 364 By Representatives TULLI, BUXTON, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
DALEY, HERMAN, RUBLEY, GRUPPO, BAKER, LEDERER, 
SEMMEL, BELFANTI, LYNCH, HALUSKA, STABACK, 
MILLER PETTIT, CONTI, MARSICO, TRELLO, HENNESSEY, 
PETRONE and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amcndlng lhc acl of March 10, 1944 (P L 30, No 14). knoun as 
lhc Publlc Schrx)l Codc of 1949. rnandabnn that all school dlstncb prondc - 
instruction for the safe driving of motor vehicles; furlher providing for 
payment for driver-education programs; and making an editorial change. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, January 26, 1995 

No. 365 By Representatives TULLI, BROWN, FARGO, VEON, 
KREBS, ITKN, GEIST, COY, M. N. WRIGHT, SURRA, 
PETRONE, STABACK, JOSEPHS, MUNDY, STEELMAN, 
LUCYK, RUDY, FICHTER, NAILOR, HALUSKA, BUNT, 
HENNESSEY, LAUGHLIN and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, requiring fish bait dealer licensees to retail fish bait in biodegradable 
wntainers. 

Referred to Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 366 By Representatives TULLI, TRELLO, GEIST, 
S. H. SMITH, ZUG, LYNCH, CARN, MELIO, ARMSTRONG, 
BAKER, SATHER, HENNESSEY, SAYLOR, WAUGH, 
MAITLAND, HUTCHINSON and CIVERA 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for the use of communication equipment. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, January 26, 
1995. 

Nu. 367 By Representatives GRUPPO, BLAUM, FARGO, 
PITTS, COLAIZZO, RUBLEY, STISH, BAKER, STERN, 
J. TAYLOR, EGOLF, McCALL, ARMSTRONG, FLEAGLE, 
YOIJNGBLOOD, NYCE, BARD, KING, THOMAS, GODSHALL, 
BATTISTO, HERMAN, MICHLOVIC, CLARK, MELIO, 
FARMER, SATHER, HARHART, ROBERTS, 
ROONEY,I-FENNESSEY, KENNEY, E. Z. TAYLOR, VANCE, 



DENT, STEELMAN, STURLA, STABACK, PETRARCA and 
LAUGHLIN 

An Act requiring certain information relating to prospective home care 
employees. 

Referred to Committee on AGING AND YOUTH, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 368 By Representatives FLICK, MERRY, LEH, FARGO, 
WAUGH, E. Z. TAYLOR, HENNESSEY and ARGALL 

An Act repealing the act of May 16, 1951 (P.L.300, No.60). entitled, as 
amended, "'An act authorizing certain counties to establish fire training 
schools for the paid and volunteer firemen of municipalities within the 
county." 

R e f a d  to COmrmttee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 369 By Representatives McGEEHAN, WOZNIAK, 
WOGAN, YEWCIC, STABACK, COY, PESCI, McCALL, TIGUE, 
ROONEY, BUNT, VAN HORNE, KELLER, TRELLO, LUCYK, 
GRWPO, KING, JAROLIN, CIVERA, LEDERER, 
E. Z. TAYLOREGOLF, MELIO, GEIST, FARGO. TANGRETTI, 
BELFANTI, SCHULER, DONATUCCI, READSHAW, STISH, 
SATHER, CLARK, LEH, DlGlROLAMO and FLICK 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for use of deadly force by peace off~ceer 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26,1995. 

No. 370 By Representatives McGEEHAN, WOZNIAK, 
BUXTON, YEWCIC, STABACK, CORRIGAN, PESCI, 
GORDNER, McCALI., TIGUE, BATTISTO, PRESTON, 
HERMAN, ROONEY, BUNT, VAN HORNE, ROBINSON, 
KELLER, TRELLO, LUCYK, NAILOR, KING, CIVERA, 
LEDERER, E. Z. TAYLOR, EGOLF, MELIO, GODSHALL, 
FARGO, O'BRIEN, TANGRETTI, BELFANTI, DONATUCCI, 
READSHAW, STISH, CLARK, STERN, LEH, FLICK and 
MARSICO 

An Act amcndtng I'ltle 42 (Judlc~an and Jud~c~al Proccdurc, of lhc 
I'cnns)l\an~a Consol~datcd Statuvs, pruvldlng for forietturc of bad undc~ 
certain conditions. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26, 1995 

No. 371 By Representatives KENNEY, WAUGH, PlTTS 
DURHAM, BELARDI, STABACK, HERSHEY, FARMER 
HERMAN, PETRONE, LAUGHLIN, GRUPPO, LYNCH 
McCALL, STEILER, MELIO, CLARK, COY, FAIRCHILD 
RAYMOND, MICOZZIE, TIGUE, OLASZ, WOGAN, CONTI 
ARGALL, BATTISTO, DeLUCA, KELLER, KING 
E Z TAYLOR, BUNT, FLEAGLE, STURLA, DEMPSEY 
SATHER, REINARD, YOUNGBLOOD, TRELLO, MCGILL 
M N WRIGHT, CAWIEY, ZUG, MARKOSEK, PETTIT 
BOYES, BLAUM, TRUE, FICHTER, GANNON, MAITLAND 
EGOLF, FAJT, CIVERA, GEIST, BAKER, FARGO, SCHULER 

DALEY, BELFANTI, MARSICO, ARMSTRONG, SCHRODER, 
MERRY, STEIL and RUDY 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judicialy and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for sexually nolcnt offenders. w 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 26,1995 

No. 372 By Representahves MILLER, FARGO, BUNT, 
HERSHEY, RUDY, MAITLAND, KREBS, ARMSTRONG, 
HALUSKA, HESS, PETTIT, HARHART, STURLA, DEMPSEY, 
NYCE, BELARDI, LYNCH, HENNESSEY, HERMAN, MELIO, 
PETRONE, FAIRCHILD, RUBLEY, FLEAGLE, MASLAND, 
TRELLO, FIG- DeLUCq YOUNGBLOOD, ARGALL, ZUG, 
EGOLF, BAKER, BARD, SCHULER, SCHRODER and JOSEPHS 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, proriding for an agricultural preservation registration plate. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, January 26, 
1995. 

No. 373 By Representatives EGOLF, JADLOWIEC, BROWN, 9 

CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, LYNCH, FICHTER, 
STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, CHADWICK, BUNT, 
HUTCIUNSON, NYCE, GRUPPO, TRUE, ARGALL, 
M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA, J. TAYLOR, HENNESSEY, ZUG, 
PHILLIPS, McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHILD, SCHULER, KING, 
DRUCE, THOMAS, KENNEY, STAIRS, E. Z. TAYLOR, GEIST 
and WAUGH 

An Act providing for the legal review of Federal mandates; and 
establishing the Constitutional Defense Council. 

Refemed to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, January 26.1995. 

No. 374 By Representatives D W. SNYDER, JADLOWIEC, 
FLICK, BROWN, CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, 
LYNCH, FICHTER, STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, 
CHADWICK, BUNT, FARGO, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, 
PHILLIPS, WAUGH, McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHLD, 
SCIWLER, KING, THOMAS, M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA, 
J. TAYLOR, GODSHALL, HENNESSEY, KENNEY, STAIRS, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, TRUE, ARGALL and GEIST 

An Act providing for the review and cwrdination of Federal mandates; 
and establishing the Joint Legislative Cornmiltee on Federal Mandates. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, January 26,1995. 

No. 375 By Representabves ARMSTRONG, JADLOWIEC, 
BROWN, CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, WOGAN, 
LYNCH, FICHTER, STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, 
CHADWICK, BUNT, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, PHILLIPS, 
SATHER, McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHLD, SCHULER, KING, V 
THOMAS, M. N. WRIGHT,HANNA, J. TAYLOR, HENNESSEY, 
STAIRS, E. Z TAYLOR, TRUE, ARGALL, GEIST, WAUGH and 
FLICK 
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An Act providing for the review of all Federal mandates, and creating the 

Office of Legislative Auditor. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFALRS, January 26, 1995. 

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 28 By Representatives BROWN, JADLOWIEC, CLARK, 
FLICK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, LYNCH, FICHTER, 
STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, CHADWICK, BUNT, FARGO, 
IIERSHEY, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, PHILLIPS, SATHER, 
McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHILD, SCHULER, KING, DRUCE, 
THOMAS, M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA J. TAYLOR, HENNESSEY, 
KENNEY, STAIRS, E. Z. TAYLOR, TRUE, ARGALL, GEIST, 
WAUGH and HUTCHINSON 

A Concurrent Resolution reasserting State sovereignly 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, January 26.1995. 

No. 29 By Representatives FLICK, JADLOWIEC, BROWN, 
CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FAF&ER, WOGAN, LYNCH, 
FICHTER, STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, CHADWICK, 
BUNT, FARGO, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, CARONE, PHILLIPS, 
SATHER, McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHILD, SCHULER, KING, 
DRUCE, THOMAS, M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA, J. TAYLOR, 
I E W S S E Y ,  KENNEY, STAIRS, E. Z. TAYLOR, TRUE, 
ARGALL, GEIST and WAUGH 

A Resolution requesting the Intergovernmental Affairs Committee to 
review current Federal and State laws that place excessive burdens on 
families, businesses and local governments. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOWRiVvlENTAL 
AFFAIRS, January 26, 1995. 

No. 30 By Representatives D. W. SNYDER, FLICK, 
JADLOWEC, B R O W ,  CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, 
WOGAN, LYNCH, FICHTER, STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STAIRS, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, TRIJE, ARGALL, GEIST, WAUGH, STISH, 
CHADWICK, BUNT, FARGO, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, CARONE, 
PHILLIPS, SATlER, McCALL, ROBERTS, FAIRCHILD, 
SCHULER, KING, DRUCE, THOMAS, M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA, 
J .  TAYLOR, HENNESSEY and KENNEY 

A Concurrent Resolution appointing a delegation of the Pennsylvania 
General Assembly and the Governor and alternates to represent the 
Commonwealth at a Conference of the States to be convened under the 
auspices of the Council of State Governments in cooperation with the 
National Governors' Association and the National Conference of State 
Legislatures no later than 270 days atler at least 26 leg~slatures adopt this 
resolution without amendment; and imposing duties on the Joint State 
Government Cornm~ss~on. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFALRS, January 26, 1995. 
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No. 31 By Representatives ARGALL, JADLOWIEC, BROWN, 
CLARK, BATTISTO, STEIL, FARMER, WOGAN, LYNCH, 
FICHTER, STERN, CONTI, ALLEN, STISH, CHADWICK, 
BUNT, NYCE, GRUPPO, ZUG, CARONE, PHILLIPS, McCALL, 
ROBERTS, FAIRCHILD, SCHULER, KING, DRUCE, THOMAS, 
M. N. WRIGHT, HANNA, J. TAYLOR, GODSHALL, 
HENNESSEY, KENNEY, STAIRS, E. 2. TAYLOR, TRUE, 
GEIST, WAUGH and HUTCHINSON 

A Concurrent Resolution urging members of the Pennsylvania 
Congressional delegation to mest periodically with the General Assembly 
regarding unfunded Federal mandates. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, January 26,1995. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

amended 7 

Mr. OLASZ offered the following amendment No. A0240: 

Amend Sec 7 (Sec. 494.1), page 17, line 23, by removing the period 
&r ''retarded" and inserting 

and orescriotion drug benefits. 
Amend Sec 7 (Sec. 494.4), page 10, line 14, by removing the period 

&er ''S and inserting 
for inoatlent and outdent care. Prescriwtions would continue to be covered 
under the oresent fee-for-senice rebate svstem, 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494.4), page 19, lines 21 through 30; page 20, 
lines 1 through 28, by striking out all of lines 21 through 30, page 19, all of 
lines 1 through 27 and "w in line 28, page 20 and inserting 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 494.4), page 20, lines 29 and 30, by striking out 
all of said lines 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Olasz. 
Mr. OLASZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment would still allow the pilot program for managed 

care in these regions but simply remove "pharmacy" *om the 
managed care plans. Prescriptions would continue to be handled like 
they are now. Medicaid recipients could continue to go to whatever 
pharmacy they choose to get their prescriptions filled. 

Currently pharmacists submit their bills to the Department of 
Public Welfare, which administers the medicaid program, and the 
department pays the bills. The department then has a record of each 
and every prescription that has been filled for medicaid recipients. 
Periodically the department tallies these purchases and n d e s  the 
drug manufacturers that the State is owed rebates on these drug 
purchases. Federal law requires the drug manufacturers to pay these 
rebates to the medicaid program. These rebates amount to 
approximately 22 cents on the dollar, I repeat, the rebates amount to 
approximately 22 cents on the dollar. For every $1 the department 
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pays for prescriptions, an average of 22 cents is rebated hack to the 
State by the drug manufacturers. 

Since these rebates amount to 22 cents on the dollar, under 
HB 2 the State would he losing money. In 1993 these rebates 
amounted to $80 million. In 1994 these rebates came to 
$100 million, and it was just a week ago that the State Treasurer, 
Cathy Baker Knoll, sent out a release where she indcated that there 
is $19 million lying out there in uncollected rebates. 

My amendment would require the State to keep its current 
fee-for-service rebate system and allow the State to continue 
receiving these manufacturing rebates. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. Olasz. 
On the question of the adoption of the Olasz amendment, the 

Chair recognizes the gentleman %om Schuylkill County, Mr. Allen. 
Mr. ALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the Olasz amendment. 
As before in the Sturla amendment that talked about 

regionalization, it is my concem that pharmacists living in rural 
Pennsylvania, whether it is a pilot project or not, especially 
independent pharmacists, would have a major problem if this 
amendment is not passed. If an HMO is in one area of one rural 
d i h c t  and they are the provider of the pharmaceutical supplies and 
an independent pharmacist is 40 miles away and cannot pdcipate,  
that means that a cansUuent who lives in the area of the independent 
pharmacist would have to travel 40 miles to get their prescription. 

I ask for an &ative vote on the Olasz amendment. It has been 
discussed several times in caucus. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Mrs. Vance. 
Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would llke to discuss some of the facts with the Olasz 

amendment I think there have been many misconceptions out there, 
deliberately or othetwise. 

The purpose of a pilot program is to ascertain which is more 
economical, a fee for service with a rebate or private sector with a 
contract. First of all, in any of these pilot programs, there will be just 
not one; the RFP (request for proposal) says there must be at least 
three people. 

I have heard a lot of concerns about rural areas. In many rural 
areas, number one, there is not even one HMO, let alone three. So 1 
rhink it is almost impossible that you are going to have three HMO's 
who are going to be the providers for this. The Sturla amendment 
does make it more certain that everyone will have an equal chance 

As to the rebate, that is a really fallacious argument. The State 
will lose zero dollars on this, and I have asked again and again, show 
me p f  how this will happen, ar.d I have not been able to fmd that. 

The whole idea of going out on a proposal is to give the medical 
assistance recipients a choice. They will have at least three choices. 
If in fact we pulled the pharmacists out of this program-and I support 
independent pharmacists, but I do not support makmg them a special 
tax-supported subsidy-the next thing we will hear is, well, let us pull 
out the nurse practitioners, or let us pull out the physicians. Once you 
start to make special exceptions for each group, the idea of putting it 
out on bid is lost. 

I really believe that we are not going to hurt the independent 
pharmacists. They say that they are more cost effective; they deliver 
better services. I say fine; that is the idea of putling it out for a pilot 
project. And &er a year checbg, if they are more cost effective, k s  
will show; there will be no problem, and I urge the defeat of the 
amendment. 
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Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, would the prior speaker stand for 
interrogation, please 7 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Olasz, desire 
recoption 7 

Mr. OLASZ. Yes, sir. I would like to interrogate the prior e 
speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The lady consents to interrogation. The 
gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, could you tell me how the State could 
continue to receive rebates under the pilot program 7 

Mrs VANCE There arc N o  dfercnl ways that the Stalc geu 
rehales now Undn the IIealthl'ASS (Ph~ladelph~a Accesc~hlc 
Services System) program, there is a segregated accounting system, 
and the manufacturers contribute the money to the State. Under W 
HMO's, the pharmacists contribute the money. It may he whose ox 
is getting gored, but it is not the State. The State will not lose money. 

Mr. OLASZ Mr. Speaker, can you tell me where that is 
contained in this hill, that particular provision you just referred to? 

Mrs. VANCE. This hill does not impact on that at all. 
Mr. OLASZ That is correct; tlus hill does not impact on it at all. 

1 think it does. 
You also spoke t w  i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Has the gentleman concluded h s  interrogation 7 
Mr. OLASZ. No, sir; no, sir. 
Mr. Speaker, how can you refer to the local pharmacies as being 

tax-supported subsidies ? 
Mrs. VANCE. I am sony. If you said something, I thought you 

were making a statement, not asking a question. 
Mr. OLASZ. I am sony; I did not hear that. 
Mrs. VANCE. I thought you had concluded, and I thought you 

weemaking a statement. I did not know you were any longer asking 
questions. 

Mr. OLASZ I apologize for the misunderstandmg, hut you had 
made a statement, Mr. Speaker, that this would he, in effect, a 
tax-supported subsidy for the local pharmacists. Could you explain 
how that- 

Mrs. VANCE. If you are going to pull them out and say we are - 
going to protect the pharmacists, and it could he more cost effective 
ifwe had them in a pilot project, I think that we are protecting them 
in a special way that we are protecting no other group. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, that concludes my interrogation. I 
would just b e  to respond to some of the comments that were made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, my desire is only to continue the 

program the way it currently exists. We are not p i n g  them any 
special protection. On the contrary, the HMO's would he given 

I 

preference, and I might add, these are the same HMO's that almost 
daily, in fact last week recorded record profits. They are awash in 
billions of dollars to the point they do not know what to do with the 
money. The same goes for the drug manufacturers. They are awash 
in money, and for the life of me I cannot understand how my 
amendment would he considered a money loser for the 
Commonwealth when all they are going to do is pump money into 
these already ridculously profit-driven, gouged with the taxpayers' 
dollars, to give them private access to our health system. W 

I would appreciate an affirmative vote for it. And remember, that 
little guy on the comer who is the "mom and pop" drugstore and also 
the old moms and pops would have to travel great &stances to get 
their scrip filled. Thank you very much. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the lady, Mrs. Rudy, seek recognition7 
Mrs. RUDY. Yes; I do. 
The SPEAKER. The lady is in order and may proceed. 
Mrs. RUDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Olasz amendment. I come from one of 

those rural areas where people now have to travel great distances to 
get to apharrnacy. If we were to designate a pharmacy, only like one 
in the county, whch I can visualize happening under this HMO plan, 
some people would have to drive many, many miles to get to that 
pharmacy, and as we are very well aware of, these people do not have 
transportation of any means to begn with, and there is no public 
transportation in a rural area. 

So this is why I support the Olasz amendment. I see it as a great 
hardship in trying to get to a pharmacy in a rural area if you have a 
designated HMO. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoguzes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I would llke to interrogate the lady, 
Mrs. Vance, briefly. 

The SPEAKER. The lady consents to interrogation. The 
gentleman may begin. 

Mrs. VANCE. I would like to say that I am not the maker of the 
amendment, and I think it is misplaced. You should he interrogating 
the maker of the amendment. 

Mr. TRELLO. I know, but everybody knows you are the most 
Informed lady on h s  floor about this entire bill. 

Mrs. VANCE Flattery will get you nowhere, su. 
Mr. TRELLO. Just a very simple question. 
If the independent pharmacies got together in a group and 

submitted a bid pricewise to be competitive, would this legislation 
allow them to do that ? 

Mrs. VANCE. They could have done t h~s  previously. They could 
have always grouped together because of the Sturla amendment, 
"within the designated area." Lf they were all within the same area, 
they could, yes. But there was nohng  to ever prevent the 
pharmacists tom getting together and bidding. They could have done 
it last year. In fact, many people talked about it, hut they, at least their 
leaders to whom we spoke, d ~ d  not want to talk about doing that. 

Mr. TRELLO In other words, your saying they "could have" 
means they cannot now? 

Mrs. VANCE. Not unless they are all in the same area, because 
of the Sturla amendment wtuch says "w~thm the designated regon." 

Mr. 1'REI2LO. Okay. Well, thank you. I hnk you have answered 
my question. Thank you. 

I would like to make a comment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I come from a very small 

community, and the Speaker was very elegant when he announced 
my guests last Tuesday and he pronounced "Coraopolis" correctly, 
and I commend hun for that. But my community has about 52 percent 
senior citlzzns living in my wonderful hometown, and there are only 
two pharmacies there, where the pharmacist, in most cases, knows 
more about the patient than the doctor does. In fact, there are many 
cases where the pharmac~st even corrected the doctor about a certain 
prescription that was given to one of my constituents. 

Tlus legislation will deny my senior citizens 6om having a 
convenient location to get their prescriptions. In some cases there is 
not bus transportation going to the next community or the next area 
where another drugstore is, and for the sake of the senior citizens in 

my wmmunily and the senior citizens all over this great State of ours, 
I ask for an dfumative vote so that they will not be inconvenienced 
for their very, very vital needs and medication. 

I would appreciate an &mative vote on the amendment. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
"wall 
A""Sir0ng 
Baker 
Bud 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
B l a m  
Bascola 
BOY- 
B r o w  
Bmwe 
Bunon 
Caltagjrone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
C0hen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
C 0 1 ~ 0  
corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
Daley 
D e h c a  - ~ 

Dempsey 
Dent 
D m o d y  
DcWeese 
Donatucci 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Barley 
Bimelin 
Bunt 
Butkovilz 
Clymer 
Conti 
Comell 
DiCirolamo 

Fajt 
Farmer 
Feese 
Flcagle 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Oeia 
Cmrge 
Gigiiotli 
Oodshall 
Gordner 
Oruilza 
@~PPo 
Hsbay 
Haluska 
Harhart 
H a y  
Hemcssey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
H u t c h o n  
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
laroli" 
JOSephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
h g  
W a n d  
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marslw 
Masland 
M+ 
McCall 
M&ll 
Melio 
Midovic 
Micozie 
Mihalich 
Mi l l s  
Mmdy 
Nailor 
Nidrol 
Nycc 
O h  
Oliver 
PoaEi 
P a m a  
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
PI&& 
Ranon 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rwrdshaw 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robert. - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ -  

Laughli" Robinson 
lawless Roebuck 
Ledcrer Rooney 
Lscovilz Rubley 
Levdansk~ Rudy 
Lloyd Sainalo 
Lucyk Santoni 
Lynch Sather 

h c e  Mffieehan 
Fargo M e V  
FicMer Penel 
Flick Pmit 
Glade~k Pitts 
HaNm Reba 
Kaiser Rcinard 
Leh Roher 

sohroda 
Schula 
Snimmti 
S n n m ~ l  
Ser& 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smilh, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snydar, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stcelman 
Steil 
Stem 
stinh 
Strimnaner 
Shlrla 
s m  
Tmg,ati 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Time 
Tmvaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washinghn 
Wsugh 
William. 
w o w  
Womiak 
Wright D. R 
Wriehl. M. N. " .  
Ynvcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmmnan 
Zug 

Saylar 
Stella 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
van- 

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING-3 

Evans O'Brien 

The question was determined in the &mative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended 7 

AMENDMENT A0286 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, 
who moves that the vote by which amendment No. A0286 was 
passed to HI3 2, PN 193, on the 26th day of January be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Fairchild Major S c h d m  
-0% Fajt Mandenno Schuler 
Baker Farm Mukosek Swimenti 
B d  
Barley 
Banido 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Beltanti 
Blrmelin 
Biahop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Bovss 
B m w  
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Bufkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civma 
Clack 
Clymer 
Cohm, L. I. 
C o h q  M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
Camell 
Cngora 
comgan 
Cowell 

Farmer 
Feeae 
Fichtm 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gann.3" 
Geist 
George 
Giglioui 
Gladeck 
Godahall 
Gordnm 
Gtuitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
H m s  
Hahart 
Hcnnesvy 
H m a n  
Hashey 
Hess 
H u t c h o n  
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
larolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
G g  
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Olau 
Olivcr 
Penel 
P m i  
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccala 
Pintella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Restan 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readhaw 
Rcber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

S-el 
S d  
Shsnm 
Sheehan 
Smith B. 
Smiths. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetlm 
Stish 
Stnttmatta 
Shrrla 
Surra 
Tmgeni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wako 
Washington 
waugh 

COY Kukovich 
m Lahtta  
D A ~ Y  h g h l i n  
DeLucs Lawless 
D C ~ P ~ Y  Ldmm 
Dmt Loh 
D m o d y  Lacavitz 
Dew- Lcv&y 
DiOirolmo Lloyd 
Dorufllooi h E y k  
huce Lynch 
E P l f  Maitland 

Ricgsr Williuns 
R o b  W O W  
Robinson Wri& D. R. 
Roebuck Wright M. N. 
Rohm Ycwcic 
R-Y ~0~ngb100d  
Rubley Zimmerman 

w 
Rudy Zug 
sai"d.3 
santoni R y a ~  
Sathn Speaker 
Saylm 

A I I ~  huhun H-Y NY- 
AWJ 

r 

NOT VOTING-3 

Evans O'Bnm 

The question was detemuned in the airnative, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The clerk read the following amendment No. A0286: 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 4, by inserting a bracket before 
"(F)" 

. 
Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 5, by inserting a bracket utter 

"verified." 
Amend Soc. 4 (Scc. 432). page 9, line 6, by insert brackets before and , 

after "(G)" and inserting immediately thereaRer 

m 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the C b G  recoguzes the lady, Ms. Steelman. w 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I understand that some of the members did not completely 

understand the amendment the first time that we voted on it, so they 
want to m e  back and reconsider it, and I am just going to reiterate 
what I said the last time. 

I h n k  it is a mistake to have language in the Welfare Code that 
provides an incentive for young women to get pregnant, particularly 
young women who have never been a part of the welfare system 
before and especially given that we have just cut out transitionally w 
needy benefits for women in the 18- to 25-year age group. It seems 
to me that ifwe are going to say, well, we are completely doing away 
with transitionally needy benefits for people like you, but if you get 
pregnant, we are not going to limit you to 2 months of benefits in a 
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2-year period; we are going to put you on general assistance for 
several months, then we are going to transfer you to AFDC for the 
last trimester of your pregnancy, and then you are going to be on 
AFDC until your child reaches the age of 18. That actually does start 
to add up to he a financial incentive, and to paraphrase some 
wmments made relative to another amendment earlier in the day, the 
poorer the woman, the more effective the economic incentive of the 
welfare stipend is. 

So I Uunk it is a mistake for us to send the message that the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania wants to encourage this kind of 
behavior on the part of women if t h s  welfare reform hill is supposed 
to be about personal responsibility. 

The SPEAKER. Will the lady, Ms. Steelman, yleld. 
Ms. Steelman, my records indicate that your amendment passed 

182 to 18. Is that accurate ? 
Ms. STEELMAN. I believe so. 
The SPEAKER. Continue. 
Ms. STEELMAN. I was finished when you asked me to suspend. 

Ifthere is someone else who wants to speak on the amendment, that 
is fine. 

The SPEAKER. No; no, go ahead. The lady may continue. 
I fi-ankly thought I misunderstood sometlung. I did not understand 

why you were reconsidering this vote, that it passed so 
ovenuhelmingly. 

Ms. STEELMAN. It is my understandmg that some of the 
members want to reconsider their vote on the amendment, and I am 
willing to give them that opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogruzes the lady, Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I I%, regretfully, to oppose my wUeague on this amendment, and 

a number of people who asked before the break, this is the 
amendment that deals with removing pregnant women fiom the 
categoq of "chronically needy." 

I think a lot of people cast a 'yes" vote not understandmg that that 
is what the amendment was, and this is an opportunity for those who 
wanted to vote "no" on this amendment to do so on reconsideration. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Blaum. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Soeaker. 1 also rise to oDoose the amendment. In the welfare . . 

biU that \;e passed last session, pregnant women were included under 
the category of "chronically needy." The bill as introduced by 
Mr. Flick did not change that. There is no motion except for this 
amendment to remove pregnant women kom that category. I do not 
think there is any need for it. 

I voted "no" the fust time, will vote "no" again, and I urge the 
members of the House to vote "no." It seems an unnecessary 
amendment, sometlung whlch the sponsors did not contemplate or 
favor when the bill was dr&, a d  again, I thlnk just somethmg that 
goes a bit too far. So I would ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment A0286, the Chair r e c o m e s  the gentleman, Mr Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I again would like to ask your support of t h s  amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argdl 
AmMrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Blrmelin 
Boseola 
BOY- 
Bmun 
Brouno 
Bum 
Butkovitz 
Camne 
Chadwick 
C i v w  
Clark 
Clyme 
C o h q  L. I. 
Conti 
cuny 
DeLuca 
Dsmpsey 
Dad 
DiOirolamo 
Donatucci 
Drum 
DL&m 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Bebkdanss 
Be lad  
Belfardi 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buxton 
C a l w o n e  
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohm M. 
colafeu8 
C o l ~ o  
corpora 
Conigm 
Cowell 
COY 
Ddey 
DeWeesc 

Fajt Lynch 
Fargo Uaitland 
Farmer Major 
Feese Maxim 
F i c h  Muland 
Flcqle Mayan* 
Gamble Mffiechan 
Gannon MoGill 
Geis  Melio 
Oigliotli MioozLlc 
Gladeck Miller 
GodPhall Nailor 
&PPO Nickol 
Wuska NYW 
Hamart 0kw 
H-Y P a e l  
H~MWOY Pdmns 
Haman Pmit 
H d e y  Phillip 
H a  Piccola 
H u t c k n  Pi& 
Jadlowiec R n m d  
Kaiser Rcadsluw 
Keller Reba 
K m e y  ReLLard 
King Rieger 
Lawless Rohrer 
Ledem Rublcy 
Lah Sather 
Levdansky Saylor 
h* SchrodR 

Oearge M C d l  
~ordner M m y  
Grub Miohlovic 
Habay Milulich 
Hanna M ~ Y  
H- Oliver 
Itki,, P& 
Junes P e h m  
Jvolin Pistcb 
'"ph Plans 
r n a n d  Reston 

NOT VOTING-3 

Damody Flick 

The question was determined in the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Schuler 
Scmmcl 
Shancr 
Shcchan 
smith B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
S b  
Steelman 
Stoil 
Stcm 
Stiah 
Sbin,mnm 
Slurla 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Tma 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vltali 
W w h  
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wri& M. N. 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Santoni 
Scxknti  
Serrfini 
Stabrc)r 
Wcr 
Surra 
Tangrmi 
Thnnss 
Tigue 
Trich 
Van Home 
v m  
Walk0 
Wahiqjon 
William 
We& D. R 
Ycwcio 
Youngblwd 

&iat ive ,  and the 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Steelman, 
who moves that the vote by which amendment A0287 was defeated 
to HI3 2, PN 193, on the 26th day of January be reconsidered. 

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

amended ? 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion 7 

NOT VOTING4 

Cam Hnasv Richardson Trich 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 80 

Adolph 
Allen 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebkc-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B iml in  
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Brown 
Brownc 
Bunt 
Butk0vitl 
B u m  
CaItzgkme 
Csppabianca 
c m c  
Cawley 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
c o h q  L. I. 
Cohm M. 
Colafella 
ColaiZz0 
Conti 
Cornell 
corpon, 
*gan 
Cawell 
COY 
cuny  
Daley 
DeLuea 
D m w  
Onmody 
DeWeeae 
D i k l a m o  
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 

A r d l  

Boyes 
Chadwick 

Fairchild Lynch 
Fajt Maitlad 
F m m  Major 
Fecse Manderino 
F i c k  Markosck 
Fleaglc M m i w  
Flick Maslad 
Gamble May& 
Oannon MoCPll 
Gcist McGcchan 
George Mdjill 
aidioui  Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
O o W l  Michlovic 
Oordner Micowic 
Gruitra Mihalich 
~ P P O  Milla 
Habsy Mundy 
Haluska Nailor 
H a  01- 
Hmeasey Pnzel 
Hslnan Pesci 
Hcrshey Petrarca 
Hew Petrme 
H u t c h o n  Phillips 
lUun Piatella 
Jadlowiec Pins 
James Plans 
Jarolin Reston 
Joseph. Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Resdnhaw 
K m e y  ~ e k  
King Reinard 
Kirkland Rieger 
Knbs Rob& 
Kukovich Robinson 
LsOrolta Roebuck 
Laughlin Romey 
Lswlrv Rubley 
Lederer Rudy. 
Leh Sainato 
Lescovilz Santoni 
Lcvdansky Saylor 
Lloyd Schroder 
Luc* 

D~ Nyce 
Fargo Penit 
H ~ Y  Piccola 
Nickol Rohrer 

Schulel 
Scrimenti 
Sannel 
S d  
Shaner 
Shechan 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
S tsn  
Stetler 
Stiah 
Seimnang 
Shrla 
S w a  
T@ 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
nomaa 
Tigue 
Travaglia 
Tnllo 
True 
Vance 
Van Home 
v w n  

waugh- 
Williams 
wagan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmman 
zug 

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

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

The clerk read the following amendment No. A0287: 

Amend k. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 7, by inserting a bracket before 
"No" 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 432), page 9, line 9, by inserting a bracket &er 
"lifetime." 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Steelman. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Apparently there was also a certain amount of confusion over 

what this amendment does and does not do. 1 want to make it 
absolutely clear to all the members that my amendment does not 
create any ltfetime entitlement to general assistance under the 
"chronically needy" definition. What it does do is eliminate the 
current cap on general assistance under the "chronically needy" i 

definition at 9 months out of a survivor's lifetime. 
The reason that I proposed this is because some women will 

never be recipients of general assistance even ifthey are survivors. , 
Some women may need a month or two on general assistance as they 
are mnkmg the heansition tiom an abusive situation to a dserent kind 
of life, and some women probably will need more than 9 months of 
protective smites. A woman has to be receiving protective services 
in any case in order to quallfy as chronically needy under the current 
&tion, and if she needs more than 9 months of services, she may 
need more than 9 months of assistance. But if we do not lift this cap 
and ifwe do not work on developing some guidelines for determining 
when it is possible for women to be able to make the transition 
successfully from an abusive dependency relationship to 
self-supporting independence, we will continue to perpetuate a 
situation in which some women, because of their fears of being 
unable to support themselves, being unable to live away from their 
abusa; will remain in those abusive situations, and as the director of 
the battered women's shelter in my county said when I called her 
during the lunch break to mscuss tlus, some of the women who stay 
in those abusive situations because of economic pressure will be 
killed. We are tallung about an estimated cost to the State of '9 
$2.38 rn1II10n. That is about 25 cents per resident of Pennsylva~a per 
year, and 1 h k t h a t  if we saved even one woman's life through that 
expenditure, that that is not unreasonable. 
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We are not providing lifetime benefits for all sunivors. What I 

am asking for is simply that we remove the arbitrary 9-month cap and 
that we work on developing qualifying guidelines that insure that the 
women who need help will continue to get help as long as they 
absolutely need it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I again ask you to oppose this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, seek recognition 7 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, very briefly. 
I rise again in support of the Steelman amendment. Just not too 

long ago we heard the new Governor talk about wanting to help 
victims in how we deal with crime. Here we have a situation where 
we are talking about victims and the ability to assist them. 

I would urge a positive vote in an attempt to help victims here, 
victims of domestic violence. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Batlist0 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Butkovitz 
B"xt.3" 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
C o h q  M. 
Colafella 
ColaiZz.0 
Corpora 
corngm 
Cawell 
COY 
curry 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Fajt 

Adolph 
Allen 
Arpall 
m o n g  
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 

George McCall 
Oigliotli Mdjeehm 
Gordner Melio 
Gruitza MicNovic 
Haluska Mihalich 
Hanna Miller 
Homey M W ~ Y  
ltkin O l w  
James Pesci 
Jarolin Petrprca 
losephs Petrone 
Kaiser Pistella 
Keller Platts 
W a n d  Reston 
Kukovich Ramos 
LaGrotta Readshaw 
ldughlln Richardson 
Lederer Rieger 
Lesoovitz Roberts 
Levdansky Robinson 
Lloyd Roebuck 
Lucyk Rwney 
Mandmho Rudy 
Markosek Sainato 

Egolf Lawless 
FaUcluld Leh 
Fargo Lynch 
Farmer Maitland 
Feese Major 
Fichter Manico 
Fleagle Masland 
Flick Mffiill 
Gamble M ~ Y  
Gannon Mioouie 
Geist Nailor 
Gladeck Nickol 

Santoni 
Srrimcnti 
Shancr 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Swra 
Tan& 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaelio 
~ r e l l o  
Trich 
Van Home 
Vwn 
Vitali 
Walk0 
washington 
William 
Womiak 
Wright D. R. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Schroder 
Schuler 
S~mmel 
S e r a f i  
Sheehen 
Smith B. 
smi ths .  H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairn 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 

Bunt 
Carone 
chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm L. I. 
Cnai  
Cmcl l  
D e w = Y  
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Drum 
Dumun 

Cam 
Daley 

NYW strimnattsr 
Penel Taylor, E. Z. 
P& Taylor, 1. 
Phillip True 
Piccola Tulli 
Pills v- 
R a v d  wau@ 
Rcbu Wright, M. N. 
W d  Zimmarmsn 
R 0 k  2% 
Rublay 
saula  Ryan 
Saylor Spsaker 

NOT VOTING4 

I The q d o n  was detemined in the negative, and the amendment 
was not ageed to. 

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

amended ? 

AMENDMENT A0240 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman h m  Bucks, 
Mr. Melio, who moves that the vote by which amendment A0240 
was passed to HI 2, PN 193, on the 26th day of January be 
reconsidered. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion 7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Baker 
Bard 
Banisto 
Bebko-lonea 
Belardi 
Belfsnti 
Bishop 
B l m  
Bascola 
Brown 
Brows 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cal(a&one 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Cawley 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fessa 
F i b  
Fle~gle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gumon 
Gcist 
George 
Giglioai 
Gladeck 
Oodshall 
Oordner 
Gruitza 
GruPPO 
H*Y 
Haluska 
H- 

Lloyd 
h c y k  
M&o 
M a r k 4  
Manim 
Masland 
May& 
MoCall 
MCGehm 
McGill 
Melia 
M m y  
Michlovic 
Micowie 
Mihnlich 
M W  
Nailor 
O l w  
Oliver 
Penoi 

Soimeati 
Sanmel 
Serahi  
Shans 
Sh& 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snydn, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairn 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stnm 
Stetl" 
Strimnattcr 
s w l p  
s m a  
Ten& 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
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Conti H m a  Saylor R Y ~ R  
DiWlamo Kaiser SMler Speaker 
Dtuce 

NOT VOTING-2 

Evans O'Brien 

The question was determined in the atfurnative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been very open, vety fair, and very 

bipartisan here. We have run over the last 16, 18 hours roughly 100 
amendments. A number of those amendments have been passed and 
put lnto lh~s bill in a bipartisan spirit of cooperation, and we feel that 
we have done an awful lot to move the process forward. I would l i e  
to thank the members for putting in t h~s  extra day. 

A number of my members have approached me and asked if we 
could just voluntarily ask the members of the General Assembly to 
try to h t  their remarks on final passage to 3 to 5 minutes. I say that 
because we have spent the extra day, Mr. Speaker, and I would hope 
that we would not have to soend another dav on  to^ of that extra dav. * .  

but we will do whatever is necessary, Mr. Speaker, to pass this bill. 
So with that, I am asking for a spirit of cooperation in Qing to 

keep the limit to 3 to 5 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Ths  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? 

MOTION TO PLACE BILL ON 
FINAL PASSAGE POSTPONED CALENDAR 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise because before we get into the debate on fmal passage, 

whch I suggest could take anywhere from 2 to 4 hours, I would like 
to put a motion on the floor. 

We have seen something in the area of 85.90 amendments. Some 
have gone in; some have not; some have been reconsidered. There is 
not anybody, I thmk, on h s  floor who knows exactly what is in this 

bill at this point. There are some areas, especially in the voucher 
health section, which I think are contradictory with HI3 2, with the 
amendments, and with current law, which none of us understand. 
What I would like to do is make a motion to place this bill on the 
final passage postponed calendar. What that means is, it cannot be 
amended, so that will not drag on debate. It will give us time to have 
the bill reprinted so we can see what the bill actually does. 

I am makmg this motion because, for members on both sides of 
this issue, I think it is important that they know exactly what is in this 
bill to protect themselves before they vote, whether they vote for it or 
against it. The practical effect is, this will not slow an-g d o w ~  
because the Senate is gone, the Senate has been gone, so even ifthe 
bill passes right now, notburg will happen to it. It can be up for a vote 
and reprinted, with a chance for us to read it over the weekend and 
vote either Monday or Tuesday or whenever the majority leader 
wouldhke. I think it is imperative with all the changes that we have 
made, and the possibility and potential, if this bill ever becomes law, 
it is going to have an unbelievable impact on many of our 
constituents. I would just like us-because I made some mistakes on 
some amendments before the break; I voted wrong on a few thmgs-I 
want the members to at least vote right on t h ~ s  bill, whether it is "yes" 
or i 'n~.' '  

I think it is a reasonable request, considering we only had a few 
days to look at the bill. From the interrogation on the floor, quite 
kankly, we &d nnot get sdequate responses to the issues that we asked 
about I am not going to stand here and run through a litany of things 
I do not understand, but I am still unclear about mental health 
outpatie* I am s td  unclear about a number of health-care provisions 
unda the voucher system, and I genuinely do not know what impact 
it will have. 

All I am asking is for the reasonable request to place this on the 
final passage postponed so we can at least tell our constituents, no 
matter how we vote, that at least we know what we voted for. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman h m  
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wanted to speak on h a l  passage, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question befm the floor is the motion of the 

gentleman, Mr. Kukovicb, at this time. 
Mr. GEORGE. Then I will yield until a pertment time, 

Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER Would the board kmdly reflect the motion rather 

than h a l  passage. 
Now, on the question of a motion to postpone, as reflected on the 

board, on that question, the Chair recognues the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, most of the amendments- As a matter 

of fact, all of the amendments, Mr. Speaker, were pretty 
straightforward, and most of the members here in the General 
Assembly know what they were intended for. This is another effort 
to slow down the process. Status quo is not good enough. We are 
here, Mr. Speaker, to do the people's business. 

Agrun, for 3 years we have put these proposals before the people 
of Pennsylvaria and the Democrats in this General Assembly and the 
Republicans in this General Assembly. It is about time we act, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, if I could just respond briefly, 
and then I will shut up on the motion. 
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The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair r e c o m e s  the 
gentleman. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you. 
In response to that, anybody who understands the way the process 

worksand catainly the majority leader does-he knows Lhts does not 
slow down anythmg. The Senate cannot take action anyway. 

I wish that the debate was really on the level of the merits of k s .  
What we are doing here is talking about people, and we are tallung 
about legislation, not just about press releases and campaigns, 
Mr. Speaker, and that is the reason why we need to put this on the 
final passage postponed calendar. Neither you nor the sponsor of k s  
biIl has any idea of what the impact of this bill is. Some of US do care 
about that, and we cannot get the answers. Even if we read the bill, 
I am not sure we can get the answers, but the bare minimum we 
should get as elected off~cials who represent about 59,000 people is 
to understand what we are voting on, and that is certainly a 
reasonable request. 

It does not slow the process down 1 minute, and I would ask for 
an &ative vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion, does the gentleman seek 
recognition? The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Mihalich. 

Mr. MIHALICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would l~ke  to comment on the motion, because the motion is a 

reflection on the process that is used to by to pass this legslation. 
Earlier today 1 heard one of my learned wlleagues refer to some 

analogy in mythology, and I would like to take the same liberty, 
except the legend or myth, whatever you want to call it, is about 
somebody in Greek mythology called Sisyphus. The legislation we do 
not understand but which we allege is designed to help people less 
fortunate than ourselves get off the welfare level and into jobs 
reminds me of the Sisypbus story, or our process here does, and if 
you remember what that was, Sisyphus in some manner offended the 
gods on Mount Olympus, and they condemned him in perpetuity to 
roll a boulder up the mountain, and when he got it just about to the 
top, somebody would give it a little kick, and it would roll down the 
hill again, and he would have to start. 

Th~s mninds me of the process that we have had here, beginning 
with the first motions that we had on k s  process, which was to allow 
for public hearings. We denied the right for public hearings on this 
bdI, and thaf I thmk, was a mistake. It appears to me, on the basis of 
that, Mr. Speaker, that a lot of poor people - men, women, and 
children - in Pennsylvania angered the gods here in Harrisburg, and 
for that reason they are going to make it harder to push that boulder 
up k s  mountain of life, and I do not thmk that is fair. 

I thmk the people should have been given input into this through 
extensive public hearings. For that reason and many other reasons - 
a lack of information - I agree with Mr. Kukovich that the least that 
can be done at this time, the very least that can be done, is to give 
those of us who must make these calls, make these votes, give us a 
iidl g h p s e  of the bill as it now stands. That is the very least we can 
do. The most we can do or a much better avenue, of course, would 
have been to allow public hearings and public input, hut in lieu of 
that, I think we should be entitled to see the bill in its entirety in its 
reprinted form. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I urge a "yes" vote on 
Mr. Kukovich's motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair r e c o m e s  the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Vitali, 

on the motion. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I rise in support of the Kukovich motion. I agree with eveqthmg 
he snid substantively, but I would rise in support of this motion for an 
additional reason. 

What Mr. Kukovich is suggesting is enacted in one of the 
proposed rules which the Rules Reform Committee was suggesting. 
In other words, one of those rules would reqwe that all these 
amendments be put into print, they be in print for 24 hours, and then 
we vote on them. I think we at least deserve to by that rule out. I 
know many of you just want to get this vote over with- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
The question before the House is not proposed rules or rules that 

failed The question before the House is the motion of the gentleman, 
Mr. Kukovich. Kindly limit your remarks to that motion. 

Mr. VITALI. Tbank you, Mr. Speaker. 
With regard to the substance, Mr. Perzel indicated that we have 

spent 18 hours and we have considered over 100 amendments, and 
I can tell you that I wuld prnbably tell you how I voted on most of 
those amendments, but I cannot tell you what amendments got in and 
what amendments did not get in. 

I think it is only common sense, for those of you who actually will 
take the time to read the finished product, that we just take a look at 
it, give both ourselves a chance to take a look at it as well as give 
those whom we represent, the people we want to bring government 
back to. That is what we are trying to do with this new-wave 
government, b ~ g  government back to the people. Well, let us let 
them have sometlung to say instead of h g  it through fast so they 
do not have a chance to talk with us over the weekend. Substantively, 
it is exactly correct. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you will indulge me for just a second, I do 
support him for a second reason, and that second reason is, when 
Mr. Parel rejected rule reform, he said we have to take thmgs slow. 
By supporting the Kukovich motioh we d l  be in effect allowing this 
rule, thispmpsed rule, to be in effect for one bill, to see if it works. 
We may not want to delay the bill for the purpose- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Will the gentleman confiie his remarks to the motion that is 

before the House. We are not going to redo the rules on the floor at 
2 o'clock on a Thursday afternoon. Now, the motion is to postpone 
this particular bill, and 1 would appreciate it if you would restrict your 
remarks to that. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That would conclude my remarks. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Cbair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 

Mr. Walko. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I come before this body again to speak as a keshman who bas not 

bad an opportunity to thoroughly review the bill ready for final 
passage with all the amendments. I it is grossly unfair not only 
because of the importance of the subject matter to the many children 
who may be impacted but also procedurally for the constituents in my 
&strict to have an opportunity to tell me what they think about k s .  

1 call upon my colleagues who are interested in opening the 
process for freshmen to support Mr. Kukovich as well. Because it is 
rug-cuning time, let us make this an open process. Tbank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Shaner, 6om Fayette 

County. 
Mr. SHANER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 



As a member of the 52d Dislrict of Fayette County, I probably 
have one of the largest welfare-recipient areas in the Commonwealth. 
This is going to be a tough bill for me either way I vote in my dislrict, 
because 1 am going to have to answer to all my people, both pro and 
con, so I rise to encourage an affirmative vote on Mr. Kukovich's 
motion. Thank you, MI. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman &om Columbia County, 

Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am one of the legislators who llkes to keep track of the 

amendments that go in and not go in a bill and try to then make a 
decision on final passage based upon what is in. This particular bill 
has not had 5 amendments or 10 amendments or I5 amendments or 
20 amendments or 25 amendments go in, but according to the 
calculations that I have kept, there bave been 31 amendments that 
have gone into h s  hill. Since I have been a member, I cannot recall 
any other bill that has bad that many amendments go into it - 3 1 
amendments. I do not know how any of us can make a rational 
decision based upon the fact of 3 1 amendments going into a bill. 

I think the request that has been made and the motion that has 
been made by Representative Kukovich is reasonable. He is not 
postponing it for 1 week or 2 weeks or 3 weeks. He is askkg that we 
have the weekend to be able to go back and look at each one of those 
3 1 amendments in order to make a fmal decision. 

Again I would request that we be given that opportunity, and you 
have beard the comments of the fust-term members that they be 
given that opportunity on one of the vely first important votes that 
they will make as a legislator in h s  body. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The Chairrecogmzes the gentleman &om Butler 
County, Mr. Travaglio. 

Mr. TRAVA(;LIO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the vote 
on HI3 2, A0240 My button must have malfunctioned, and I wanted 
to be in the a&nnative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, on the question of 
postponement. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the motion to put t h ~ s  off until Monday or 

whenever the majority leader decides. We are past the 2 o'clock 
witcbmg how here. The bill would have a new printer's number, we 
would not be offering any more amendments, and 1 think it would 
actually expedite the process. 

I fully appreciate the fact that the Republican leader allowed 
every amtndment to be heard on h s .  I h n k  it made th~s  a better bill. 
I think it is a better piece of lcgislatiou as a result of that. I thlnk that 
discussion on the floor that we have bad for the last day and a half 
was good, I think it benefited Pennsylvania, and 1 W it benefited 
all of us. 

The times when 1 saw the debate digressing though was when 
membm d ~ d  not know the answer to something. That was when we 
spent hours trying to debate who was right about an issue when 

nobody had any clue of what we were talking about. That was when 
the debate broke down; that was when it dragged on; that was when 
it went beyond the bounds of where it should have, because we were 
absent information. 

If we get t h ~ s  bill reprinted and we come back at a time cerlam, 
with no amendments to vote up or down on this h g ,  and we know 
what is in that bill, the discussion will be limited to what is in that 
bill, not what we think might be in that bill, not what we thought 
passed but actually failed, no ancillary arguments. I think that then 
members wdl be able to limit themselves to brief arguments in favor 
of M against and discussions of this bill. If in fact we do not have that 
mfnmation, then I think members will have a tendency to ramble on 
about tlungs they are not even sure exist in the bill. 

So 1 think it is in everyone's best interest, and I do not know 
about anybody else, but after 13 hours on the floor yesterday and at 
this time, I guess, what, 5 hours today, I am sure there are a lot of 
people, particularly those from the western part of the State, that 
would like to get home before 10 or 11 o'clock tonight. They can 
come back refreshed, and we can make h s  brief. 

I support the Kukovich motion and ask my colleagues to do so 
also. Thank you. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

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

Mr. SAINATO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the record also on 
A0240. My machine must have malfunctioned. I voted in the 
f i rnat ive .  

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. SAINATO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. On the question before the House, which is the 
motion of the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, that the hill be placed on the 
final passage postponed calendar, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. kchardson. 

Mr. RICI-IARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the motion of Representative 

Kukovich. 
We bave had an opportunity to witness what I believe is certainly 

not the best act of public policy on an issue as important as this. 
Everyone says that t b ~ s  is very important, but nobody wants to deal 
with what are the realities of the bill. We have no idea what now has 
been included, what has been excluded, who will be affected, how 
they will be affected, and to what degree the effectiveness of what you 
believe is in the bill will in fact pass. Everyone has said, I believe - 
I believe this; I believe that; I believe that people will not be hurt; I 
believe that women will not be hurl; I believe that cluldren will not 
be hurt - but they do not know, and I think for that reason it would 
just be reasonable for each and every member just to think for a 
moment, just to W. 

Ifyou really want legnlation that is going to impact on what you 
believe is tough government, then why would you not want to see it 
in print just for the purpose of being able to go over it to make sure 
that there are no mistakes being made? Oh, yes, I know you will say, 
we will send it over to the Senate and they will clean it up, and 
therefore, we have mandated ourselves to do what we said we would 
do, and that is to get through a welfare refom bill. I can indicate to 
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you that th~s certainly has stepped to the toes of those individuals who 
believe that this is welfare reform versus that which is not welfare 
reform, and I think that a postponement only gives us an opportunity 
to be able to see it all in print, to be able to see it all in kont of us. 

It is unconscionable that we will sit here and believe that the 
citizens of the Commonwealth will thmk that we really have been 
taking care of the people's business when in fact we have done a 
dissenice to them. If we really want to correct the wrongs that have 
been written, then it would seem to me that we would give a 
favorable motion to the postponement of this legslation, to be able 
to come back on Monday and allow us the opportunity to vote up or 
down in a manner that is reasonable, and then everybody can see 
exactly where it was. 

A delay would mean that you would open up the process again 
and try to do more amendments. At this particular time, there is no 
one that has suggested that we in fact have more amendments but in 
fact just postpone it for the sake of being able to see what we have 
put in the bill. No one yet, no one yet, either on this side of the aisle 
or the other side of the aisle, has been able to tell us what is really in 
this bill. As much as they claim that they understand it, there is no 
real understandmg as to what is in the bill. 

I would ask for a favorable vote on the motion to postpone. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Corpora. 
Mr. CORPORA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to address the motion that is on the floor. 
Mr. Speaker, these are the documents that we have been poring 

over for the last numerous hours, and I want your cameras to focus on 
these documents. This is the present form of the bill, the 
amendments, and the fiscal notes which we are being asked to vote 
on right now. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Final passage postponed, h a 1  passage 
postponed calendar - a parliamentary device that has come down 
through the years for just this moment. There will never be-apropos 
of the gentleman, Mr. Corpora's observations-there will never be, 
Mr. Speaker, a more poipant opportunity for us to invoke that 
parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. Kukovich came to this microphone and politely requested 
that the h a l  passage postponed calendar be invoked so that Monday 
the sheaf of papers that Mr. Corpora held in his hand would be 
consolidated, coordinated, and easily decipherable. None of us, not 
even our most geed, even luminaries llke the sage of Somerset 
County, the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, himself, probably, probably, 
probably, Mr. Speaker, young Bill Lloyd could only adumbrate the 
essence of this measure. It is arcane, it is confusing, it is voluminous, 
and for Mr. Kukovich to ask for some reforn- 

I got a letter along with Mr. Itkin-relative to fmal passage 
postpone& got a letter from 12 or 13 of my colleagues in the height 
of Indan summer, and the essence of that correspondence was there 
had been too much partisan bickering, too much straight-party-line 
voting, and there were a series of rules reforms in that terse epistle, 
and in that correspondence, l h~s  would have been an appropriate 
objective. In that correspondence, the reform of tlus chamber doing 
business in a more orthodox, traditional, numerical, and yes, 
parliamentary, parliamentary way seemed to be the essence of those 
well-meaning and idealistic members who crafted that letter to 
Bill DeWeese and Ivan I b  and our leadership team. 

Now, not all of those manbers still stand shoulder to shoulder on 
this side of the aisle, and not all of those members still embrace my 
perspective from time to time. That notwithstanding, Mr. Kukovich's 
proposal that an encycloped~c bill with multitudinous amendments be 
postponed until Monday, when the controlling party can very, very 
quickly bring it in for action, is not a big request. The request is de 
minimis, the request is basic, the request is parliamentary, and on the 
basis of parliamentary exactitude, parliamentary proficiency, to 
adhere to the fundamental principles which guide this institution and 
this chamber, I thmk the gentleman's request is worthy and a vote 
against it is contrary to the best interest of our institutional progress 
and to the eventual reform of the chamber which we all now fmd to 
be efficacious and on the horizon. 

4 
On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the motion7 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bauista 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfsnti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
B o r ~ l a  
Buxton 
CaHsghne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
C o h q  M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Corpora 
Corigan 
Cowell 
COY 
cuny 
Dsley 
DeLuca 
D m o d y  
DeWeese 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
-ow 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Blrmelin 
BOY- 
Brown 
Brownc 
Bunt 
Buikovitz 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clyma 
C o h q  L. I 

1 Canti 

Donatucci 
Fajt 
George 
GigliotG 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
H m a  
Horsey 
Itkin 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lcscovltz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
h c y k  
Mandenno 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Harhart 
H-Y 
Hennenney 
Hermrn 
H d e y  
Hess 

Markossk 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlowc 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
0 l w  
Oliver 
P s i  
P N m a  
PNone 
Pistella 
Platfs 
Reston 
Rmos  
R e a d b w  
Richardpm 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Rudy 
Sainato 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayem* 
McGeehan 
McGill 
M m y  
Micozzic 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nycc 
Pcrrcl 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccala 
Pi- 

Santoni 
SrrimenG 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
s w a  
Tangreni 
'l&oman 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trella 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washingion 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yewcic 
Youngblwd 

SchrodR 
Schuler 
Semmel 

4 
Serahi  
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 
SVittmaner 
Taylor, E. 2. 4 
Taylor, J.  
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
w u g h  



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 
-~ 

cornell H u t c h o n  ~aymond Wogan 
Dempsey Jadlowiec Reber 
Dent Keller Reinard 

WnpM M. N. 
Zimmnman 

DiOlrolamo Kmney Rohrer Zug 
h c e  King Rubley 
Durham l a w l m  Sather RYW 
Egolf Lederer Saylor Spcaker 
Fairchild Leh 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-2 

 vans O'Brien 

The quedon was dctermined in the negative, and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass fmally ? 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair recognizes the gentlCman, 
Mr. Richardson. 

~ r .  R~CIIARDSON. Mr. speaker, I would like 10 take h s  
opportunity to say that I want to commend our side of the aisle and 
our members, Repremtatlve Manderino, Representative Sturla, and 
Representative Babette Josephs, and others who have participated in 
bymg to help shape the direction of this debate in an orderly fashion. 

I want to say that I certainly believe that many of us have 
recognized that this issue of reform is something that hfferent 
definitions mean Werent h g s  to ditrerent people. While I am very 
m u m e d  and very conscious of the fact that there are many people 
who are definitely going to he hurt, 1 thmk of an old Amcan proverb, 
an f ican  proverb that says. "Only a fool tests the depths of the 
water with both feet." I raise that as a point today to start my debate 
against HB 2. 

I have talked to a number of people on the outside of this room 
who indicated that they thought that there was more evenness, there 
was more of a consciousness and a concern, redly. ahout poor 
people, but what they have witnessed, Mr. Speaker, is that there has 
been a kmd of wave of, 1 do not care, we want to do it anyway, and 
that it does not matter whether or not you bring logic to the table or 
not, notwithstanding the fact that you have heard over and over again 
that this has been a bipartisan effort. There has been some 
bipartisanship; there has not been a bip&san effort. There have 
been individuals who have cut some deals in order to make sure that 
they are going to be satisfied and helped to get a few amendments in 
and make them look llke hey &d something, but in reality we are 
hurting poor ~eop l e  in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. In fact, 
there are some people that have said, and I quote, Mr. Speaker, that 
this "Flickfare ain't fair" and that "Flickfare is sure 'nuE a 
nightmare," and that when we b e p  to look at where we are, we have 
to begn to start registering those protests and concerns as they have 
been raised. 

One, before dealing with the specifics of this hill, I feel that it is 
imponant to a g h  set the record straight. For at least the last 4 years, 
if not longer, we have been proposing a series of legislative 
initiatives that would have created jobs and saved the Commonwealth 
millions of dollars in the process. Ths  three-bill package that we 
talked about then, amending the Employment O p p o ~ t i e s  Act. 

incorporated the Pennsylvania Job Creation Plan, establishing the 
Employment Training and Suppoxt T~ust Fund, would have corrected 
the most blatant failure of the public assistance system, the failure to 
gve public assistance recipients a fighting chance to get off welfare. 
You opposed that, Mr. Speaker. 

The job training program outlined in HB 2 proposes to provide 
these opportunities by privatving the training of those receiving 
assistance. When speakmg about this move, the prime sponsor, 
Representative Flick, inhcated that the Cleveland Works Project 
works. Well, it may have worked for the 1,300 or so people that it 
served, but what about those that could not get into the program7 It 
seems to me that before allocating a huge chunk of our taxpayer 
dollars to privatization and putting money almost exclusively in the 
hands of the private industry councils, we should heed the words of 
Mr. Robert L. Woodson, Sr., president of the National Center for 
Neighborhood Enterprise and well-respected conservative African- 
American, who urged the Federal Senate Committee on Labor and 
Human Resources to evaluate the system, "evaluate the system itself 
in terns of outcome and its effectiveness in accornplislung its 
purpose which is the placement and retention of trainees in 
productive jobs." 

I,, my estim&on, ~ r .  Speaker, we throwing the baby out with 
the bathwater. The New Directions program run by the Department 

public Welfare could be more effective if it were h d e d  and 
&ed correctly, but the sponsors of this measure want to do a pilot 
program in three areas to see if they work. Let us first look at what 
we have and then try to make that work first as opposed to m&g 
,, our business friends profit while we 

I say that we better he very careful, because what you have done 
here today is that you have cut a deal, cut a deal with some 
individuals who, on the private side of the market, that this is an 
economic venture for than. Ths  is not about the Commonwealth's 
c i b  who are poor. This is about business opportunities for those 
who see this as a way for them to make money on the hacks of the 
poor, and 1 say to you, I dare anyone to defy that I am wrong. Why, 
they have already calculated who is going to get the hid on the 
fmgerpr&mg; they have already calculated who is going to get the 
bid for the banks; they have already who is going to get the 
bid for the cards. All those persons have already been selected. That 
is this is all about. Let us not try to play mockery with the 
citizens of the Cornonwealth, particularly when you can use the 
poor to take advantage of them. 

~ h ,  bill hghlights the hrpocrisy and the contradictory nature of 
th, sp-IS ofthis legislation for the political party that prides itself 
on &ing c m n e d  to the lives and welfare of children hefore birth. 
T, call for the en&mg of ad&tional assistance for a newborn just 
boggles one,s -d, my would you hold a mother injeopardyjust 
because you believe that that person lays down and has babies to 

$87 a month. That is so ridxulous. I defy anybody here to 
my, those ofyou who have children, that when your wife deceives to 
have another child, and sometimes you say, I was not expecting to 
have another child, I certainly do not think you would heat up your 
wife because she had another child. 

But in fact what we do today is that we want to punish those. So 
1 &d a little -h and found out that all h s  crying out all of 
these people having babies, that the vast majority of families that 
receive NDC in this country have no more children than families 
that do not receive NDC. 1 know you &d not know that, and if you 
did know it, YOU still do not care about it because your posture has 
b- diametrically opposed to what is fact. That is why we thought 



the facts were important and that is why Representative Kukovich 
asked for a postponement so we could see the facts as they are really 
outlined in the bill. 

The average number of children per family receiving AFDC in 
1991 was approximately I .9. The average number of chldren per 
family in the Nation as a whole was 1.84 that same year, not 
including families with no children. And by the way, for those who 
want to know what the vast majority of AFDC families have, one or 
two children, it indicates in this report that the United States national 
nom for one or two children is 72.7 percent. The Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania is 72.1 percent. So you see already, Mr. Speaker, that 
we are living in a basic contradiction. 

To categorize this assistance as a reward, when the sponsors 
h o w  full well that $87 or $93 a month is what a mother will receive, 
defies all logical thinking. 

This concept will only add pressure to women who find 
themselves pregnant and in need of assistance to seek alternative 
means of dealing with their pregnancy. To make the moral judgment 
that someone is or is not a responsible parent should not be the role 
of tins legislative body. We are not God, jury, or executioner. The 
children should not be placed in jeopardy. It is punitive and mean to 
both the mother and the child. 

A few other points to consider: Two-tinrds of Pennsylvanians 
cumently assisted by M D C  are children; benefit levels are already 
too low to provide economic security and family stabiliv, most 
families in the Commonwealth receiving public assistance, again, 
only have one or two chldren. 

What I would like to do, Mr. Speaker, is to raise the questions as 
I have to go through the context of the bill and then ask my questions. 

With regard to the workfare program disclosed in tins proposal, 
the approach of forcing someone to enter into these workfare projects 
bas several serious implications. One, you are requiring an individual 
to participate in tins project simply because they have not been able 
to secure employment. Note, we were under the impression that jobs 
were available. So because there is no employment available, you 
force them to phc ipa te  in workfare? 

Number two, you are requiring a person to work next to a person 
who presumably would be a member of a union, but you reward them 
with their assistance checks? 

Has anyone ever thought what this could- 
Ms. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the lady rise 7 
Ms. MANDERINO. I do not h o w  what to call it, but I cannot 

hear the speaker, Mr. Speaker, and I would appreciate the House 
being asked to come to order. 

The SPEAKER. I know what to call it. 
Conferences on the floor, please break up. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Coy. 
Mr. COY. Now that we are at a moment of ease, would you place 

the gentleman, Mr. WRIGHT, on leave for the balance of the day? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wright, without objection, 

is placed on leave for the balance of the day. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Conferences on the floor, please break up. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I thought this was a very important issue, and I thought that 

perhaps maybe, and I maybe could be wrong, but I want to thank the 
lady h m  Philadelphia for her intervention to try to seek a little order, 
because I thought everyone said this was so important, and I think a 
lot of us in a few minutes have tried to put together some remarks to 
respond to something that has been really a locomotive train that has 
come without an opportunity to even stop at the station to get on. 

Therefore, it seems to me that as we are dealing with tins issue, 
it seems that everyone and every thought for those indvidual 'I) 
persons' self-esteem, we are assuming that these folks have no 
self-esteem. 

I think as anyone and every thought could be considered, that 
people do have self-esteem and they have self-pride. Programs 
included duting this awkward transition are a major concern to many 
of us. 

What are the legal ramif~cations of the practice of having an 
AFDC recipient worlang for nonprofit agencies 7 Mr. Speaker, I have : 

outlined a few of my concans regarding t h~s  section of this proposal, 
but there are others that should be noted for the record. Under the 
Family Support Act, which became effective in Pennsylvania on 
October 1, 1989, the Department of Public Welfare is supposed to 
place increased emphasis on encouraging recipients to fmd work. 
That was in fact done. 

Most applicants and recipients over the age of 16 are required to 
cooperate with the welfare office in developing an individual 
employment plan. Any AFDC recipient who would willfully fail to 
cooperate with an approved employment development plan without 
good cause may be ineligible to receive assistance for themselves. 

My point, Mr. Speaker, is that, in my estimation, this section is 
redundant in that those receiving assistance are required to do part, 
if not all, of what is written in section 4052 of this bill. 

Regardmg the assistance recipient identification program: In our 
committee meeting on Monday afternoon, Mr. Flick was quick to 
refer to Governor Casey's pronouncement that Pennsylvania was 
number one in the country in deterring 6aud. There are certainly 
other reasons that I am vehemently opposed to this section of this bill, 
but just on the basis of being number one, I see no reason to begin 
fingerprinting, particularly in all other counties within the 
Commonwealth without first receiving the report on how it is going 
now, those who receive assistance and sharing that information with 
the Pennsylvania State Police, the chief of the local municipal police 
department, and the desiguted officials of neighboring States. Unless r, 
there is another motive that we are not aware of, I do not understand 
why we are pushing this. 

This is purely the criminalization of poverty at the very least. We 
should never forget that nobody chooses to live in poverty, nobody, 
and some of us are one paycheck away from poverty ourselves. The 
vast majority are children, children who have no control over the 
economy and the circumstances that they are born into. 

There caiainly has to be a constitutional test for this section, but 
I have a suggestion. Why not fingerprint everybody? Since we 
believe so much in the theory that it will work, then those with 
student loans, those who are members of this body, the judges, 
everyone; then maybe we have a fair and equitable system. 
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With regard to eligibility: Once again, the mean-spiritedness 01 

this legislation rears its ugly head. In this section, the bill specifier 
that "No individual shall qualify as chronically needy under thir 
clause for more than nine months in a lifetime." If I interpret thir 
correctly again, this means a person with a serious drug or alcoho! 
problem or other serious problems or diseases must be aware of the 
days, weeks, or months that they bave received treatment so as to no1 
exceed their 9-month limit. This is truly absurd. 

The full implementation of Act 152, December of 1988, still ha! 
not taken place and had the effect of needing more legislation, whick 
are bills that we tried to introduce in this House that have failed in 
HB's 15 16 and 1745 of last year, to insure that HMO's and their 
subcontractors are those who are disabled, that they no longer receive 
the 3 months of pittance that they were receiving. They get nothmg 
And what do the proponents of this assassination say 7 We will 
recommend nothing. 

Well, I said Monday, yesterday, and I will say it again today: 
when a person's back is up against the wall, I think we all know what 
will happen. You may think you are saving money on the front end, 
but you will pay in the long run. 

To M e r  stipulate that even if a person is trying to repay society 
for violating the law until all fmes, costs, and restitution have been 
paid it is just nearsighted and mean not to thmk that you would give 
that person an opportunity to be able to pay off his or her fmes, but 
what you have said is that we are going to take them off welfare until 
they pay their fines, costs, and restitution. How in the heck can they? 
It is impossible. But yet and still you believe that t h~s  is the proper 
way to proceed They do their time, they return to society where there 
are no jobs, and then you tell them they cannot reeeive assistance 
untd full restitution is made. That is ludicrous, and you are setting up 
the Commonwealth for a very expensive fall. 

I can only indicate to you, Mr. Speaker, that there are several 
indwiduals and persons who have in fact sent letters. In fact, we have 
received over 400 letters, and 1 brought them to the floor of the 
House today to let you see the abundance of letters that have in fact 
come in. They have come from Westmoreland County; they have 
come from Greene County; they have come from Dauphin County; 
they have come from New Florence; they have come from Champion; 
they have come from Smithton; they have come from Erie, and they 
have come from a number of other places in this Commonwealth 
where they are not urban people. These are rural areas where a 
number of persons arc being hurt. 

I have said on this floor and I will say it again that there are more 
white people on welfare than there are black people and Hispanic 
people, but for some reason there is a notion to believe that these are 
the individuals that we must go after, so we direct our attention 
towards going after what we believe is an answer to the problem 
when in fact I am saying to you that you are hurting your brothers and 
sisters, your cousins, your uncles, your aunts, your mothers and 
fathers, and fiends who live in those counties and those areas where 
they have had serious problems in trying to find employment. 
Because they did work during their lifetime and because now they 
have been taken off welfare and then have to resort to going on 
welfare because they lost their job and the unemployment 
compensation has run out, there is no place else for them to go. 

But you would have America and Pennsylvania believe that it is 
only black little chldren, black boys, black males, blaek females, and 
black mothers who are on welfare in this Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. That is a dam lie. It is not true at all, and the citizens 
of this Commonwealth need to hear it loud and clear, because what 

~ ~ ~ 

is projected over the newspapers a lot of times and over the media is 
the wrong concept of what that is. 

In receiving all of these letters- I point them out because all these 
letters came in in one day, since this hill has been on the fast track, to 
say that they oppose HB 2. Some h your own counties, some from 
those areas that you believe that there are poor people that do not 
exist because you may not hear from them. 

But I say to you that I predict there will be a time when the poor 
will rise up in this State and they will come back out to give their 
voice and opinion about what has taken place. It is only because they 
do not have a voice that you are doing k s  to them today. Well, I 
want to let you know that we bave received a number of letters, and 
I am going to let you know who the actual individuals are that have 
sent them and ask that they be submitted in its entirety so I do not 
have to read them into the rewrd. 

The Drug and Alcohol Service Providers Organization of 
Pennsylvania opposes HB 2. The Pennsylvania Jewish Coalition 
opposes HB 2. The Family Health Council of Central Pennsylvania 
opposes HB 2. The Pennsylvania Psychological Association opposes 
HB 2. The Pennsylvania Catholic Conference asked for a slowdown 
on HB 2 to gve us an opportunity to see where these bills were. We 
have also received information from the Center for Independent 
Living that opposes HB 2. The Pennsylvania Healthy Mothers, 
Healthy Babies Coalition opposes HB 2. The Tressler Lutheran 
SBVlces asked that there be a slowdown on this process of HB 2 and 
oppose HB 2. The president, Mr. Michael Neal, of the PCASO 
organization wrote to Mr. John Perzel, our majority leader, asking 
hun to consider the Coalition of AIDS S e ~ c e  Organizations and that 
they oppose HB 2. The organization of the Coalition Against 
Domestic Violence asked that we oppose HB 2. The United Way of 
Pennsylvania asked that we oppose HB 2. The Pennsylvania 
Association of County Drug & Alcohol Administrators oppose 
HB 2. The Pennsylvania Pharmacists Association asked that we 
oppose IB 2 and that we consider the O l w  amendment, which was 
done, but they stdl believe that it was not the correct thing to do. The 
Mental Health Association of Southeastern Pennsylvania that raised 
the question over and over again cnd Mrs. Vance has responded by 
saying, I do not Ulink that they are going to he affected by this, but 
everyone that I have talked to in the mental health community, they 
were here in wheelchairs the other day asking for our support, not to 
run this down our throats, and you violated against them as well. You 
d ~ d  not even care about those who are in wheelchairs. 

The Pennsylvania Community Providers Association opposes 
HB 2. The Lutheran Advocacy Ministry in Pennsylvania opposes 
HB 2. The ACLU (American Civil Liberties Union) opposes HB 2. 
The Pennsylvania National Organization for Women, better known 
as NOW, opposes HB 2. The Voucher Program Hazardous to Fiscal 
Health of County Government opposes H I  2. They are part of the 
Alliance for the Mentally I11 of Pennsylvania. The Pennsylvania 
PsltnBships for Childien opposes HB 2. And a letter from the mayor 
of the city of Philadelphia, the Honorable Ed Rendell, wrote us a 
letter to the members of the Philadelphia delegation sent to the 
General Assembly opposing HB 2. I would like to have these letters 
submitted for the record so that they can be placed in the record. 

1 would l~ke to read one of a series of letters that did wme to the 
attention of my desk that I showed you a sample of. I would just like 
to read two of them to let you know what some citizens are saying. 
This is from Seottdale, Pennsylvania. It says, to "The Honorable 
Men Kukovich .... 1 would like you to know what the welfare system 
has done for me. First the system has helped me start school as a full 
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time student. Because of the fmancial help 1 am receiving through 
welfare, I can afford baby-s~tting for my two children, and for travel 
back and forth to college. Also, because I am getting help with cluld 
care and transpatation, I can gve all my free time to studymg, which 
makes me a better student. 

"Although being on welfare is not the life that I envisioned for 
myself, welfare is giving me an opportunity to become a nurse. The 
important factor here is that without the support of my welfare 
caseworker, and the system, I could never have attended college. I 
feel that welfare has helped me become a better person, and when I 
baome anurse, I will be a productive member of society, as well as 
n tax-navine citizen. 

any positive approaches to dealing with this problem are also lying, 
but we also brought the facts here today to indicate to you that that is 
very important. 

Democratic budgetary and regulatory accomplishments which 
have been listed, and then containing costs, medical assistance 1 
cost-contawnent initiatives, maxhiing of the Federal funds, generic 
drugs for adults, HealthPASS, HIO- (health insuring organization) 
and HMO-managed care, and the list goes on. 

So anybody that keeps on saylng that we do not have a record to 
deal specifically with what ow accomplishments have been in the 
past does not know what they are talking about. 

- ' ~~, --- 
"Ifwelfare benefits are cut off, it not only would adversely affect 

me h ~ a  manv others like me. We need this s u ~ ~ o r t  in order to eo to I LETTERS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 
V ...., - - - ~ ~  ~~ . . - 

school, which d eventually move us off welfare and into the role of 
productive citizen." 

Another letter all the way from Penn, P ~ M s y l ~ ~ a :  "I came from 
a well to do family who believed I would never need help or be 
without money. I did look down at those who were on the system. 

"My husband had a great factory job and I ddn't have to work. 
I had three children. Eventually he lost h s  job and at that point in my 
life we became one of 'those people. ' Food stamps helped during the 
very bad months that we had no income. We both got jobs and did 
what we could to keep off the bystem. But when two people earn 
minimum wage and have no health insurance, there are times when 
you need help. My husband still works at a garage for 50 hours a 
week. By the grace of God I got a job at Head Start and we began 
rebuilding ow lives." 

F i y ,  I just want to say, "Yes we in the US need to change. So 
lets b e p  with change. Lets all work together to make a change. Lets 
change our attitudes. I truly Uunk instead of cutting off services, 
government needs to encourage the services to work with 
government to solve ow problems. I also truly believe that those 
making the decision to cut services have no idea what it is like to 
struggle. Everyone is a part of this counQ. We need to care for 
everyone n o t  just ourselves or not just those who 'have.' " 

Mr. Speaker, I will submit the other two for the record. There is 
one letter to Governor Ridge and the other is to the members of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 point this out because I believe that there was not 
a better reality ch~ck  done by the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, Representative Evans, when we were allowed to point 
out the fact that there were several benefits that in fact have been 
done through the work effort of this past few years, the Democratic 
leljslative accomplishments of the various acts in terms of what was 
done. Number one, Act 16 was a part of ow true welfare refom 
package. HB 200 was to remove welfare liens. Act 49, whch you all 
enacted last year, which was HB 41, the referral of all eligble GA 
and AFDC recipients to a conservation corps. Act 62 of 1993, child 
support and return of the establishment r e fom.  HR 68 adopted 
5/3/93, Legislative Budget and Finance Committee report on teen 
pregnancy and prevention program submitted April of 1994. Act 49, 
again of 1994; another part ofthis bill of 1994, HB 1392, substantive 
changes to change GA eligibility, increase fraud deterrence, increase 
emphasis on work, encourage self-sufficiency, learnfare 
demonstration, and fmger-photo ID'S, ID demonstration tax cards. 

I want to point out the fact that we have had ow true welfare 
r e f m  package, that in fact this true welfare reform package was in 
fact a part of the whole deal to deal with the problems that we have 
talked about. Well, members that keep saying we have never offered 

- 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted l e m s  for the Legislative Journal. 

(For letters, see Appenlx.) 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, as I conclude, I want to take 
this opportunity to ask to interrogate Mr. Flick. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Flick, stand for 
interrogation? The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is your bill and you are the prime sponsor of 

this bill, and there were a wuple of areas of concern that I thought 
may he important to some of the members of this General Assembly 
in terms of being able to determine where we are at this moment. 

Has there been any thought given to requiring sensitivity training 
for the huedprivate contractors who will he ultimately sewicing the 
indigent in this Commonwealth in your bill 7 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am sony. You transmission is 
coming across very staticky. I did not hear all of your question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No problem. 
Mr. Speaker, has there been any thought given to requiring 

sensitivity training sessions, that is, for the hued private contractors 
who would ultimately service the inlgent in this Commonwealth? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides that the department 
will seek requests for proposals to implement a job training program 
for those who are receihg assistance. 1 would suspect that we would ' 

leave that up to the department. 
The amendment was offered. At that tune I indicated we in the 

General Assembly should not t~y to micromanage how the program 
is to he implemented. We are going to allow the Department of 
Public Welfare to draft the request for proposal and seek the 
submissions from the private sector. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Are thae any safeguards in this bill to prevent program operators 3 

from simply keeping recipients on their employment records for the 
required 1 year to collect full payment on the contract and then 
texminating the participant? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, it is beyond belief that a situation 
would exist where an individual was gainfully employed for a year 
solely for the purpose of the private-sector training organizations to 
wllect theu money. They are not the ones who are going to be paying 
the income to the welfare recipient. They are going to be training the 
in&viduals and helping them gain employment. The employer will be J 
paying income to the individuals, and I would suspect that the 
employer is not going to pay the income if in fact that individual is 
not providing a senice. It would not have anytlung to do with the 
training organization. 
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Mr RICHARDSON. Mr Speaker, 1 have just been informed that 

the Democratic leader has an urgent request, and I would like to yield 
the flwr at this time to him for the purpose of h s  announcement. 

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

Mr. DewESE. The gentleman thanks C h a h a n  Richardson and 
Mr. Speaker for your indulgence. 

I only have one quick observation to make and to put upon the 
recorrd, and again, it is primarily a procedural observation, and that 
is that the committee system the committee system has been ravaged 
and plundered and pillaged, and the face of battle has been 
transmogniied to the floor instead of its appropriate repository in the 
committee. 

I cannot accept with grace the fact that 32 amendments were 
injected into the body of the bill, that committee work was not 
accomplished. I am convinced that Governor Thornburgh, if he were 
Governor, or Governor RidgeAeja vu, I guess-Governor Ridge and 
his very able and energized young team will go to the State Senate 
and arrange for a new proposal that will be substantially different 
from the proposal that we are working on today. 

So I do not Uunk that we needed to he as pell-mell. I do not think 
that we needed to abrogate the very essence of our committee 
structure, and it is primarily for that reason, the reason that our 
institution is being molested and that we are not behaving as a 
properly organized chamber - utilizing our committee members, 
cotminee s w ,  wmmitte chaupersons, and the committee process, 
I do not think that that necessarily had to endure through the spring, 
but a couple of we& of committee meetings and overviews and then 
to have a final passage vote F e b m q  10 or 15 would have been, I 
th~nk, a better way to do business. 

So, Mr. Richardson, thank you for yielding. Mr. Speaker, thank 
you for allowing me to put my remarks on the record. 

1 think that although you will maintain a numerical majority, as 
this proccss winds down I think that essentially you will have a 
Pyrrhc victory at the end of the day. Thank you. 

The S P W . R .  The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Phladelphia- 
Mr. RICELARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yielded the floor to 

Mr. DeWese so he could ask h s  question. I asked to be recogruzed 
back, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes to the gentleman. The 
Chair recognizes the gwtleman, Mr. kchardson. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I thk this is a very important 
maner, and I felt that the issues that we are dealing with require some 
answers. I was interrogating Mr. Flick, and I would hke to now go 
back to that same interrogation, if it is possible. 

The SPEAKER The Chair recogmzes the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, may proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we were getting to the question, and I am sony that 

I didnot hear the response, so I would llke to repeat the question, and 
then maybe we can hear the response to my question. 

Are there any safeguardx in th~s bill to prevent program operators 
6om simply keeping recipients on their employment records for the 
required I year to collect full payment on the contract and then 
terminating the participant of the program? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the way the bill is designed, the pilot 
job trauung program would evolve through a private-sector 
organization who would be contracted with by the Commonwealth 
for the purposes of counseling, training, and placing welfare 

mipients into jobs, placing them in jobs with private organizations 
where the welfare recipient would be paid; the welfare recipient 
would be employed; the welfare recipient would be receiving money. 
The private placement organization would not he employing the 
welfare recipient. The proposal is patterned after the very successhl 
programs known as Cleveland Works in Ohio and America Works, 
whch is in New York and Connecticut. 

Again, we, the Commonwealth, would be contracting with 
private-sector organizations for the purposes of training, counseling, 
and having welfare recipients placed in employment with 
private-sector organizations, and the welfare recipients would be the 
beneficiary, because they would become gainfully employed. And I 
do not believe there need be safeguards, because I do not think 
anyone would hire an individual and pay them for a year just so that 
the counseling organization would receive its full payment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, if the bill allows the 
contractors, who also can be employers, the question is, are there any 
safeguards built into that thought? I mean, the question is, we are 
talking about program operators that also could in fact be employers 
as well. What we want to h o w  is, are there any safeguards if they are 
the employer7 

Mr. FIdCK. You know, I can only refer to the bill, Mr. Speaker, 
that on page 2, line 25, paragraph (4). it says, "Each program 
operator shall match trainees with existmg job vacancies which pay 
wages and benefits sufficient to ensure the financial security of the 
trainee and any dependents to enable that trainee and dependents to 
remain 6ee of any State assistance for at least one year." 

Mr. Speaker, if the program operator accomplishes that, we will 
be succed. Ifthe Depa!iment ofPublic Welfare does not enter into 
a contract that safeguards that the program operator employs the 
people, you how,  that would be unfathomable for me to expect that 
the Department of Public Welfare would pay the program operator 
to hm the welfaremipient so that the net payment to the operator is 
more than what the welfare recipient gets. I mean, it would not he 
structured that way, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, then what would be the 
per-participant cost to the State for this program7 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that is why it is a pilot program. We do 
not h o w  which counties it will he operated in. That is why we have 
provisions that we want reports back. All the requests for proposals 
on private programs are designed to save the Commonwealth money. 
This program is designed to save the Commonwealth money and to 
place individuals into employment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then how much money will that save? 
Mr. FLICK. The fiscal note on h s ,  we believe it will save the 

Commonwealth anywhere from $32 million in the fust year to 
$46 million in subsequent years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is specifically on the job training 
program? 

Mr. FLICK. No, slr: it is not. 
I do not have the specific savings on that- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. I am sony; I did not hear your 

response, sir. 
Mr. FLICK. I am sow.  
I do not have the specifics on the job training savings, because we 

do not really know what- It is a pilot program. We are not sure what 
part of the State, how many people, etcetera. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right. 
How will the costs of this program compare to the costs of the 

existing New Directions job training program7 
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Mr. FLICK. The New Directions program has been successful. 
The Governor indicated that over 300,000 individuals have been 
placed in employment over the past 8 years. We hope that we can be 
as efficient or more efficient than that program. That is why it is a 
pilot program. 

Mr. Speaker, if we do not try new approaches, well, then we 
certainly wdl not know whether or not they would be successful. We 
are looking for private contracting with the public sector to provide 
training, counseling, and placement of individuals. It has worked in 
other States; we believe it can work in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The real question was just dealing with 
costs, but I understand that there may not be any at this present 
moment. And we definitely support job training, and I will go on 
record to the supporter that we just wanted to see how it was going 
to work. 

I am still concerned and I just raise with you, so after 1 year, 
people who are terminated from this particular program, then they go 
back on assistance, what do we do to prevent that from occurring? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, ifthey have been gainfully employed 
for a period of 1 year, we hope they are well on their way to 
independence. The entire program of welfare reform should be based 
on providing individuals with opportunities to gain independence, to 
break out of this welfare dependency trap. If we are successful in 
placing them in employment for a period of 1 year, 1 suspect that they 
are well on their way to being successful. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, under the job-training section 
of this bill, there is a four-phase payment system that is to be 
fnwarded to the contract operator by the department. Do you know 
who will monitor the job duration, after the four-phase payment 
system, I year later and the time is up 7 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the pilot program, we have asked-and 
I refer you to page 3, line 9, subparagraph (c), that there will be 
conbnual evaluation of the program-we ask that that report be 
submitted to the General Assembly no later than 2 years after the 
implementation of the progranl. Therefore, I am sure that the 
d w d d s  who were placed will be tracked, and they will be tracked 
beyond a period of I year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very 
much. 

Then- 
Mr. FLICK. You are welcome, su. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. -what I would Like to do is ask this question 

on child exclusion that we dealt with earlier, Mr. Speaker: What 
safeguard does your hill contain to prevent children 60x11 going 
hungry ? 

Mr. FLICK. I am sorry. I thought you were f ~ s h e d  with 
interrogation. 

Mr. RICI-IARDSON. That area. 
Mr. FLICK. Oh; okay. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now I am going to the chld-exclusion 

area- 
Mr. FLICK. Then I did not hear you; I am sorry. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay; no problem. 
On my amendment that we were unable to have excluded and 

deleted from the bill, I would hke to know, as it deals with the child 
exclusionary section on the family cap, what safeguard does your bill 
contain to prevent children from going hungry? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, precludmg cash payments does not 
exclude providing food stamps and medical assistance. The children 

~~~ 

would receive that. We had debate on thm for a d ~ c i e n t  period of 
time. 

The program which provides assistance to those chlldren is the 
AFDC program. That is aFederal mandate. The Federal Government 
pays 55 percent of the costs, the State pays 45 percent of the costs. - 
We are b h n g  about the cash assistance, which is 100 percent State 
funded. Children would receive medtcd assistance. They would 
receive food stamps. Actually, the mother would get the food stamps, 
not the- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on average, what is the 
monthly cost of providmg food, shelter, clothing, and basic 
necessities for a family of three7 

Mr. FLICK. I do not know. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, what is the AFDC grant level 

for a family of three? In other words, we know that there are 
specified amounts coming out of the department, and what I have 
been Qing to do is ascertain what they are. Perhaps maybe because 
you have written the bill you could tell us, what is the AFDC grant 
level for a family of three 7 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
If the gentleman, Mr. &chardson, knows the answers to these 

questions, he should not be asking the- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know the answer, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You do not know the answers to those 

questions ? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I do not know, not based on how the 

bii has been witten, and I am asking that specifically for that reason, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. R I C K  Mr. Speakn; allow me to try to work into an answer 
here backwards. 

The poxtion of the bill which you are addressing is the portion 
which would restrict additional cash assistance being paid to an 
AFDC mother for the birth of an addttional child. That would be 
$87 a month, Mr. Speaker. We are talking about $87 a month, but, 
Mr. Speaker, the bill is designed to provide opportunities for that 
AFDC mother by providing job training, counselmg, skill 
developmen< and hopefully placing her into private employment. As 
I said, I referred ta the Governor's comments earlier yesterday about 
the success of the programs we now operate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you know how that is calculated, based 
on the fact that you went hack fust and came forward, with respect to 
that as it is going to impact directly on any of those new children that 
may be born? And I guess this would have to deal with how the term 
"Federal poveIty level" is actudi~ed. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am sure you have the same 
information which I have. You know, being the minority chairman of 
the Health and Welfare Committee, and certainly being the majority 
chairman for, I believe, at least the 12 years that I have been in the 
House, I would suspect that you know the answer. But, you know, for 
various counties it changes. It ranges from $205 for a single 
individual up to $316 for two, $403 for three, $497 for four, $589 for 
five, $670 for six, and then each additional person, $83. That is for 
the counties of Adams, Allegheny, Berks, Blair, and 1 will not go on, 
but I will pass this ta the, you are not court reporters, but the chamber 
reporters. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I guess that the other area of yl 
questioning I would leave to some of our more noted women who 
want to raise the question, but mine is really dealing with the medical 
area. 



M&cally, how soon aiter delivering a child can a woman return 
to work under yow bill? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, it is my understandmg most doctors 
recommend 6 weeks, but that is a medical decision. O w  bill is silent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill is silent on that, you said? 

10. At what percentage of the federal poverty level are Pennsylvania's 
AFDC grants? 

11. Does your bill provide that notice be given lo AFDC recipients that 
their grants will not increase to support additional cluldren? 

Mr. FLICK. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Is postpartum recovery longer if 

there are complications with the pregnancy or with the delivery 
itself? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, our bill does not address h s  area. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But it deals specifically with the work 

disregard that we are referring to, and I just want to make sure in 
terns  of covering that, because everyone says they believe that the 
areas for families, particularly those of mothers, that it does not 
impact directly on them. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I will just conclude those 
remarks. 

What I d4 I was ~ n g  to get at a basis for determining how we 
in fact are going to deal with those indvidual mothers who are going 
to be going to work and how they will be perceived, so that at least 
on the record we wdl have an idea. But I will submit the questions for 
the floor to be able to be allowed to be submitted in the record, and 
therefore, it wdl mean that we have submitted these questions for the 
record and that perhaps at a later date, someone who may want to 
read k s  transcript will recogize that we tried to get the answers to 
what we believe are very important issues concerning h s  particular 
subject matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following questions for the 
Legislative Journal: 

QUESTIONS FOR FLOOR DEBATE 

CHILD EXCLUSION 

1 Medically, haw soon afler delivering a child can a woman return to 
work? 

2. Is postpartum recovery longer if there are complications with the 
pregnancy or with the delivery? 

3. How does the earned income disregard contained in your bill help 
postpartum womcn? 

4. Do AFDC mothers qualify for subsidized day care? 
(No - Subsidies are only provided for non-AFDC employed workers and 
education and train~ng recipients.) 

5 On average, how much does it cost to adequately cloth, feed and care 
for an infant through the first year of life? 

6 .  On average, what is the monthly cost of providing food, shelter, 
clothing and basic necessities for a family of three ? 

7. What is the AFDC grant level for a family ofthree? 

8. What does the term "federal poverty level" mean? 

9. How is it calculated? 

12. How will women know that they will receive no additional help from 
the state if they give birth to another child while in need of assistance? 

13. How many women do you estimate give birth to receive the 
incremental grant i n c w  and what do you base your estimate on? 

14. How many women in Pennsylvania living in poverty are at risk of 
unintended pregnancies? 

15. What arc some of the reasons for unintended pregnancy 7 

16. Under current law does the failure lo adequately feed, cloth and 
shelter an infant constitute neglect 7 

17. How many infants do you estimate are currently at risk of neglect in 
Pennsylvania 1 

18. What safeguards does your bill wntain to prevent children from 
going hungry 1 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In my conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me just 
ray that I have attempted to try to deal with this issue a s  one who has 
been asked to by to follow the lead on this, but I want to let you know 
hat  I believe that a ~ g h t m a r e  for poor people in Pennsylvania is 
taking place and that the other day when I asked about the process, 
I indicated very strongly that I was very upset that we were not 
Itfaded the o p p h t y  to be able to be allowed to see the bill before 
it was in print and then the action that was taken after that. I have 
been here 23 years, and I have never seen anythmg that would not 
dlow an opportunity for there to be fairness and an opportunity to 
rleal with what I believe is very important as it relates to issues that 
lmpact on a large population and citizenry like those who are poor. 

I can also remember that when I did chair the House Health and 
Welfare Committee as the majority chair, that we afforded everyone 
an opporbi ty  to at least share their concerns and, in wmmillee 
meetings, even went to counties that members asked us to go hold 
2ommittee meetings in those particular counties because the issue 
was so vltal to them that they felt it important to go there. Now that 
has changed. 

Sometimes power corrupts and sometimes absolute power 
corrupts absolutely, that you give people a break and you do things 
fair, but then when it comes to the other side to ask for fairness, you 
cannot get it. And I can remember, every last one of you on the 
committee who asked for some support fu-om myself, we gave that, 
and all we did today was ask for a little support, to say have a little 
heart about those out there who cannot fend for themselves, have a 
little heart for those individual persons who really need a chance. 
You brought h s  up; we did not. You said we have to rush this 
through; we did not, and all we said is if you @ve us a little time, 
maybe we can conceive that there can be an opportututy to really 
work out something. 

I have never seen, since I have been here, the work of the whole 
committee done on the floor of the House for 2 straight days, not 
giving a chance for the members to really have a chance to rest - a 
straight 13 hours yesterday, back here h s  morning at 9 o'clock - and 
l just believe that this will come back to haunt you, that it will come 
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back in a way that you will not expect it, because a lot of times when 
you give out and dish out meanness to people, it does not always 
come back to you the same way that you gave it out. But I can 
guarantee you that those individual persons whom you are trying to 
lake offwelfare, that is going to impact on you and the lives of those 
individual constituents in your district, particularly those who have 
poor people. 

Now, last year we put on the record every county and showed that 
every county does have some poor people, but the time is going to 
come when Pennsylvanians are going to rise up and they are going to 
deal with h s  issue. They are going to also have a voice and a say-so, 
and you will not be able to walk over them in the manner that you 
walked over them today. 

I would hope that your conscience would be your guide, and 1 
would hope that you would not allow politics as usual be allowed to 
be played in this game called welfare reform when in fact this is 
welfare, welfare, welfare slavery. Ths  is not welfare reform. We 
should have an opporlutnty to go back, lake it to the public, and allow 
the public an opportunity to voice their opinion. 

I have put in the record those who have responded already, and 
it would seem to me that it would be most important for each and 
every one of you to recognize that all of you are going to one day 
have to deal with those individual persons who in fact have no place 
to go but wanted a chance to make it in society. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognms the lady h m  Philadelphia, Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERlNO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to HB 2 on final passage, and I 

do so based on actually two purposes, and I cannot really determine 
which one upsets me more. One has to do with the process by which 
the bill has progressed through the committee structure in the House, 
and the other one has to do with the actual substance of the bill. 

When we had this bill in committee in Health and Welfare on 
Tuesday, I believe it was, there were a lot of questions asked; there 
were a lot of questions answered with "I don't know" or "I don't 
h o w  the impact." It did not seem to matter that we did not have the 
answers to the questions, because the objective was not to get to the 
substance of the bd; it was to get through the process and get the bill 
out in response to a particular type of time schedule. So process, 
sadly, took precedence over substance. 

And then when we came on the floor of the House, we tried to 
raise a lot of those same questions around those substantive issues, 
and again, at least from my perspective, I believe there were a lot of 
questions that were not answered. There were a lot of "I don't 
Imows." There were a lot of ways that we were concerned about what 
the impact was, and it still could not be determined. And the process 
was asked to give 1 more day, one opportunity to view in final 
passage, and that was denied, because the process was more 
important than the substance. 

So I am not sure if1 am more sad because this chamber chose to 
choose process over substance than 1 am for the actual substance of 
the bill, because, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the substance of the 
biU, whle on m i o n  actually having some really good components, 
even on the good stuEchose to be punihve in nature. 

For example-and I said this in committee and on the floor of the 
House-just using one example of the fmgerprinting to try to avoid 
ftaud, quite frankly, that is sometlung that I could have supported, but 
I m o t  support the loss of privacy that was also instituted as part of 
that fingerprinting provision for somebody just because they are poor. 
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There are a lot of people who receive benefits from the State. 
Whether they are students, senior cilizens, State employees, business 
people who get loans, there are a lot of people who get benefits from 
the State, and we do not fingerprint them and we do not pass their 
fingerprints on to the State Police or any other law enforcement 
officials and thus invade their privacy. 

It is not a sin to be poor; it should not be a crime to be poor, and 
just because you are poor, you should not have different privacy 
rights than the rest of the citizenry. And so while I could have 
applauded an attempt at a program that potentially could reduce fraud 
where it was occurring, I cannot applaud a system that had to go 
M e r  and be punitive in nature and invade people's privacy rights 
unnecessarily. 

When we talked about the job training pilot project yesterday, I w 
think it is a great idea. There were a lot of members that thought it 
was a great idea, and there were members that thought it was such a 
great idea that they asked, through the amendment process, can we 
expand the pilot areas a little further? And what we were told in 
responx was, no, that is a bad amendment, quote, "we want to walk 
before we run." 

On the one hand you might say that is an admirable approach, a 
reasonable approach, a thoughtful approach, a cost-effective . 
approach, and I would have bought that if on the one hand when we 
were hylng to provide opportunities for employment we were being 
thoughtful, but when it came to another area, such as the 
fingerprinting, we threw the thought process aside, we threw the 

' 

reasonableness aside, we threw the cost effectiveness aside, because, 
Mr. Speaker, the reality of it is that we d ~ d  last year in the Welfare 
Code put a pilot project in for the fmgerprinting. 

The SPEAKER. The lady will yield. 
My records inmate that six more members desire recogmtion, so 

there is an end in sight. If we can keep the noise level down and 
allow the various speakers to go ahead, 1 Unnk it will be to 
everyone's advantage. 

The lady may proceed. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I said, I could have accepted the thoughtfulness and 

reasonableness going into the pilot prnject on jobs if it was not for the 
statewide expansion of the fingerprinting project, that if you ' 
remember, just last spring when we did a welfare reform bill, we 
included hgerprintng as a pilot project. It is my understanding fiom 
the State Department that RFP's are in the process of being let and 
considered in that process. So we have not even seen the cost 
effectiveness, the quality, whether or not the fmgerprinting has an 
ability to reduce fraud, and yet without that dormation from a pilot 
project, that I think 6 months ago we put in there trying to he 
thoughtful and deliberate, we have expanded it statewide. We have 
expanded it statewide when it is a punitive measure based on our 
assumptions or presumptions or stereotype that the vast majority of 
the people are out there committing fraud, and we want to be punitive 
and stop them from doing that awful thmg that I am sure 95 percent 
of them are doing, but yet when it came to providing them 
opportu~ty, getting them into the work force, we wanted to walk 
before we ran, and with a punitive measure, we wanted to sprint as 
fast as we could before the starter's gun ever even went off. These 
are the notions that have been in this bill that have made it so W 
puaitive and so onerous that the gwd parts of the bill have gotten lost 
on the floor of the IIouse and have gotten lost in the mire of 
confusion. 
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This afternoon at lunch break we tried to call down to HHS 

(Department of Health and Human Services) to try and get some 
clarification on questions that have arisen over and over again, both 
in committee and on the floor of the House, with regard to the 
child-exclusion provision and what happens to other benefits if we 
take l h~s  kind of action, and even then the response 6om them was 
not clear, that what we were given were absolute opinions that 
evelything would be okay. 

Mental health and mental retardation. Do we really know what we 
have done? Because if you know what we have done and you are 
comfortable that you understand how we have or have not affected 
people with mental health or mental retardation as it pertains to the 
mdcal  assistance and the voucher program, I wish you would get up 
and exp!ain it to me, because that, to me, is still a very unclear area 
of the law and very unfair to people in need to proceed without 
knowing the answers. 

The substance had merit at certain points. The overall effect of 
the 5ubstance is punitive. It is a sad day, 1 thmk, for poor people and 
for the people of Pennsylvania if HB 2 passes, hut more importantly, 
it is a sad day for our chamber that we put process over substance on 
an area that affects so many people's lives. 

I urge a "no" vote on I i B  2. 
The SPEAKER. The 6 1 mentioned a moment ago has gone to 1 1 
The Chair recoginzes the gentleman 6om Cled~eld,  Mr. George. 

Does the gentleman desire recogmtion? 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, 1 beg the indulgence of the Chair 

and lhIs body, and I will not be vely long. 
I need a moment maybe to gather a few thoughts on what has 

transpired here in the last couple of days, and honestly, if you will 
excuse me, I liken h s  to the fact that it reminds me of an old saying 
that "the longer it went, the damneder it got," and that is exactly what 
we have at this moment. 

We started to purvey and insist that we were going to follow the 
lead of the masses, those back home who insist that we should refom 
our assistance and those we should help in rcgard to those that no 
longer should be able to demand our help. Yet when I read the 
synopsis and we talk, Mr. Speaker, about talang "able body" off the 
rolls, there is not anybody that I know that would disagree with that 
t h q  and would refuse to abide with that policy and concept, but by 
"able body," my people back home do not mean babies, infants, and 
those women who need our help. 

I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, but yesterday you and I were t a h g  
about your tenure and the fact that I am a junior with only 20 years, 
but I remember when you were just a young fella leadimg the fight for 
the Republican side along with Mr. Butera and Mr. Seltzer, and over 
on t h ~ s  side we had the likes of Manderino and h i s  and Fineman. 
You people came at each other like pugilists, yet never did you lose 
for one moment the sight of who you are and what you represent, and 
even though yo4 sir, may have represented the Grand Old Party and 
those on my side represented, it said, the working men and women, 
you never refused, either of you, to sit back and do the vely best that 
you could for the men and women in our society. 

For those who are a little bit concerned, and please believe me, 
I apolope for keeping you here any later, and I know not one will 
change their vote &er listening to me, and I do not want to embarrass 
anyone when I say, I h o w  dam well there are people on our side that 
are going to vote for h s  mcasure because they think the people back 
home will take it diierently if that is not the case. 

You know, this morning I read the paper, and I am not talking 
about the newspaper account of how many times the other side ate 
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yesterday. I am talking about the article about Governor Shapp and 
the fact that he did not by to cut the needy from help. He simply tned 
to remove those who d d  not deserve - those who defaulted and those 
who were not doing what is honest Even though the people may have 
taken issue with that one argument, that Governor was elected the 
first tune by 500,000 votes, and the second time, with all that had 
transpired, by 300,000 votes. 

So for those of you that are going to go back home and say, yeah, 
I votedfor if then you ought to be honest enough and tell the people 
that you did hear kom the small business people whose cash registers 
ring continually when these little people get these benefits, and they 
are the ones that contacted you and said, do not vote for this bill; 
postpone this bill; the pharmacists are getting hurt or the 
chlmpractors are getting hurt, and we are not being treated right. So 
you see, when we pitch into their pockets, they do not like it either. 

1 could stand here and say a lot of things that I might even be 
sony for, and I am not going to mention these things at this time. I am 
sure you are all very happy that I have laryngitis. But let me say t h~s  
with an apology, Mr. Speaker: The majority leader insisted that we 
had 18 years and we went at this with such diligence, we went at this 
with such a frenzy, and we are going to be able to go home and tell 
the people what we have done. I am not wonied about this bill, to be 
very honest with you, Mr. Speaker. It is not going anywhere. It is 
going over Ulee and coming back, and it will be changed, so I am not 
worried about that. I am just going to go home and tell my people, 
things have changed since the Matt Ryan days. Oh, the people that 
come in are just as bright, and the people are just as loquacious, and 
they have such great elocution, but they forget one thing when they 
come here on the weekend. When they pack their bags and their car 
is overloaded, they must Leave at home a little logic and a little 
compassion. 

So I end by h s ,  Mr. Speaker, by simply saying, again, what an 
old gentleman told me: "There's a ditference between scratching your 
backside and tearing it to pieces," and some of you are going to have 
to look under your fmgemails tonight. I am voting "no." 

The SPEAKER Ifthat was not so funny, I would have it stricken 
from the record. On a reading of the Journal for today's date, that 
may not wme out quite the same. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Phladelphia, 
Mr. Ramos. 

Mr. RAMOS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise today in opposition to HB 2 on fmal passage. 
You know, as a freshman, it has not been very easy for me. On 

Monday, as I arrived here, at the end of session 1 was informed that 
1 was a member of the Health and Human Senices Committee. At 
the same b e ,  I was Informed that that committee was meeting to 
consider HB 2. Two hours after that, that hill had come out of 
committee and onto the House floor, and I am here today in 
opposition to that bill, because unlike many other districts in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, I represent a district that is one of 
the most if not the most impoverished districts in the entire 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

It is estimated that 48 percent of the people living in my district 
live under poverty. I represent the 180th District in Phladelphia, 
which is located in the northeastern part of this country. In the last 
10 years, this part of the country lost an estimated 40 percent of all 
the indusbial jobs. It is also in a city that lost a substantial amount of 
its industrial and commercial base, and as a result, you go down in 
my district and you see plenty of empty warehouses, industrial 
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buildings, empty lots that once used to house buildings which used 
to employ thousands of people. 

Many of you remember that 3 or 4 years ago the Federal 
Government had to extend, a couple of times, the unemploymenf 
compensation benefits because of the amount of people that were 
lwking for jobs and could not find them, and many of those people 
were also living in my d~strict. In my district it is estimated thaf 
40 percent of the residents in my district are 18 years or younger; 
60 percent of them are between the ages of 18 and 35. So this bill 
which we are considering today, no doubt, affects so many people in 
my district, and that is why I am in opposition today. 

I sat here on Monday to listen to the Governor talk about crime, 
but let me tell you that there is no greater need for us to talk about 
another% more than jobs. I think that if there is a special session 
that we should be having, it should have been on jobs, because I 
thmk that most people in this country and our mstricts are concerned 
about jobs, and I will fully support such an effort, even on the 
Republican side. If we think about it, the major issue affecting 
evelyone in this country is jobs, and some of the reasons or most of 
the reasons why people are on public assistance is because of the lack 
of opportunities and jobs. If you think that now because we have 
developed a pilot project on training and that we are going to 
privatize job training, the welfare recipients are going to run over to 
this job training program and at the end are going to be fully 
employed, enjoying basic benefits that many other people in this 
wunby and many of us enjoy, I do not think that is going to happen. 
It has not happened. 

We have not been able to even hear in the last few days anyone 
talking about any current success of any job training program in the 
State of Pennsylvania. I have still to hear any success, any measure 
of success, on any of these programs. So thinkmg that now with this 
job training program, people are going to be employed, they are 
going to get off welfare, I think that we are wrong. 

For the sake of time, obviously, I am going to be very short, for 
the sake of all of us, because I hope to get home and hope that my 
kids will recognize me when I get back. 

I just finally want to say that I thlnk this bill does a lot of 
injustices to a lot of people. In my opinion, we should have given an 
opportunity for public hearings, for public input, because tlns 
measure affects so many people - thousands of women and children 
in this Commonwealth. There was no need to huny this legslation 
the way it is being done. Especially, I know for a fact that a lot of 
people in my district are going to d e r  as a consequence, and I have 
to stand here and tell you that I cannot support it on those bases. I 
h k  that we should allow more time to consider the impact of tlns 
legislation on chldren, especially on women and families, and these 
are people who are the most unfortunate, who deserve our most 
consideration. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank you for the opportunity. I urge 
all my colleagues to vote "no" on HB 2:Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recogmzes the gentleman from Philadelpha, 

Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to oppose HB 2. 
I need to know, Mr. Speaker, what is the rush to judgment in this 

matter? I do not have a MI printed-out copy of the legislation. I have 
got 1,000 amendments, not quite 1.000. For points of exaggeration, 
I have 1,000 amendments that I have got to go over, and I have to 
present back to my constituency tomorrow HB 2, and that is 
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improper. If I had a final copy of the legislation, I could give it to 
folks tomorrow when I get back to my district, hopefully, and show 
them what we have done in Harrisburg and actually show them, 
probably, the passed legislation. What is the rush to judgment, is the 
fust question. '4 

I am opposed to HB 2 also, Mr. Speaker, because it hurts 
children. the right-to-Ma, it does. It encourages women not to have 
kids. Kids are not the demons in this situation; the adults are. Kids 
shouldbe allowed to live, and any legislation that we pass that stops 
birth or life is in opposition to the right to life, so we need to mull 
over that and think about that when we vote for this legxlation. 

There are issues of privacy. There are issues of confidentiality. 
Tbere is the issue of family cap, and that is the issue I just addressed 
to the right-to-lifers. It is not right. It is not good legslation. Kids do 
not do it. The mission is and I believe the same way everyone else 
does that ifyou work, you should be paid. I believe in the work etlnc. 
I believe that somehow we have to stop all these parents from having 
all these children, hut I do not believe that the family cap is the 
methodology. We need to continue to provide the services to these 
kids somehow around the parents who are having the kids, and we 
did not succeed with tins HB 2. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I just want it to be on record that Mike Horsey , 
in the 190th opposes HB 2. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady h m  Phladelphla, Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to urge a "no" vote for the child exclusion and abortion 

inducement act of 1995 for a number of reasons, the first one being 
that over the last 4 years, we have done a tremendous amount of work 
in this welfare area, and I would like to put that on record. This was 
a Democratic adnunistration, a Democratic-dominated House, but 
ce&nly Republicans had part to do with th~s, and it was a bipartisan 
effort. 

We contained wsts by medical assistance cost-containment 
initiatives. We maximized Federal funds. We substituted generic 
drugs for brand drugs for adults. We set up and got into performance 
HealthPASS, health insurance organizations, HMO's, and many 
kinds of managed care. We strengthened chld support enforcement. 

We deferredi?aud by front-end investigations, by starting a pilot 
project on elecImnic benetit transfers, by our pilot program on finger 
photo ID'S, by a 60-day residency requirement, by increasing the 
fraud penalties, by adding a right of recovery from probate estates, 
and by strengthening proof of disability standards. 

We promoted responsibility and self-sa~ciency by strengthening 
child support, by setting up a procedure for voluntary 
acknowledgment of paternity at hlrth, by removing welfare liens, by 
agreements of mutual responsibility between clients and the w 
department, and by setting up educational savings accounts. 

We made work pay by setting up the New Directions and the 
Bridge to Employment programs and by referring welfare recipients 
to the Conservation Colps. We expanded workfare to nonprofit 
agencies. We established a job creation task force. We reauthorized 
the employment incentive tax credit program. We eliminated 
eligibility as "chronically needy" solely on basis of age, and we 
limited eligibility for those who voluntarily quit work. 

We stopped the cycle of dependency by educational savings W 
accounts, by expanding eligihility for 18- to 20-year-olds who 
completed school, by the Learnfare pilot project, by the 
New Directions program, and by expanded assistance for victims of 
domestic violence. We demanded accountability in performance by 
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agreement - that agreement, for mutual responsibility - by a biannual 
report to the General Assembly on caseloads and services and by an I MOTION TO LIMIT DEBATE 

independent performance evaluation of the workfare program. 
I think we have a h e  record, and I thmk we have no need to rush 

into other tlungs. That is one reason why I urge a "no" vote. 
You know that I oppose this bill because I thmk it encourages 

abortion, because it is punitive, because it is cruel, because it 
punishes children, but the subjects of the bill are not the only people 
who are being punished. I believe the taxpayers are going to be 
punished also. 1 think this bill is a fraud on the taxpayers. 

You heard Representative Manderino talk about how we are 
jumping into a statewide fingerprinting program, whlch we have no 
idea what it will cost or whether it will be effective. In some ways, 
that is the least of the problem. 

As amember of the Appropriations Committee, I have to tell you, 
and as my chairman has said many times on this floor, it is time to 
stop practicing avoidance behavior. We are facing a 5600- to 
5800-mill~on increase in welfare programs. 

Now, the fiscal note that was prepared by the Republicans for 
HB 2 says that we-it is a very, very optimistic fiscal note-it says we 
may save up to 532 million on this bill. Let me just, for sake of 
argument, say, let us double it; let us double it. We are going to save 
564 million by passing this bill. Does anybody have any idea what 
percentage of the welfare budget that is? I am not asking to 
interrogate. I will give you the answer. It is barely over 5 percent. 
This bill does not address the areas where the cost is really spiraling 
out of control, medcal assistance, and the largest part of that is 
long-term care. Thls bill is a fraud on the taxpayer, and the taxpayer 
is a victim as much as the 12-year-old little gul who is a victim of 
incest. 

Many people have talked about the process here. I also deplore 
it. I deplore it. We were forced on the House floor to act as if we 
were a committee. That is the reason. I do commend the majority 
leader for opening up the House floor the way he did, the Republican 
leader. I only wish that the Health and Human Services Committee 
had been opened up. If it had, we would not have spent 2 days on the 
House floor here. If we had run that committee the way we should 
have, we would not be sutfering the way we are today. We did a 
disservice to ourselves and to the dignity of this institution on this 
bill, and I deplore that. 

Finally, if I were really political, if I were not the fiscal 
conservative and the fiscally responsible person that I am, I would 
vote for this bill, because 1 thmk this bill is an embarrassment to the 
Republican, our new Governor. Ev+g that he has said in print 
and to us only a few days ago has been conciliatory and very 
cooperative in tone. I am sure people on the other side put their 
dollars and their energy a@ their time in getting him elected and 
were happy when he was elected. Now you have cut the ground out 
from under him. I do not understand why, but it is your party. 

The other reason, if I were really political and not responsible, as 
I am, I would vote for it is because 1 think this bill goes a long way to 
hreakmg any kind of budget that the Republican administration now 
has to fom. It is very, very expensive, but 1 am a fiscal conservative, 
and I am a fiscally responsible person. 

I urge a "no" vote on this bill, and I hope that all of my colleagues 
will vote with me. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of HB 2 on final passage, the 
Chair recognizes the gentJanan, Mr. Gladeck. For what purpose does 
the gentleman rise 7 

Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion, if 
Imay. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his motion. 
Mr. GLADECK. 1 would like to make a motion that we limit 

debate for the remainder of this debate on final passage to 3 minutes 
per speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment. 
The gentleman's motion is in order, and it is not debatable. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion7 

The SPEAKER On the question of the motion of the gentleman, 
Mr. Gladeck, the Chair recoguzes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin. 

Although it is not debatable, as a matter of courtesy we have 
extended to the floor leaders the opportunity to speak briefly on 
matters such a s k s ,  and that courtesy will continue. 

Mr Itkin. 
Mr. ITKIN. Could you advise the House how many members are 

seeking recognition fiom the floor7 
The SPEAKER. To speak on the bill 7 
Mr. ITKIN. To speak on the issue. 
The SPEAKER. WeU, Mr. Itlan, I can say, at one point I had said 

there were 6; it grew to 11; the 11 turned into about 17; there are 
now 8 remaining that I am aware of. 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

Mr. ITKIN. Okay. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the gentleman 
withdraw his motion temporarily, now that those people who are 
going to seek recognition will understand the timeframe and perhaps 
they will voluntarily agree to limit their remarks. I would prefer to do 
it that way than see the House come down on the membership. 

We have been here for- I cannot remember what day it is this 
week, but we have been here for a long time, and we have been doing 
so well. Let us not get acrimonious right now in the final hours. I 
would appreciate it if Mr. Gladeck would withdraw his motion 
temporarily. 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes, sir. I have no problem in doing that. 
Mr. ITKIN. And the word to the remaining speakers, from my 

point of view, is, you heard the message; let us get on with the task. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Mr. Kukovich, rise 7 

Mr KUKOVICH. For a point of information for the Chair. 
In the spirit of Mr. Itkin's comments and to accommodate 

Representative Gladeck, I will withdraw my name as a speaker on 
fmal passage. 

The SPEAKER. You saved a half hour. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Do we have any more such volunteers 7 
Would it help if I called out the names so that maybe peer 

pressure could be put to work 7 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Mr. Sturla, for 30 seconds. 

Mr. STURLA Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have a wuple of questions, and then I would ltke to make a few 

quick wmments, and I will try and he brief 
Will the prime sponsor, Mr. Flick, rise for a brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman consents to interrogation. You 

may begin. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a couple of questions. The job training that is in 

here, I thmk it actually looks like a pretty gcod program and, I 
believe, will do some good things. My question is, how does t h s  job 
training program dBer f?om the current job training program we 
have in existence in Pennsylvania, the New Directions program? Are 
there major differences, or is this to supplement it 7 How do we 
differentiate between the two? Is it similar? I mean, because I think 
it is, and I would just hke to know that it is so that- 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides for a pilot program 
where the State would request proposals from the private sector so 
that we could develop a system where the private sector is training, 
counseling, and placing individuals into employment. The payment 
plan is broken down in quarterly payments, whch when the final 
payment is made, the inchvidual would have been working 1 year. As 
I am sure you are aware, New Directions is a training program 
handled by the State. 

We are looking to privatize. Rather than use govemment 
employees, we are lookmg to downsize government. The private 
sector is very successful. Many companies, I am sure, would be 
interested in bidding t h~s  program. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you. 
To be quite kuthful, I knew a lot of the provisions were the same, 

but I guess that was the one distinction that I had not made as a 
difference beforehand, and I appreciate that. 

On the health voucher system, a sunilar question. Right now there 
is Healthy Choices in Pennsylvania, which is a program that is 
operated in Philadelpha and, I believe, the six surrounding counties. 
I believe it contracts with the Mercy Health Plan. Is that similar to the 
health plan that we are looking at here with the pilot programs in the 
various counties, because I thmk it has been a relatively successful 
program in terms of cutting costs ? 

Mr. FLICK. No. As a matter of fact, Healthy Choices has not 
even been given a contract yet. We are looking to establish a program 
whereby, again, the Commonwealth could contract for private health 
insurance for inchviduals. It would not necessarily be an HMO. It 
wuldbe any provider group could gather together and submit a bid. 
Again, we are leaving this up to the department to structure the 
proposal. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you. 
A couple of further questions, and then I will make comments. 
The electronic benefits and fmge$rinting, basically, they are 

expansions of pilot programs that are in existence now. Is that 
correct 7 

Mr. FLICK. That is correct. 
Mr. STURLA And the community work program, whch the 

name has been changed to the workfare progam, basically, that has 
existed for, I think, what is it, 12 years? 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It has existed since, 1 believe, 1982, when it was passed and 

signed into law. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we have adopted about 10 or 12 of your 
amendments. You are probably one of the most familiar people with 
this bill. I cannot believe that you do not know the answers to these 
questions which you are asking now. 

If you wish to make a statement, I would suggest you make a 1 
statement, but- 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Well, I just wanted to make sure that my 
interpretation was the same as yours, and I believe it is. 

I would like to be recognized to make a few comments now, 
please. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
1 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I stand to support this bill. While I believe that there are some 
concerns that I have, overall there are many portions of t h s  bill that 
I believe move in the right h a t i o n .  

Job training is something that I believe is necessary. We have 
tried to do that in the past, and my understanding is, we are loolung 
at expanding those oppottunities. 

The health-care voucher system, I believe, expands on pilot 
programs that have been in existence and creates new opportunities 
in that area. Obviously, the electronic benefits and fingerprinting 
system was an expansion of those pilot programs. 

The community work program, which I believe has some flaws 
and, as a result of that, has not been enforced for several years, 
obviously may be enforced again. I would hope that we would make - 
some positive changes to that in the future. 

There are, however, some concerns that I have - the two sections 
particularly, those that deal with transitionally needy and 
detemunation of need of additional children - and I would hope that 
the Senate would perhaps look at these further. 

I know that the comment has been made by the Ridge 
-stration that they want to work with the Senate. I know I have 
talked to many of my colleagues on both sides who have said, why 
are we debatingths thing7 The Senate is going to change it anyway; 
they will clean it up; they will change things; do not worry about it. 
I would hope that this is one of those sections where they in fact do 
some of that. 

One of the things that we are doing is we are cutting off additional . 
cbldren to women who are on AFDC or who are currently eligible ' 

for AFDC. What we are not doing is limiting benefits to new 
fust-time teen mothers, which is one of the things that Governor 
Ridge said he was most concerned about in h s  address, and at the 

I same time we have cut the transitionally needy payments to 18- to 
I 
I 25-year-olds. 

Now, I would ltke to talk about an example in my district. We 
have a teen parenting progam in my high school. I visited that hgh 
school and the teen parenting program several months ago, and I w 
asked them whether they were working with the teen fathers that 
were obviously getting these teenage girls pregnant, and they said 
where in fact the teenage father existed and they had access to the 
father, they were working with them, hut in 70 percent of the cases, 
70 percent of the teen mothers that they had in their program had 
given birth to a chld fathered by someone between the ages of 20 
and 40. 

Now, what we have done here with this bill and where I have the 
problem with th~s bill, despite my support for it, is that we have taken 
those people, those men in that category, 18 to 25, taken away any 
benefit that they have, and we have said to teen girls, you do get 
benefits if you get pregnant, and that I believe makes a meal ticket 
out of a teenager. I believe what we will in fact see is higher rates of 
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teen pregnancy among girls who are having children to fathers 
between the ages of 20 and 40, and I tlunk that is an alarming trend. 
1 think that is something that members on both sides of the aisle 
would want to deal with, and I think that is what most people believe 
welfare reform should be about and we do not deal with it in t h~s  bill. 
So 1 would hope that either the Senate deals with it or we deal with 
it in the future, and so I wanted to get that point across. 

I guess I have some w n m m  about the fiscal note that was issued 
on the bill itself in that the savings kom job training, I believe, will 
occur but I do not believe they will occur as rapidly. We are going to 
have to spend some moncy up front, which I believe is necessary, but 
I do not know that we are going to have those quick-term savings, so 
I would hope that we would h$ck with this job training program even 
if thc savings are not realized in the next year or two. 

Workfare, I believe, has some long-term savings, but again, the 
gear-up costs that we had talked about earlier when we were doing 
amendmenh are going to cost money up front, and I hope we realize 
that and stick with it rather than giving up on it. 

In closing, I would just say that I think we have done some harm 
with th~s bill, but I Unnk we have expandcd some things that are good 
about welfare reform. I would hope that, as I said before, the 
Governor works with the Senate to take care of some of these 
problems and that in fact when we revislt welfare reform in the 
future, that we would deal with some of these problems, because if 
what we are truly about in welfare reform is helping people, I think 
we have got quite a long way to go yet. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair r e c o m e s  the lady from Phladelphia, Ms. Bishop. 
Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to HB 2 in its current form. 
It is mhumanc and bordering on being criminal in nature. Its 

impact will be just as deadly as the Street Sweeper, the Uzi, the 
M-12, the M-6, or any of the other dangerous assault weapons in our 
community. 

The chief beneficiaries of public assistance are women and 
children, and therefore, the victrms of its destruction would he our 
children. As well as we arc able, as well as 1 am able to assess, this 
bill will write off young people before they even have a chance. 

I lowevt~, because this bill was developed, because tlus bill was 
introduced, because this bill %'as moved out of committee, and 
because this bill was movcd to the IIouse floor without a public or 
any public input, we are not fully able to access its impact. 

I am gravely disturbed by certain aspects of tlus measure. The 
provisions of the bill put the greatest responsibility and the greatest 
burden on women and chldren. 

In one instance we wanted to at least allow for an appeal denial 
so that a woman who had been turned down assistance would have 
a chance to be heard and at least a possibility to receive assistance. 
I Ia t  amendment failed. We wanted to insure that all needy children 
would receive assistance whether or not they were born whle their 
mothers were on welfare. That amendment was killed, Mr. Speaker. 
We wanted to gve victims of domestic violence more time to receive 
ass~stance, more than just thc mere 9 months that was mentioned, and 
that amendment was lulled, Mr. Speaker. The most devastating act 
that a woman can experience, the most humiliating act that a woman 
can experience is the act of rape and incest. Absolutely n o h g  is 
more devastating to any woman than having been violated, and we 
hied to see that she had some kmd of help in this, and that went down 
the drain. 

The c h a u ~ s m  of the ov&ehhg male chamber ofthis House 
is coming through; it is c o w  through loud and clear, and it is being 
heard, and it is going to be heard back in our districts, Mr. Speaker, 
and it is going to be heard ringing louder than a tingling bell and a 
soundtng cymbal. 

This bill punishes women; it punishes children; it places the 
burden totally on the woman. As further evidence ofthis prejudice, 
the bill's cuts to the AFDC programs are said to he designed to deter 
single mothers from having chldren, but at the same time the bill 
wants to exclude contraceptives and prescription allowances. 

I believe and many of the people in my community believe and 
other organizations agree that this will result in more abortions 
because the mother simply will not be able to afford to have children 
or to raise chldren. I am certain this is not the intent of those who 
created thIs legislation. All poor women-and I want t b~s  House to 
understandth~sall poor women do not get pregnant just to receive a 
check. There are some who have planned and planned very carefully 
but they have accidents, like 1 am sure if it would be admitted, some 
of us planned but had accidents. I can tell you I had four. 

All needy children should be covered. We cannot possibly 
understand all the extenuating circumstances of our constituents' 
lives that led them to being on welfare rolls. By setbng harsher and 
harsher limits, we are tummg away from the most vulnerable 
members of our Commonwealth. We are automatically sentencing 
these children to a life of failure, a life of poverty, a life of 
devastation, a life of the, and a life of worthlessness. 

The truth is that welfare is not responsible for the breakdown in 
the nuclear family, but public assistance does take care of the 
children who arc the victims of the breakdown until we in this 
General Assembly can get around to fixing the real cause, which is 
joblessness, poverty, crime, addction, which has contributed to the 
moral erosion and physical devastation of our entire society, our 
homes, our communities, our Commonwealth, and our Nation. 

These poor children deserve to have an o p p o d t y  to live a 
better quality of life They are our future. An investment in our future 
today detetmines how our dividends will return to us tomorrow. 

So I beg you to vote "no" on HB 2. I am voting "no" for it. I 
cannot, in its present form, vote "yes" for it, and I am aslung anyone 
who cares about children, anyone who still has compassion and 
sensitivity about ctuldren, to vote "no" on HI3 2. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Phladelphia, 

Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I question the maker of the bill? I have about 

four questions, and then I would llke to make a brief comment. 
The SPEAKER. I do not see the gentleman on the floor. The 

gentleman, Mr. Flick, is not on the floor at this time. 
Mr. JAMES. Okay. If he returns before, can I then question him, 

unless there is someone else that maybe can answer questions as it 
relates to HI3 2 in the area of the assistance recipient identification 
program. Can anyone do that? 

Okay. What I can do, Mr. Speaker, you can go to the next person, 
and I will yield and wait until he comes back. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogizes the gentleman from 
Delaware, Mr. Kxkland. 

Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, Mr. Flick is in the back dyou need to see him. 
Today 1 lendmy voice to the cham of voices that are denouncing 

the Republican drive for so-called welfare reform, HB 2. 

- JOURNAL - 



294 LEGISLATIVE JC 
The plan being put forward by the other side of the aisle is not an 

etfnt to address the needs of Pennsylvania's poorest citizens. Instead, 
it is a mean-spirited and flawed attempt to win political points. 

I oppose HE 2 because it does not address many of the most 
fundamental factors involved in welfare dependency - education 
equity, substance treatment, and real job creation. 

Two-thirds of all AFDC recipients that have been on the rolls for 
over 2 years have not graduated 6om htgh school. The average adult 
on welfare has eighth grade math and reading skills. Between 25 to 
40 percent of AFDC recipients have learning disabilities. Thirty-four 
to 40 percent of all AFDC recipients tested at the "least proficient" 
reading level. These, Mr. Speaker, are the most extreme and most 
unfortunate cases, and my concern is, where are these people going 
to fmdjobs? 

Mr. Speaker, could I have some order, Mr. Speaker 7 
The SPEAKER. Could I have order in the House, please. 
The conference in the vicinity of the gentleman, Mr. Kirkland, 

please cease. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The reality is that we must educate welfare recipients in order to 

elevate them. 
A soon-to-be-released study by economist Harry Holzer of 

employers in Atlanta, Boston, Detroit, and Los Angeles found that 
only 5 to 10 percent of low-skilled employment openings were 
available to indviduals with few skills or little work experience. 

In arecent US. News and World Report article, many employers 
were quoted as saying they "...wanted a [woman] who can type 70 
words a minute with Lotus 1-2-3," for these kmds of entry level 
positim. 

How are welfare recipients going to 6nd a job in this environment 
without proper education and training, and bow are our young people 
going to stay off welfare if the money for education is not distributed 
equally throughout our school districts? 

Many companies that used ta hire welfare mothers now insist that 
all applicants be over 21 and have a high school diploma. 

If Republicans were serious about getting people off the dole, 
they would invest in education and trainimg of our pwple. 

Some of my Republican colleagues will probably say that welfare 
recipients should have learned or acquired these skills in school, and 
I agree. However, many welfare recipients live in our most 
impoverished and underfunded school distncts; they live in dstricts 
with deteriorating buildmgs and outdated equipment; they live in 
disaicts with shortages of books and personnel; they live in dstricts 
that are drug-infested and have hgh rates of violence. So it should 
not be surprising that students 6om these areas are oflen poorly 
educated and have few skills. So it should not be surprising that 
individuals kom these distncts have difficulty securing and 
maintaining long-term employment. 

I have a message for my Republican colleagues. If you are serious 
about reform, provide full funding for the PAVE (Pennsylvania 
Anti-Violence Education) Initiative program whlch attempts to deal 
with violence, drugs, and other ills that b ~ g  about welfare 
dependency. 

If you are serious about reform, provide additional education 
equity funding for Pennsylvania's poorest schools withm our 
Commonwealth. If you are serious, meate real jobs for the people that 
you are attempting to throw out into the cold. 

Today I challenge Republicans. If you are serious about reform, 
be consistent. If you are going to eliminate benefits for 18- to 
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25-year-old able-bded people because they are presumably the 
least needy, then let us also eliminate State funding for the least needy 
school dshicts in this Commonwealth. Let us change the 
Pennsylvania school fundmg formula and reduce State aid to our 
wealhest school districts because they are presumably the least w 
needy. if we undertook ilus course of action, I believe that 
Pennsylvania could win the battle against welfare dependency. 

The problem is that there are people here who are not serious. I 
believe that their interest lies in readmg political polls rather than 
helping the people on welfare. 

If the Republicans are serious about welfare reform, where are 
the plans and funding for drug rehabilitation in HI3 2 ? 

A Demnba 1994 study by the Depsrtment of Health and Human 
Services found that 16 percent, 16 percent of welfare mothers suffer j 
6om substance abuse problems that are likely to require treatment in 
order to succeed in job training programs. Some experts believe that 
the actual rates are higher. 

The need for drug treatment as a part of welfare reform is not a 
Democratic or Republican position. Many States with Republican 
Governors recognize the merit of this kmd of investment. Even 
Wisconsin, governed by the Republican poster boy for welfare 
reform, Tommy Thompson, now advocates required treatment for 
dmg and alcohol users as the number one way to boost the impact of 
its jobs program for welfare recipients. 

I find it ironic that Pennsylvania Republicans want to mandate 
testing but do not want to mandate drug treatment. To me, there is . 
sometlung wrong, something hypocritical about this position. 

I am saddened by the fact that the House Republican leaderslup 
has chosen to single out and demonize the poor rather than work 
toward ccmhctive and effective solutions to the problem of welfare 
dependency. 

1 want to close by emphasizing a few points. Point one, if 
Pennsylvania is going to become a police State for poor people, then 
it should be a police State for all people. Under the Republican plan, 
we are going to fingerprint and violate lhe privacy rights of millions 
of people who happen to be down on their luck. If the poor must be ' 

subjected to this unconstitutional and degradng process, so should 
any Pennsylvanian that receives public dollars or monetary benefits 
from the Commonwealth. Evay person with a student loan, every 7 

person with a State contract, every person with a State @ant or 
government salary should undergo this humiliating process. 

No Pennsylvanian is better than another, and welfare benefits are 
no diierent than any other public expendture. If you must undergo 
fmgerprinting and a criminal background check to receive welfare, 
then a background check and fingerprinting should be a requirement 
to secure a State contract or a student loan. Fair is fair. 

Supporters of these invasive measures would do well to * 
remember one of the lessons that my parents taught me. Treat people 
bow you want to be treated. If more people remembered tius 
principle, drug testing and fmgerprintmg would not be so popular. 

Point two, create real jobs and create them now, not Burger King, 
not McDonald's, but jobs that will allow a person an opportunity to 
provide for hts or her family in a manner that will make them feel 
g d  about who they are, jobs that will allow them the opportunity to 
purchase a home, a car, and even pay for tuition for a chld who 
wishes to attend college. e 

Point three, Mr. Speaker, the Republicans have said they have 
developed a contract with America, where in fact what they have 
done is taken out a contract on America. They have taken out a 
contract on America's poor; they have taken out a contract on 
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America's physically challenged; they have taken out a contract on 
America's mentally ill; and worst of all, they have taken out a 
contract on our children. Shame on you. 

Finally, to leave you without a quotation from the Bible would be 
very uncharacteIistic of me. I believe it to be important because it lets 
each of you know what fate awaits those of you who would cause or 
allow harm to come to these chldren. The Book of Matthew tells us 
that "Whoso shall offend one of these little ones which believe in me, 
it were better for him that a nullstone were hanged about his neck and 
that he were drowned in the depth of the sea." 

To deny a little one the financial help he or she needs to survive 
is offensive. And I hope those of you who vote for this offensive 
measure are able to hold your breath for a long time. 

Earlier it was said that we should lull the monster. Vote "no" and 
kill this monster. HE3 2. 

The SPEAKER. The Chau thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Phladelphia, 

Mr. Roebuck. 
Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There is about t h s  discussion somethmg that 1 fmd to be deeply 

disturbing, and it is the way in which we have managed to 
characterize those who are welfare recipients, those who are in 
distress, those who are being told that somehow they are inadequate 
because they lack character. It is suggested that somehow they are 
irresponsible, that somehow they are dishonest, somehow they 
manipulate a system, that somehow they are dfierent, that they do not 
want to work. Indeed, last night, as we concluded our debate, it was 
suggested that those who wanted these benefits, those who are 
women, might even choose to be dishonest about whether they have 
been victims of incest or rape in order to get $80 more a month, and 
that 1s what we said on this floor, and that is wrong. 

Certainly those of us here apparently have never had any family 
members who have had to partake of welfare. Certainly no one here 
individually has ever done that; none of our fathers or our 
giandparents have done that; none of our brothers or our sisters have 
done that, or M y  we would not characterize those individuals in 
this way. 

Those of us who say that we are public officials, it seems to me, 
ought to be very careful when we do this kind of thing, because we 
ought to remember that there are those who thmk of us in exactly 
these same t m ,  who say that we are dishonest, that we manipulate 
a system, that we do h g s  that are basically wrong because we serve 
what we believe to be a public need. 

There is about this somethmg else though that is disturbing, and 
that is that we have captured again the rhetoric of the 1920's. It is 
clear to me that thc other party still takes as a patron saint Herbert 
Clark I-Ioover, for we arc reminded again it is the private sector that 
will solve our problems, that it is the nonprofits that will provide for 
those who are in distress, that it is the churches that we should look 
to to provide this aid, that it is other Americans who should provide 
this aid and not the government. And as we plunge then into 
increasing &stress and chaos, we will continue to mouth those words 
that that in itself will solve the problem. 

It is suggested that there is a mean-spiritedness about this. Well, 
I suggest that it is not a mean spirit; it is basically just mean. 

I would urge that we defeat HB 2. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, 

Ms. Washington. 

Ms. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask the members of 
the House to vote "no" on HB 2 and to reject this cruel and unusual 
so-called welfare package. 

As a mother and a former welfare recipient, I stand today to 
denounce this vicious attack on the women and children of this 
Commonwealth. It is an attack on women and children, because 
HB 2 fails to address the many problems of mothers on welfare. 

The bottom lime is that any welfare reform plan that does not 
address the issues like domestic violence and pregnancy prevention 
is doomed to fGl. 

I believe that the atiempts to rush this legslation are another case 
of politics over policy. 

In my view, HB 2 is nothmg more than an attempt by some 
members of this House to copy inside-the-beltway Republicans. To 
paraphrase a famous Nike m e n : i a l ,  the members of the House are 
trying to be like Newt instead of like Michael Jordan. Instead of 
wonying about the inside-the-bellway crowd, the members of this 
chamber should be wo-g about Pennsylvania's children and their 
families. 

Mr. Speaker, HB 2 is a tragedy, and who is the loser in this 
tragedy? Our children, our future. 

M r  Speaker, I thank the members of this House for adopting my 
amendment that calls on mass transit authorities across the 
Commonwealth to establish a low-income ridership program so that 
people on assistance have a means of transportation to get to their 
place of employment; that is, if they have employment. 

However, this provision does not address the total economic 
devastation that HB 2 has and that is going to wreck the status of the 
State's children and their families. 

Shame on us for imposing a cap on family benefits to AFDC 
mothers. Ths  uncaring and vicious proposal is based on political 
rhetoric instead of reality. 

This plan is cwently being attempted in New Jersey, and the 
results are inconclusive. It has never been proven that a relationship 
exists between supplemental welfare benefits and additional children. 

What do we know about this cap? This cap will mean increased 
hunger. This cap will mean increased homelessness. This cap will 
mean increased chld developmental problems. This cap will mean 
an increased number in the number of dysfunctional families in our 
State. 

We know that the plan to cap benefits will further penalize the 
children of Pennsylvania's neediest families by forcing their families 
to stretch their already limited resources. 

This proposed cap is even more cruel and mean-spinted when 
one considers that assistance would be denied to women for children 
that were conceived before they were on welfare. This means that if 
a woman is laid off 6om her job and becomes pregnant after the fact, 
that she would not receive addtional benefits for her child. This 
meansthat if a woman's place ofemployment moves to another State 
and she becomes pregnant, that she would not receive additional 
assistance. 

I guess some members believe that it is a woman's fault if she 
finds herself in these circumstances. Well, I do not buy that trash. 
Mr. Speaker, we are in essence placing a lien on children by adopting 
a cap on benefits. We are placing a lien on human life. Last session 
we removed welfare liens, and we should not now be in the business 
of placing liens on babies. 

Mr. Speaker, the cruelty in this chamber knows no bounds. Not 
only are we going to cut cash assistance, but we are going to reduce 
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health care. We are telling people that they can only see a doctor 18 
times a year and have 3 prescriptions a month. 

There was a man that was at our press conference the other day 
who had several medical problems. He was a Republican, 
Mr. Speaker, and he askedus whch one of h s  medical problems did 
we want hun not to take care of He asked us what medication did we 
want him not to have the prescription filled for, and, Mr. Speaker, we 
could not answer that question for hun, so maybe you can, because 
he is a Republican, and I just hope that when the Republican 
memberj ofthis chamber vote "yes" on HE3 2, that they will consider 
that gentleman. 

Shame on us, Mr Speaker, for rejecting fair play and due process 
for the poor. Our cruelty shows no bounds. Some members of this 
chamber would rather appear tough on welfare because it is g o d  for 
newspaper headlines and television sound bites. Instead of being 
tough on welfare, we ought to be smart on welfare. How can we be 
smart on welfare without prevention and intervention 7 My mother 
always taught me an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. 

Mr. Speaker, HB 2 must be rejected for numerous reasons. There 
are so many wrong things with the bill that we would be here for 
several more hours if I listed all of them. What we need in 
Pennsylvania is real welfare reform, and that does not mean HB 2. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that those in this chamber that vote "yes" on 
HE3 2 will vote "yes" for family planning in the spring. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Kenney. 

Mr. KENNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 know everyone wants to go home, so I would like 

to submit my remarks for the record in writing. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. Are you sure you would not prefer to give these 

remarks, Mr. Kenney 7 
Mr. KENNEY. I am sure, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNEY submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support HB 2 regarding Pennsylvania's 
outdated welfare system. This legislation emphasizes personal responsibility 
eliminating automatic cash grant increases for those who chwse to have 
more children. It helps to reduce fraud by establishing a finger-imaging 
identification program which would eliminate duplication of benefits. I1 
makes bener use of taxpayer dollars by providing vouchers to welfare 
recipients to purchase health insurance, by privatizing job training and 
restoring the work ethic, by promoting public service in exchange for 
benefits. It also creates selfdependence and economic independence for 
young, able-bodied 18- to 25-year-olds who have no dependents. By 
eliminating the 60 days of cash assistance they receive every 2 years, the 
temptation will be gone to take the easy road. 

These are only same of the changes in &El 2, and we must continue tc 
lwk out for those ~enns~lvanians who work hard, play by the rules, pay theil 
taxw. and teach their children to obev the law while heloina those on welfare . - 
become productive, independent citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 would ask my colleagues to join me in creating positive 
change in Pennsylvania's welfare system by supporting "Pennsylvania's 
Personal Responsibility Law" - HB 2.  Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. James will be the last speaker. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I see that Mr. Flick has not returned yet, so I better go on with my 

comments. 
Mr. Speaker, today the majority House leadership will attempt to 

ram through the House a vague, ill-conceived and hastily prepared, 
mean-spirited welfare reform package, and I urge all of us to vote 
"no" on HE3 2. 

In pursuing this course of action, those leaders are endangering 
the lives of Pennsylvania's chlldren and poor people by placing 
HB 2 on the legislative fast track. They are microwaving this 
le@slation, like Newt Gingrich, to poor people. There has been very r, 
M e ,  if any, forethought into the e t i n g  of this legislation as it relates 
to poor people. 

The House Health and Human SeMces Committee was formed 
Monday past, and I strenuously object to the consideration of such a 
punitive and draconian proposal as HE3 2 without the benefit of 
public hearings. I strenuously object to the consideration of thts 
important measure without the carefd review of the Health and 
Human Savlces Committee. I strenuously object to the consideration 
of such a serious measure without calling for impact studies. 

I call on the House to place this legislation on the right track 
instead of the fast track by voting "no" today, and if we cannot 
reamnit  it, ifprffiedures do not allow us to recommit it, we should " 

at least, at least, Mr. Speaker, let the House Health and Human 
Services Committee hold some hearings on thts impact as it atfects 
poor people in the Commonwealth. 

There are a number of problems with this legislation. First and 
foremost is the criminalization of poverty. 

Provisions such as fmgerpnnting and the elimination of the 
confidentiality of records are unacceptable. The confidentiality issue 
is particularly disturbing, because I believe it is unconstitutional to 
allow State Police ce to the names of people on public assistance. 

Essentially the majority leadershp is saying, if you fall on bard ' 
times, you are going to be a criminal. Do we hold these same 
standards for State employees? Do we hold these same standards for 
those who have State contracts? The answer is no, because it is an 
invasion of privacy. Therefore, we should not violate the welfare 
recipients' rights to privacy. 

These provisions, Mr. Speaker, are unacceptable in my view, 
because they sinde out poor people - poor people in my district, poor 
people throughout the Commonwealth. They are singling out people 
who are locked out of our political and economic systems. Even as 
we by to open up registration through motor-voter, that has been cut 
off and we have had to be sued by the Justice Department. w 

People on assistance do not hire lobbyists, Mr. Speaker, or they 
do not have huge PAC's (political action committees) to protect their 
interests like corporate welfare recipients. I believe that if we are 
going to impose these sanctions on people on assistance, then we 
should impose these same standards on any individual that receives 
any kind of monetary benefits from the Commonwealth. 

I also, Mr. Speaker, have serious problems with two other 
sections of this package. They are the no-new-cash benefit and the 
elimination of the 18- to 25-year-old assistance category. The w 
no-new-cash benefit is modeled after New Jersey law that refuses 
additional money to needy mothers for any new children. This 
proposal is based on the irrational notion that welfare mothers have 
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extra chldren to get extra money. I do not know of any mothers that 
get pregnant to get an $87 increase in public assistance. 

The jtuy is still out on the New Jersey law, and early claims of 
success in lowering the welfare birth rate are being challenged by 
social scientists. In a t i o n ,  others claim that New Jersey's statistics 
are flawed, because there is evidence that many mothers are afraid to 
report that they have given birth to another c h l d  So what do we 
really know about the New Jersey law? It has forced the Garden 
State's poorest families to further stretch already limited dollars. 

The elimination of the 18- to 25-year-old general assistance 
category will have tra&c consequences for our communities. Today 
it is estimated that 40 percent of Afncan-American young people 
across the Commonwealth are unemployed. That is compared with 
15 percent of the State's whte  population. 

And what do you think will happen with this elimination of this 
safety net? Individuals in the 4540-55 category were already 
removed fiom the rolls last year. We will have more crime, more 
drug abuse, more domestic abuse, more social devastation. 

This reform, Mr. Speaker, may in the short run create some 
savings, but I am telling you, in the lorig run, it will rise like yeast in 
the oven in the long run. 

Where are the plans, Mr. Speaker, for funding day-care centers 
in HE3 2 ? Where are the plans for the real job training in HEJ 2 7 
Where is the linkage between job creation and job placement for 
those receiving welfare benefits 7 

And finally, the GOP has not p e n  us any indication of the costs 
of Uus program and how it is going to physically impact on us, and 
they are supposed to be the party of fiscal responsibility. The majority 
party has not dealt with the medical assistance issues, in my view, in 
detail, because this group, not the chronically needy, comprises the 
largest portion of the public assistance budget, and it appears that 
those on the other side have chosen to follow a politically popular, 
but costly and ineffective, policy. It seems as though the majority 
party has forgotten about the people of Pennsylvania in their rush to 
be  like Newt Gingrich and other inside-the-beltway Republicans, 
pushing Uus mean-spuited proposal with not the consideration for 
poor people. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the correct path for Pennsylvania is 
to implemer~t true welfare reform as proposed by my colleague, 
Representative David Richardson, Democratic chairman of the 
House Health and Human Services Committee. Representative 
Richardson's plan is welfare reform that supports children and 
families. It is welfare reform that is fiscally responsible. It is welfare 
reform that is effective and empowers people. Representative 
Richardson"s plan is true welfare reform for Pennsylvania. 

And like my colleague, Representative Ramos, said, I call on 
Govemor k d g e  to also have a special session on jobs, and I urge all 
my colleagues to vote "no" on HB 2. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. TRICH submitted the following remarks for the Legislative 
Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, we in the legislature have a responsibility to improve and 
reform the present welfare system. Many of us have attempted to do so, with 
some success, over the past 2 years. Legislatton passed in the last sess~on was 
both corrective in nature while at the same time compassionate. 

IRNAL - HOUSE 
This measure, HB 2, goes even further to address same of the remaining 

problem areas. ~ertainlyit is not without flaws. In fact, the majority 
desire and insistence that we do such a bill auicklv - make that in haste - will . , 
no doubt create new problems in the future. Much of that concern could 
have been eliminated had the majority party permitted the committee 
structure the opportunity to do its work. 

There are aspects of HB 2 that I do not agree with, and I, along with 
many others, have attempted to amend it from the floor. There are also 
aspects of this reform package that are acceptable. 

It is for that reason and in an effort to show a spirit of compromise, rather 
than one of obstruction, that I cast a "yes" vote. 

Ms. BEBKO-JONES submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Republican welfare reform, if passed today by the Stste House, will set 
in motion cuts that will hurt women and children. I believe in welfare reform. 
I voted in favor of welfare reform in the past because the system as it now 
operates must be changed. But I do not support this legislation. This is 
reform on the backs of women and children. 

One provision would eliminate assistance increases for additional 
children bom to mothers receiving assistance for the Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children program. 

This particular provision was designcd to deter AFDC mothewthe vast 
majont) uf ~ h o m  onl) havc two 'hlldrcn-from hav~ng morc rhrldrcn 
I'nmmmls of th~s blll sa!. "Uucatc thcse womcn rn.tead." but at the m c  
ti&, this bi would e&te the allowance for contraceptives after we have 
told these women, "You must use contraceptives." These women cannot 
&rd the visits to clinics and the exam and the cash required to get reliable 
birth control. 

Together, these two provisions are going to send desperate, pwr, 
pregnant women over our Statc's borders for abortions. Is that what this so 
very anti-choice Commonwealth wants to do 7 

Why are we punishing these children, born and unborn, who are the 
innocent victims of poverty 7 

I voted for an amendment that would have chminated the family-cap 
provision, which is my greatest but not only concern regarding HB 2. 

We have not even been able to talk to the very people this reform will 
hurt. The bid was discussed in committee by Republicans before Democrats 
even knew which committees they were assigned to. Then the majority 
leadership denied our request for public hearings. This bill has becn 
fast-tracked so that the Republicans can follow their 100day plan. Our 
chamber is pushing through a significant welfare reform bill without one 
word from the people it affects. How is this a government of the people 7 

I do not want to talk to privileged legislators. I do not want to talk to 
lobbyists. I want to hear from welfare recipients. 

& 2 also injures victims of domcsti~violence, rape, and incest. Somc 
members of the House tried to exoand the window of assistance for victims 
ofdomestic violence from a meager 9 months but were defeated. They also 
tried to eliminate provisions requiring women to prove rape or incest and 
report the crime to police. If these women do not report the crime and keep 
the baby, they must identify their attacker or abuser on a signed affidavit 
under this measure. 

I agne that these criminals should be prosecuted, but every woman who 
is raped or who is a victim of incest heals in her own way. We cnnnot 
passibly understand what is happening to these victims. For all we know, by 
making these women ID their attackers, we are setting them up for additional 
abuse from these same people. 

Knowing that this measure will pass the House today despite its having 
problems t w  numerous to count, I hope my colleagues in the Senate will 
give the reform measure greater wnsideration and protect women and 
children from these hurtful cuts. 

I support welfare refom. HB 2 is not reform. It is a mcan-spirited 
attempt to save a couple of bucks at the expense of pwr women and 
children. 
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Mr. FLICK submitted the following remarks for the Legislative 

Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, 20 years ofthe "Oreat Society" brought us big government 
and poor results; no longer can excess State and Federal spending be justified 
by g w d  intentions. Citizens have grown to resent the intrusion of 
government in their lives. They recognize the inability of a bureaucracy to 
respond effectively to the needs of local communities and the people residing 
in them. It is not so much that our objectives have changed. As a State and 
aNation we d sbive to secure for our citizens a productive and meaninaful - 
way of life. What we have recognized is that our policies have failed. The 
time has come to rethink basic assumotions about the omblcms we face and ~ ~~ 

how best to meet future challenges. 
Poverty has become a way of life among many, with welfare dependency 

passed down through generations of families. This dependency has fostered 
a oomplacency and an othemise destructive lifestyle among some receiving 
aid, while allowing government and the bureaucracy to oilen stand in the 
way of individual initiative and prosperity. 

As President Bush said on November 28,1990, "A wmerstone of our 
effort to reduce the heavy hand of govemment is this idea of empowering 
people, not bureaucracies. And giving people - working people, poor people, 
evcryone - control overtheir own lives and access to property and jobs so that 
all Americans can have a life of dignity, responsibility, and economic 
opportunity." 

The time has come to rethink our strategy for opportunity - paternalistic 
policies hamper growth and cripple inikdual  -hitiative. Government 
interference has limited access to a orosoerous future. frustrated individual . . 
motivatinn, and denied many the chance to achieve a better way of life. In the 
words of Governor Tommi Thompson of mchigan, "welf&e has become 
the enemv ofthe American D m .  For manv. welfare has become a trao that , . 
encourages dependency by providing little, if any, incentive to work. It is a 
system that destroys hope." 

Allow me for a moment to share with you a story which Govemor 
John Engler of Michigan recounted at the ALEC New Member Orientation 
meetlnglast ~ecerllber In Washlngtun. DC 

Conmrln thc s w a s  ston oicharlcs Jones ot'Sau~narr. Mshtnan Ln the - .  - 
'60'q he served his country in Vietnam. After the war, Charles came home 
and went to work at a local factory. But soon, he discovered that he could 
make more money selling drugs, so he quit. Even worse, he neglected his 
family and it began falling apart. His family got on AFDC and would have 
stayed on for good. 

But now, Charles is a part of Michigan's welfare reform initiative. 
We call it: To strengthen Michinan families. - - 
T&y,Charles hasaioband volunteers at his local DSS office. teachinn 

other welfare parents h o b  to break the cycle of dependence and poverty. ' 
As he says with pride, "I'm getting my family back. I want my teens to 

remembsr me as a father who noes to church. a father who works two iobs. . . 
afather who gets in the news For accomplishing something. I didn't know I 
had it in me. I just needed a push." 

There are thousands of men and women across our Commonwealth and 
across the Nation just like Charles. People who need a push. People who 
need us to believe they can solve their own problems and tum their lives 
around if6ven the opportunity to learn a skill, find work, and be productive. 

Twenty years from now we all would like to look back with pride and tell 
our ctuldren and grandchildren that our Commpnwealth and our great Nation 
are leading the world in the 21st century because we got back on course at 
the end of the 20th century. 

We need to take bold steps. We need to be leaders. And mast important, 
we need to give people a hand and stop giving them just a handout. 

Disraeli once said that everv successful ~olitician must know hvo thinns: 
he must know himself, and he must know his times. Extending that wisdam 
to the parties, we can say that the challenge to both parties today is vision and 
adaptation in the face of circumstances and challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge each and every member of this House to support this 
strategy for opportunity. 

On the quesuon recumng, 
Shall the b ~ l l  pass finally" 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable t o  the provision 

the yeas and nays will now b e  taken. 

Adolph 
Allm 
Argall 
*"g 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Himelin 
Blaum 
Boscola 

Brown 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagimne 
Carone 
Cawley 
Clumvick 
Civm 
Cluk 
Clymer 
Cohq L. I. 
Colafella 
C o l ~ o  
Canl 
Comcll 
Conigm 
COY 
Daley 
DcLuca 
Dewey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DiGirolamo 
Danatucci 
Druce 

Bebko-Jones 
Biahop 
Buxton 
Clppabianca 
Cun 
Cohq M. 
Corpora 
Cowell 
curry 
DeWeese 
George 

Durham 
Egolf 
Faimhild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feesc 
Fiddm 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gmon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Oodshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
H-Y 
Bennensey 
Hnman 
H d c y  
Hsss 
HuWlinson 
Jsdlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kmey 
King 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
LBughlin 
Lawlsnn 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescavik 
LevdPNiky 

Gordner 
Gmitza 
H-Y 
Itkin 
James 
J-=Pb 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
Uoyd 
Manderino 
MicNovic 

hc)* 
Lruch 
Mutland 
Major 
MukoaeL 
Marsico 
Mdand 
M a y d  
McCall 
Mdjechm 
McOill 
Mclio 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 

Nailor 
Nickol 
NY= 
Olrsz 
Pnzcl 
Peci 
Pctrone 
P& 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pids 
Platts 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
R c k  
R e i d  
Robem 
R0hr" 
Rubley 
Rudy 
S ~ t u  
Santmi 
Sather 
Saylor 

MWich 
Olivs 
Pctrarca 
Piatcll. 
Preston 
h a s  
Richardson 
Riogcr 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

NOT VOTING-1 

s of the Constitution, 

w 

Schrodcr 
Sdruler 
Sovnndi 
S~nmel 
Serahi 
Sham, 
Sheohan 
Smith B. w 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
S-k 
Stairs 
S t e e h  
Sleil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stlsh 
stnmnatter 
Sturls 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vmce 
Vm Home 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wogan 
womiak 
WrigM M. N. 
Yewcic 
Zlmmennan 
zug 

RWey 
S""a 
Tangrsdi 
Thomss 
Tmllo 
v m  

r, 
Walko 
Washington 
William 
Youngblood 



Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Ammong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Broune 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Budon 
Caltagirone 
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EXCUSED-3 

Eu- O'Brien Wright D. R. 

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

Ordered, That the clerk present the same io the Senate for 
concurrence 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION 
PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mrs. COHEN called up HR 32, PN 311, entitled: 

A Resolution commemorating Ule liberation of Auschwitz filly years ago 
today, January 26. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The C k  recognize8 the lady eom Montgomery 
County, Mrs. Cohen. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would appreciate, after the vote on this resolution, 

if the book could remain open so that we could get adtional 
sponsors. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be held for additional 
sponsors here for a short period of time. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The followmg roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Egolf 
Fai~child 
Fajt 
Fargo 
F m e r  
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
George 
Gigliotli 
GIadeck 
Godshall 
Gordnor 
Gruitza 
CitUPPO 
Habay 
ltaluska 
Hanna 
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capp~bie.t,~a  ama art OI~VS T a n E d  
Cam Hasay Penel Taylor, E. Z. 
Carone Hcnnessey Pesci Taylor, J. 
Cawley Herman Pehma ?hamas 
Chadwick " d e ~  Petrone Tigue 
Civcra Herr Pettit Travaglio 
Clark Homey Phillips Trello 
CIJmB HuWlinson Piccola Trich 
Cohen, L. I. Itkin Piatella True 

M, Jadlowiec Pittr Tdli  
Colafella l a c s  plntta V- 
c0I-0 larolin Reston van Home 
Conti Joseph Rm,os Veon 
Cornell Kai .3~ Raymond Vitali 
Corpora KeUa R W w  Wako 
Conigao K m e y  Rcber Warhvlgton 
Cowell King R e i d  w m &  
COY Kihland Richardson Williams 
Cuny Krebs Riega WOW 
Dalcy Kvkovioh R o b  Womiak 
DcLuca LaGratta Robinsan Wright M. N. 
~ P = Y  Laughlin Racbuck Ynucir: 
Dcnt Lawless ~ o h r e r  youngblood 
b o d y  Ledmr R ~ Y  Zimmmnsn 

~ ~ i ~ & o  
Lch Rubley ZUE 
Lesco* Rudy 

Donahlcci Levd-ky  Sainato R y a ~  
D ~ c e  Lloyd Santoni S p e k  
h h a m  hcYk 

NAY S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-3 

Evan O'Bticn Wright D. R. 

The question was determined in the a m a t i v e ,  and the 
resolution was adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

RESOLUTION 
PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. STERN called uo HR 33. PN 379. entitled: 
Lynch 
MaiUand 
Major 
Mandmi"0 
Markosek 
Maraico 
Masland 
May& 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovlc 
Micozzie 
Mialich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
Olasz 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Srrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafiru 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
S t a b  
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Svittmaner 
Siurla 
Surra 

A Resolution declaring Janutuy 1995 as "Schwl Director Recognition 
Month" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
m n g  
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Baaisto 

Egof Lynch 
Fairchild Maitland 
Fajt Major 
Fargo M a n w o  
Farmer Msrkasek 
Feeee Manico 
Fichfn Masland 
Fleagls Maymlik 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schmda 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Samnel 
Serafini 
Sham 
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Bebko-Jones 
hlardi 
&Ifanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
B I a m  
Bosmla 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bum" 
Caltagimne 
Clppabianca 
Cam 
Cuone 
Cawley 
Chamvick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
C o h q  L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafclla 
Colaizzo 
C d  
Cornell 
crrpors 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLucs 
D ~ P S ~ Y  
Dent 

DeWsese 
DiOuolamo 
Donatucci 
Drum 
l h h "  

Flick 
Gamble 
o m o n  
Gelst 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshnll 
Oordner 
Oruitu 
-ppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
H m  
Hahart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hmnan 
Hnahrry 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchrnson 
Ifki" 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jar0lin 
Jmsphs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaOrotla 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lch 
Lesoovitr 

Lloyd 
h c y k  
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McCall 
MfOeehan 
McGlll 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
0 l m  
Oliver 
Pcrzsl 
Pesci 
Pdmrca 
PeVone 
Pmit 
Phillips 
Picmla 
Pistella 
Pms 
Plattn 
Rcston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rob&." 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Salnato 
Ssntoni 

Sheehan 
Srmth B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stlirs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strimnattcr 
Sturla 
S""a 
Tangmi 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tiguc 
Tmvaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
v w n  
Vitali 
Walk0 
wmhhgton 
Wau& 
Williams 
wog@-n 
Wormak 
WrigM M. N. 
Ycwcic 
Youngblood 
Z~~ 
zug  

R Y ~ R  
Speaker 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-3 

Evans O'Brien Wrighf D. R 

The question was determined in the firnative, and the 
resolution was adopted. 

STATEMENT BY MAJORITY LEADER 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker7 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the members J 

for their indulgence over the last 2 days. I think the fact that 32 
amendments went into this piece of legislation goes to show that we, 
in a bipartisan fashion, tried to allow the minority to have as much 
input into this piece of legislation as possible. 

This has been a very open process. We heard everybody out. 
There were no moves to cut any debate off. There were one or two 
motions Well, one or two times we asked if we could try to limit 
what we were saying, but nobody was cut off fYom anything they had 
to say. W 

We are going to try to run the General Assembly here l~ke  a 
business. You will be given time schedules. You already know what 
we are doing next week, so there are no surprises. That has already 
been d e d  to each and every one of you. We will be here every day 
to implement the agenda that we feel is fit for the people of 
Pennsylvania. 

We will give you every opportunity to have your voice again 
heard. If there is something that you feel is necessary, if you bring ; 
amendments down here, we will hear what you have to say. If there 
are hills-we have already talked to over 20 of yow-if there are bills 
that you feel that are imprnimt for your district, if they make common , 
sense, we are willing to bring them out and give them a hearing. 

But I want to thank you very much for the time and attention that 
you put forth the last 2 days. 

I VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rewgnkm the gentleman, Mr. Jarolin. 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise 7 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to correct the record.- 
On amendment A0264 which was voted on yesterday, A0285 

yesterday, A0244, and A0145.1 would like to be recorded in the 
negative. I 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

The Chair recopzes the gentleman, Mr. BeIfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on yesterday's Blaum amendment A0362, I was not 

recorded. I wish the record to reflect that I voted in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The 

gentleman's remarks will be spread upon the record. w 
The SPEAKER. This resolution will also be held in the front of 

the Speaker's rostnun for additional sponsors for a short period of I STATEMENT BY MR. MIHALICH 
time 

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 

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

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Mihalich. 
Mr. MIHALICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to comment on the proceedings and offer my 

congratulations to the majority leader for the open process he had in 
the House today, hut 1 sort of feel like when I offer that 
congratulations if somebody would have offered congratulations to 
Lindbergh if he only flew one-Uurd of the Atlantic. 

w 
There were two other important aspects of this deliberative 

p r o w  that were avoided deliberately, and that was public hearings 
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and, from what J am told and fiom what I have heard here, due 
deliberation in the committee process. 

So along with the compliments on an open process here in the 
House, I want it to he pointed out before we leave this floor today that 
we &d ignore the puhlic-input process and we did circumvent to 
some sense the committee process. Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday 1 missed amendments A0214 and A0216 
introduced by Representative Kukovich. I would like the record to 
show that had I been voting on those amendments, I would have 
voted in the &~rmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Gigliotti, who advises 

the Chair that his machine malfunctioned. Had it been working, hs 

I 
. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD vote would have been in the negative on HE 2. 
The remarks of the gentleman will be spread upon the record. 

The S P F m R .  The Chair recopzes  the gentleman, Mr. James. I 
MI. JAMES. s hank you, ~ r .  Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in regard to the questions I had for HB 2, can I have 

them submitted for the record? 
The SPEAKER. You may indeed submit them for the record. 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JAMES suhmitted the following remarks for the Legislative 
Journal: 

Summarv of Provision: 

Act49 of 1994 established a pilot program in three areas of the State to 
implement finger-imaging. This provision deletes the pilot provision and 
establishes it on a Statewide basis. 

Provision also expands designated officials having access to 
Identification Program to the Pennsylvania State Police and chiefs of local 
municipal police departments. 

Provision deletes requirement ofDPW to repad on pilot results. Requires 
DPW to provide annual reports to the General Assembly on instances of 
multiple enrollment. 

This pmvision takes effect tmmediately without regard to time required 
to submit and obtain a Federal waiver and the time delays inhcrent in the 
competitive procurement process. 

This provision presumes that there is a widespread multiple enrollment 
problem. There is no evidence to corroborate this hypothesis. There is no 
appropriation to fund this initiative. 

The following questions must be addressed: 

1 What is the cost of this program? 
What is the source of funding? 
What are estimated savings ? Initially and in out years? 

2. In the absence of any data supporting the notion of multiple 
enrollments, is this sound public policy and a valid use of limited 
State funds? 

3 1~ .,lhcr Sthv d.~l tg  lo do thla Statc\\.~dc ' (Answer is no, onl) 
Cal~iornla Itas dppro\al iur  1.A COJIII). i i Y  13 Julng (;A onl) - nut 
requiring Federal waiver.) 

4.  Does this apply to adults only? All recipients, including children? 
5 .  What will policc do with information? 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.. Speaker7 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Richardson, requestmg 

recognition ? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have some remarks for the record on HB 2 to 

submit. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may submit his remarks. 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

'A MGHTMARE FOR POOR PEOPLE 
IN PENNSYLVANIA" 

Good aARnwn. Iwant to thank each of you for joining us today. Please 
hold your questions until all concerned citizens and members have spoken. 

I am State Representative David P. Richardson, Jr., of Philadelphia, 
hoc r s t i c  chairman of the House Health and Human Services Cornmiltee. 

Today, I am joined by: (List members present) 
This press conference has been called to sound the alarm and alert 

Pennsylvania's families and children that their lives are in grave danger. 
Yesterday, the House Republican leadership and their members of the 

House Health and Human Services Committee arbitrarily passed HB 2 out 
of committee. This bill was not in print properly, the sunshine law was 
violated, and the House Ilcalth and Human Services Committee was not 
properly reorganked. These actions contradict every principle of fair play. 

Tomorrow on the House floor, Republican House leadership will ram 
through a vague, ill-conceived, and hastily prepared "so-called" welfare 
reform packa~e. . . 

In pursulng ihts ;uursc oiacuun, (iO1' lcndcrs are cndangcnng ihc 11\.cs 
oilJennql\an~a'sch~ldrcn and deienxlcss b) placing HU 2 on the 1cg1,lauve 
"fasf' track. 

There has been very little opportunity, if any, to share in meaningful 
dialogue in a proper and open forum, even though the Governor and the 
IIouse Speaker indicated that there would be bipartisanship participation in 
the legislative process. 

The House Health and Human Services Committee was formed only 
yesterday, but never officially reorganized. 

We strenuously object to the consideration of such a punitive and 
d m o h  proposal without the benefit of public notice and hearings. In fact, 
my motion to call for public hearing was defeated along party lines. 

We strenuously object to the consideration of this important measure 
wthout the careful review of the Health and Human Services Committee. 

We strenuously object to the consideration of such a serious measure 
without calling for impact studies. In paraphrasing Governor Ridge, no 
problem affects Pennsylvania families more profoundly than crime. But I 
believe that there is no problem that affects Pennsylvanians more profoundly 
than poverty! Pennsylvanians have the right to live without fear. I truly 
believe that, but Pennsylvania's poor families will not, if this legislation 
baomes law. People with nothing will do whatever is necessary in order to 
survive. 



LEGISLATIVE J( 
Therefon, I call on the mcmters of the House of Representatives to votr 

to recommit HB 2 for the purpose of holding public hearings. 
We call on the House to place this legislation on the "right" track insteac 

of the "fast" track. 
Fuat and foremost, this bill places great danger to the health and welfare 

of our newbom babies. A number of provisions can be characterized as the 
criminalition of poverty. Provisions such as fingerprinting and the 
elimination of the confidentiality of records are other examples. This is 
clearly unacceptable! 

The confidentiality issue is particularly disturbing. It is unconstitutional 
to allow State Police access to the names of people on public assistance. 

Essentially, the Republican leadership is sa-, "If you fall on hard 
times, you are a criminal." 

Do we hold the same standard for those who have contracts with the 
State ? Do we hold elected officials, State legislators, members of the 
judiciary and others to the same standard 7 

The answer is "no" because it is an invasion of privacy. Therefore, we 
should not violate welfare recipients' rights to privacy either. 

These provisions are unacceptable in our view because they single out 
poor pcople. They single out people who are locked out of the system. 

Individuals, families, and children affected by this bill do not hire 
lobb$sta w have huge PAC's to protect their interests like corporate welfare 
recipients. 

Fiierpnnting would not be considered if we also fingerprinted all people 
who received student loans. 

Better yet, let us fingerprint all individuals that receive State contracts. 
As I have mentioned, we have serious problems with two other sections 

of this package. They are the "no new cash benefit" provision and the 
elimination of 18- to 25-year-old assistance category 

The "no new cash benefit" is modeled after the New Jersey law that 
refuses additional money to needy mothers for any new children. 

This proposal is based on the irrational notion that women have extra 
children to get extra money 

I do notknow of any woman that got pregnant to get the small increase 
in oublic assistance for a new child. However. I do know women who have 
had unintended pregnancies due to rape, incest, or failed and ineffective 
contraception. 

The jury is still out on the New Jersey law. Early claims of success in 
lowering the welfare birth rate are being challenged by social scientists. 

First, New Jersey's statistics do not account for the overall decrease of 
births in the State. 

In addition, others claim that New Jersey's statistics are flawed because 
there is evidence that many mothers are afraid to report that they have given 
birth to another child. This circumstance may indicate that we are forcing 
mothers to have children in unsafe environments. 

What do we know about the New Jersey law 1 It has forced the Garden 
State's poorest families to further stretch already limited dollars. 

1 also have serious problems with the elimination of the 18- to 
25-year-old assistance category which will have tragic consequences for all 
communities. 

T h y  it is estimated that 40 percent of African-American young people 
across the Commonwealth are unemployed. By the way, a study by the 
Department of Public Welfare found that contrary to popular opinion, the 
majority of recipients are white. 

What do you think will happen with the elimination of this safety net 7 
Individuals in 45-64 category were already removed from the rolls last year. 

Whereare the jobs? Where are the jobs? Where is the linkage between 
job creation and job plscement for those receiving assistance ? Where are the 
plans and funding for day care in HB 2 ? The GOP has not given indication 
of the cost of this program and it is going to cost. 

We believe that the correct path for Pennsylvania is to implement "true 
welfare" reform as I proposed last session. As I said in my innoduction, we 
can achieve true welfare reform and we can save tax dollars. If you 
remember, the Senate Republicans gutted my job creation bill in order to cut 
general assistance to older unemployed workers. My true welfare reform plan 
supportschldren and famihes. Ifattempted to establish guidelines and a peer 
review procedure for oversight of publicly funded cesarean sections, the 
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n u m k  ofunnffcssary cesarean sections performed in Pennsylvania can be 
reduced. Not only would that have saved money, it could improve health 
w e .  

It is true welfare reform tbat is fiscally responsible. 
It is true welfare reform that is effective and empowers people. 
My plan is true welfare reform for Pennsylvania. * 
In closing, I believe that if we are fashioning reform of the welfare 

system, we must take into account that thcre simply is not enough jobs, not 
even menial, low-wage jobs. And since the new administration seems so 
determined to do this, I call on the Governor to be the first to offer jobs to 
those who will be cut off welfare. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any further remarks or business in 
connection with the regular session 7 

3 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

ADJOURNMENT - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recogpizes the gentleman from Bucks 

County, Mr. DiGirolamo. 
C 

Mr. DiGIROLAMO. Mr. Speaker, I move that tlus House do now 
adjourn until Monday, January 30, 1995, at 1.05 p.m., e.s.1, unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 4:45 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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