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SENATE 
TUESDAY, July 22, 1975. 

The Senate met at 1:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving 
Time. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp ore (Martin L. Murray) in 
the Chair. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, The Reverend JOSEPH CHRISTIE, S.J., 

Director of Trinity Spiritual Center, Shiremanstown, 
offered the following prayer: 

Reflecting that this assembly is finishing its work for 
a period and that we are awaiting the completion of a 
great national scientific effort, I thought we might think 
for a moment that the Biblical word "Shalom," peace, 
has as its cognate verb the concept of drawing to a con
clusion, to effecting something wholly in harmony and 
this, in the Biblical sense, is, in its entirety, a gift of God, 
a gift of Yahweh; and so those here who labor for the 
good life, for happiness and contentment of the people, 
can say that their labors are effective insofar as they 
receive the assistance of Almighty God and so we can 
say, Thy will be done, Thy Kingdom come, that harmony 
and law and love may govern the land. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum of the 

Senate being present, the Clerk will read the Journal of 
the preceding Session. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pre
ceding Session, when, on motion of Senator MESSINGER, 
further reading was dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 

SENATOR MESSINGER TO VOTE FOR 
SENATOR MURPHY 

Senator MESSINGER. Mr. President, I request a legis
lative leave for Senator Murphy, who is attending the 
Eastern Regional Legislative Conference on Tuesday, 
July 22nd and Wednesday, July 23rd, as a Member of 
the State's Commission on Interstate Cooperation, and I 
will be voting for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no 
objection, the leave of absence is granted. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 
NOMINATIONS BY THE GOVERNOR 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

sented communications in writing from His Excellency, 
the Governor of the Commonwealth, which were read as 
follows, and referred to the Committee on Rules and 
Executive Nominations: 

MEMBERS OF THE BEAVER COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

July 22, 1975 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to 
nominate for the advice and consent of the Senate the 
following for appointment as members of the Beaver 
County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 
1978, and until their successors are duly appointed and 
qualified: 

Mrs. Ruth Ann Conley (Democrat), 618 21st Street, 
Beaver Falls 15010, Beaver County, Forty-seventh Sen
atorial District, to fill a vacancy. 

Mrs. Jewell Dell DeCicco (Democrat), 933 Indiana 
Avenue, Monaco 15061, Beaver County, Forty-seventh 
Senatorial District, to fill a vacancy. 

Mrs. Ida Rie Laposki (Democrat), 3623 Jean Street, 
Beaver Falls 15010, (West Mayfield), Beaver County, 
Forty-seventh Senatorial District, to fill a vacancy. 

James E. McKenna (Democrat), 375 Glenda Drive, 
Beaver Falls 15010, Beaver County, Forty-seventh Sena
torial District, to fill a vacancy. 

Lawrence F. Nugent, Jr. (Democrat), 10 A Street, 
Van Buren 15009, Beaver County, Forty-seventh Sena
torial District, to fill a vacancy. 

Edwin Erwin Owens (Democrat}, 411 Washington 
Street, Aliquippa 15001, Beaver County, Forty-seventh 
Senatorial District, to :fill a vacancy. 

Mrs. Antionette L. Rose (Democrat), 905 Fifth Street, 
Beaver 15009, Beaver County, Forty-seventh Senatorial 
District, to fill a vacancy. 

MILTON J. SHAPP 

MEMBER OF THE FAYETTE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

July 22, 1975 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to 
nominate for the advice and consent of the Senate Mrs. 
Julia G. Ciarrocchi (Democrat}, 55 Roosevelt Drive, 
Uniontown 15401, Fayette County, Thirty-second Sena
torial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Fayette County Board of Assistance, to serve until De
cember 31, 1976, and until her successor is duly appointed 
and qualified, vice Mrs. Anna Belle Calloway, resigned. 

MILTON J. SHAPP 

MEMBERS OF THE LANCASTER COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

July 22, 1975 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
The Secretary to the Governor being introduced, pre- Pennsylvania: 
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In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to 
nominate for the advice and consent of the Senate the 
following for appointment as members of the Lancaster 
County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 
1978, and until their successors are duly appointed and 
qualified: 

Agustin Rivera (Democrat), 602 South Duke Street, 
Lancaster 17602, Lancaster County, Thirteenth Senatorial 
District, to fill a vacancy. 

Wilfredo Seda (Democrat), 38 West Orange Street, 
Lancaster 17602, Lancaster County, Thirteenth Senatorial 
District, to fill a vacancy. 

MILTON J. SHAPP 

MEMBER OF THE. PIKE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

teer fire companies for the purpose of establishing or 
modernizing facilities or purchasing new equipment, 
establishing a revolving fund for such purpose; and mak
ing an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on State 
Government. 

Senators HILL, HANKINS, SMITH, LYNCH, Mc
KINNEY, LEWIS, DOUGHERTY, CIANFRANI and 
ARLENE presented to the Chair SB 974, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, 
No. 14), entitled "Public School Code of 1949," further 
providing for the purchase of milk and milk products 
by school districts. 

Which was committed to the Committee on Education . 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the 
Pennsylvania: 

.July 22, 1975 
Senators COPPERSMITH, ROSS, SCANLON and 

Commonwealth of MESSINGER presented to the Chair SB 975, entitled: 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to 
nominate for the advice and consent of the Senate Mrs. 
Myra Clarke (Democrat), 115 West Hartford Street, Mil
ford 18337, Pike County, Twentieth Senatorial District, 
for appointment as a member of the Pike County Board 
of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 1976, and 
until her successor is duly appointed and qualified, vice 
Mrs. Jean Munoz, resigned. 

MILTON .J. SHAPP 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

BOUSE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives being in
troduced, presented for concurrence HB 1367, which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nom
inations. 

BILLS SIGNED 

The President pro tempore (Martin L. Murray) in the 
presence of the Senate signed the following bills: 

HB 563 and 1346. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, 
No. 21), entitled "Public Welfare Code," further pro
viding for eligibility for assistance. 

Which was committed to the Committee on Public 
Health and Welfare. 

Senators MURPHY, ROSS ORLANDO, STAUFFER 
and EWING presented to the Chair SB 976, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 
P. L. 1656, No. 581), entitled "The Borough Code," fur
ther providing for the opening of certain streets. 

Which was committed to the Committee on Local 
Government. 

They also presented to the Chair SB 977, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 14, 1970 (P. L. 485, 
No. 165), entitled "An act removing for a limited time 
the statutory limits imposed upon interest rates and 
interest costs to be paid on obligations issued by State 
and local governments, authorities, agencies and instru
mentalities," changing the time limit. 

Which was committed to the Committee on Local 
Government. 

RECESS 

Senator MESSINGER. Mr. President, I request a recess 
of the Senate until 2:15 p.m., for the purpose of holding 
a Democratic caucus and a Republican caucus. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there any objec
An Act providing for the forfeiture and distribution to tions? The Chair hears no objection, and declares a 

law enforcement agencies of certain weapons by courts recess of the Senate until 2:15 p.m., Eastern Daylight 
of common pleas. Saving Time. 

Senators DWYER, EWING, MOORE, STAPLETON, 
MELLOW and ANDREWS presented to the Chair SB 971, 
entitled: 

Which was committed to the Committee on Judiciary. 

Senators DWYER, EWING, MOORE, STAPLETON, 
HESS, HOWARD, JUBELIRER, MELLOW and 
ANDREWS presented to the Chair SB 972, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 29, 1959 (P. L. 58, 
No. 32), entitled "The Vehicle Code," providing for 
annual inspection of antique motor vehicles. 

Which was committed to the Committee on Trans
portation. 

Senators DWYER, MOORE, STAPLETON, HESS, 
HOWARD, JUBELIRER, MELLOW and ANDREWS pre
sented to the Chair SB 973, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the creation of an authority to 
administer and control the providing of loans to volun-: 

AFTER RECESS 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of recess 

having elapsed, the Senate will be in order. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Ernest P. Kline) 
in the Chair. 

MEMBERS OF THE NEW HAMPSHIRE 
LEGISLATURE PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator SNYDER. Mr. President, I would like to 
present two members of the New Hampshire Legislature 
who are in the far portion of the gallery and not visible 
from this point; they are Representative Helen Wilson 



1975. LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE 611 

and Representative Donalda Howard of the New Hamp
shire Legislature. They are escorted here by a constitu
ent of the gentleman from Clearfield, Senator Ammer
man, Eugene Heil, the Executive Director of the Clear
field County Board of Assistance. They are attending 
the National Welfare Fraud Conference across the river. 

So, Mr. President, I would appreciate if you would 
welcome our fellow legislators. 

The PRESIDENT. If they would stand, I would like 
to welcome them to the Senate of Pennsylvania. 

(Applause.) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Martin L. Murray) in 
the Chair. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS WHICH HOUSE HAS NONCONCURRED 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS NON
CONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE TO HB 141 

HB 141 (Pr. No. 1919)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do insist upon its amend
ments to House Bill No. 141, and that a Committee of 
Conference on the part of the Senate be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Repre

sentatives accordingly. 

SENATE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS NON
CONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE TO HB 142 

HB 142 (Pr. No. 1920)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do insist upon its amend
ments to House Bill No. 142, and that a Committee of 
Conference on the part of the Senate be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Repre

sentatives accordingly. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
DwYer, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Holl, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess. 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 

YEAS-46 

Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-I 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Woo'i, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirm
ative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Rep
resentatives accordingly. 

SB 368 (Pr. No. 1103)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amend
ments made by the House to Senate Bill No. 368. 

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

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Fleming, 

Frame, 
Hankins, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Ju bel.irer. 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 

YEAS-43 

McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
M:vers, 
Nolan, 
No:azka. 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 

NAYS--6 

Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

HB 408-Without objection, the bill was passed over Ewing, 
in its order at the request of Senator NOLAN. Hager, 

Hess, 
Holl, 

Howard, Tilghman, 

SENATE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS NON
CONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE. TO HB 907 

HB 907 (Pr. No. 1922)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do insist upon its amend
ments to House Bill No. 907, and that a Committee of 
Conference on the part of the Senate be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Repre

sentatives accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Ernest P. 
Kline) in the Chair. 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirm
ative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Rep
resentatives accordingly. 

FINAL PASSAGE CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 778 (Pr. No. 840)-0n the question, 

Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
BILLS ON CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 108 (Pr. No. 1053)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amend
ments made by the House to Senate Bill No. 108. 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 

Frame. 
Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hill. 
Hobbs, 
Jubel.irer, 
Kury, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-30 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Nolan, 
Ncszka, 

O'Pake, 
Reibman, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stauffer, 
Wood, 
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Ammerman, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Hes:;, 

Holl, 
Howard, 
Kelley, 
Lentz, 
Mellow, 

NAYS-19 

Messinger, 
Moore, 
Myers, 
Orlando, 
Ross, 

Stapleton, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye,'' the question was determined in the affirm
ative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk present said bill to the House 
of Representatives for concurrence. 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
ON FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 792 (Pr. No. 854)-0n the question, 

Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, the Senator 
elicited comment about the accuracy of his statement 
and it is my judgment that his statement is totally in
accurate. F'irst of all, I think in order to lay a proper 
background for what we are considering here--I do not 
recall whether it was last year or the year before-this 
General Assembly, and particularly the Senate, initiated 
the bill which prohibited health and accident insurance 
carriers from prejudicing their policies by the failure to 
include those who would want the right to select chiro
practic care. The effect of that bill was simply to say 
that an insurance company could not write a health and 
accident policy which would exclude from its coverage 
payment of chiropractic care when, in fact, the person 
wanted the right of selection. Basically, that is all it 
was about: The right of the party who wanted treat
ment to select whether he wanted a medical doctor or 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro- not. 
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: Mr. President, as an outgrowth of that legislation, 

Arlene,, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
CoppersIIllul, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Frame, 
Hank:lns. 

Ammerman,, 
Andrews, 
Ewing, 

Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 

Flemmg, 
Hager, 
Hess, 

YEAS-37 

McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-12 

Holl, 
Howard, 
Myers, 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 

Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional two-thirds majority of all the Senators 
having voted "aye," the question was determined in the 
affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk present said bill to the House 
of Representatives for concurrence. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 553 (Pr. No. 584)-0n the question, 

Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I would like to 
speak on Senate Bill No. 553, and I am not sure that all 
of us understand the implications of the bill. I am not 
sure what the bill essentially says, unless it encompasses 
Act No. 78, which I have in my hand and which is men
tioned in ;the title of the bill. 

Mr. President, if this bill passes the Senate, passes 
the House and is signed by the Governor, you cannot 
be covered by Blue Cross in Pennsylvania. This is the 
thrust of the bill. Nor is it possible for any individual 
to be covered by Blue Cross or Blue Shield if that in
surance is bought by any governmental agency with the 
use of public tax moneys. This means that any muni
cipality, any city, any county which contributes any 
money or pays in toto for Blue Cross by its employees 
must drop that policy and cannot purchase that policy 
if this bill goes into effect. 

Mr. President, if I am incorrect in this, I would ap
preciate it if somebody who is sponsoring this bill would 
stand up and argue against me. If I am correct in this, 
and many of the lawyers on our side of the aisle think 
the statement I made is correct, then I think the bill 
should go over for further study. 

the Blue Cross and Blue Shield elected not to be deter-
mined by definition as health and accident insurance 
carriers but claimed that they were health plans and 
therefore were not subject to the implications or the 
effects of the Act as passed. 

Mr. President, the present Act before us, if it is under
stood in. its proper context, amounts to exactly this: 
Blue Cross and Blue Shield does not now cover the 
ordinary person who would go to a doctor or a chiro
practor's office for treatment. The area that this bill 
would involve and would affect would be the chiro
practor who, in fact, as part of his treatment, as an 
in-office matter or by separate direction from a radi
ologist, has an x-ray taken in connection with the treat
ment of a patient who exercised the right of selection 
of a chiropractor over a medical doctor. 

Now, legal implications: Certainly there would be no 
power in this bill to affect any present contract dealing 
with medical care extended by Blue Cross and Blue 
Shield, which still does not cover the situation where a 
man would want to go to see a doctor. What we are 
talking about is to suggest that Blue Cross and Blue 
Shield would simply have to delete from their future 
policies any reference to the fact that chiropractic care 
into those areas of x-ray would not be covered. 

Now what has been the history of what we did several 
years ago? There have been no increases in health 
premiums as a result of the inclusion of chiropractic 
care. The reason most obviously is that one either goes 
to see a doctor or he goes to see a chiropractor, again 
coming back to the power of selection. The bill before 
us is designed to be a catch-all to bring into context 
everything that we thought we had done by the prior 
legislation. 

I do not think that anybody responsible in this area 
would say in the first instance that it will result in an 
increase in premium or cost. I do not think in the 
second instance that any contract now in effect or that 
which would come into effect would be inalterably lost 
to this General Assembly or any other governmental 
agency that chose to continue to extend Blue Cross and 
Blue Shield benefits. 

Mr. President, in direct answer to the gentleman's 
request for answer to his inquiry, the brief answer is 
yes, to the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Tilgh
man, his concept is incorrect and incorrect for the rea
sons as stated. 
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I think it is a good bill because it goes basically 
to the merit of what was suggested in the first place
those who choose to be healed or to have their problems 
rectified by one who practices the healing arts as op
posed to a medical treatment should have that right of 
selection and the benefits which a health program would 
extend to people taking that route for their own care. 

I am a believer, and because I am a believer in chiro
practics does not mean that I am not also a believer in 
medical treatment. It just seems that in my own in
stance I feel as though I know when I need a doctor 
and when I need a chiropractor. I needed a chiro
practor this morning, and I needed a chiropractor to the 
extent that if he elected to take an x-ray, by God, I 
should have had the privilege of having that x-ray paid 
for, as I would have had I gone to see a medical doctor. 

The matter is as simple as that. I do not think I 
would have gone to see both a medical doctor and a 
chiropractor and incurred double expenses. For that 
reason, the cost item is one which I think is thrown as 
a smoke screen to the real issue behind this matter. 

I would hope that each Member of the General As
sembly, particularly in the Senate, would demonstrate 
that he believed that chiropractors should not have been 
discriminated against several years ago and would as
sume that same posture on this bill. 

Sem:tor TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I did not mean 
to get into a discussion about chiropractic, the medkal 
professions or any other of the healing arts; I am con
cerned about the bill. There is some difference in our 
caucus. Some people think I am correct and some 
people think I am wrong. 

I would like the opportunity, if I may, to check with 
the State Blue Cross system. You might say, well, why 
have I not done it, the bill has been on the Calendar 
for six days? That is a valid question, and I have not 
telephoned them because the bill has been going over. 

I wonder if the Majority Leader would consent to have 
this bill go over today. I am not trying to kill the bill 
or anything. I just would like to check with the State 
Blue Cross organization. I think the gentleman from 
Perry, Senator Moore, has been whispering to me and 
he says that he feels the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Zemprelli, is correct. There are some differ
ences on our side, however. 

Mr. President, may I request to have the bill go over 
in its order today? 

Senator CIANFRANI. Mr. President, may we be at 
ease a moment? 

The PRESIDENT. We will be at ease for just a minute. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 

Senator CIANFRANI. Mr. President, if the gentleman 
from Montgomery, Senator Tilghman, can assure us that 
he will secure this information in time to run the bill 
tomorrow, we would have no objection to the bill going 
over in its order at this time. 

Senator TILGHMAN. I will, Mr. President, and I ap
preciate the courtesy. 

The PRESIDENT. This bill is on final passage and, 
without objection, will go over in its order. 

THmD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL REREPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE AS AMENDED ON THIRD 

CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE. 

HB 1333 (Pr. No. 2015)-Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third considera

tion? 
Senator KELLEY, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 11, line 29, by 
inserting a bracket before "GOVERNOR'S" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 11, line 29, by 
striking out the bracket before "495,000" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 11, line 30, by 
striking out all of said line 

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

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, the amendmenfa 
which are proposed affect the Governor's Justice Com
mission by deleting $564,000 intended to be budgeted 
therefor. 

I do not cast any opinions about any Members voting 
for or against the Governor's Justice Commission and 
what the goals ·are as it is functioning today, but I offer 
the amendments because I feel that it is time for us to 
take this opportunity, such as any other opportunity 
which comes before us, to get to the very thrust of the 
function of our republic form of government with re
spect to the particular three branches. 

Today we have the Governor's Justice Commission 
functioning as a creature of the Governor of the Com
monwealth by executive order. He has created the 
Governor's Justice Commission as made up by his ap
pointees, instead of the proper legislative function of it 
being a creature of the Legislature. 

I feel that by giving and appropriating these moneys, 
we are making the Commonwealth eligible to be the 
recipient on the Federal level of the Safe Streets money. 
Therefore, the Governor's Justice Commission, as it is 
operating today, is disbursing millions and millions of 
dollars throughout this Commonwealth without any guide
lines, without any philosophy of the Legislature being 
involved. 

I personally feel that by agreeing with the amend
ments and withholding these moneys, we will then have 
the responsibility of enacting enabling legislation which 
is the creature of the Legislature to set forth the guide
lines and how the Safe Streets money from the Federal 
government will be expended in the Commonwealth. In 
this way we will be able to accomplish and coordinate 
other moneys that we are expending for police training 
and other sources which deal with the same purposes, 
as the Governor's Justice Commission is doing without 
any coordination from the Legislature. 

Mr. President, I believe that the amendments repre
sent a very responsible first step of having the legislative 
function being determined properly by the Legislature 
and restricting the Executive Branch from performing 
legislative functions. I urge my colleagues to support 
the amendments. 

Senator SNYDER. Mr. President, I listened to the 
comments of. the gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator 
Kelley, and I must say I have, in. the past several years, 
shared some of his misgivings. However, I think today 
this is not the best means to accomplish what he seeks 
and I think, with the indulgence of the Senate, I am going 
to take a minute or two to ·sketch in some background. 

As many of you may know, the .Federal government 



680 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE July 22, 

gives Pennsylvania about $30 million each fiscal year, 
currently, to be distributed in the interest of improving 
our law enforcement. 

In other words Uncle Sam gives Pennsylvania $30 
million a year to be used in various forms of law en
forcement. The general purpose is that we should use 
this money in ways which would improve the system of 
justice. Some of it is spent, a substantial amount, in an 
effort to upgrade and professionalize the local police. 

I think something like 15,000 local policemen-this is 
township, city, borough, local police--have been trained 
for varying periods of time in an effort to give them a 
new and perhaps more community-minded outlook re
garding their work. Some of the funds are spent in an 
effort to speed up the courts and the disposition, par
ticularly, of criminal cases and provide a solution to 
problems relating to the giving of bail and the incar
ceration of persons for lack of bail when, perhaps, their 
freedom is not a threat to public safety. 

There is a large amount of the money spent in up
grading and improving the parole and probation systems 
and in training prison personnel. A considerable amount 
is spent in the large cities in an effort to minimize the 
troubles arising from gangs and from the drug abuses 
there. 

Now, the Commission about which the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, spoke, the Governor's 
Justice Commission, consists currently of sixteen mem
bers. The gentleman from Berks, Senator O'Pake, 
recently joined the Commission as an appointee of the 
Governor. There are two Members of the H<mse of Rep
resentatives on it, there are three of the Governor's 
Cabinet on it. The others are largely officials or civilians 
who have shown some interest in the matter of law en
forcement and criminal justice. They meet monthly. 
They pass upon the applications which have been 
screened by the eight regional councils of the Common
wealth. 

I am sure that some of you, at one time or another, 
have had occasion to be interested in some of the appli
cations for which funds are sought. I have had serious 
misgivings with respect to some of the money spent in 
the belief that, perhaps, more is spent on some projects 
than is needed. Some are continued for more years than 
would seem to be necessary, but, all in all, this is a 
situation in which one does the best one can and ap
preciate, if you will, the Federal government's desire to 
do something about the rising crime. I wish we could 
say that the past six years of this Commission and its 
work would have shown a decrease in the amount of 
crime. I regret to say that regardless of what one does, 
that does not seem to happen. I guess the best face 
one can put on it is that it has not risen as fast as it 
might have if we did not have this money. 

There are serious dilemmas in this situation. One of 
them is-and this is a real puzzler-whether, when you 
fund a private organization, as is done frequently in 
Philadelphia in an effort to control the gang problem, 
you are really succeeding in your purpose; if you did not 
give them money, what would happen? The dilemma 
is whether we are, perhaps,. building in a group which 
is interested in at least not seeing the problem disappear 
because if the problem disappeared, their jobs would 
disappear also. 

There is another problem in the whole area in the 
evaluation of this money which is spent. Remember, a 

large part of it is spent by existing governments and 
their police setups or their courts, but some of it is also 
spent by private organizations which have, as their func
tion, the rehabilitation of former prisoners, let us say, 
or the effort to attack the problem before it becomes 
acute. 

The evaluations of these are frequently made by 
professors or someone out of the universities. They are 
frequently rather bland and say, in effect, this could be 
improved or there is something not being administered 
well here, but perhaps it deserves another chance, there
fore, we recommend that it be continued for another 
year. 

You face another strange dilemma in some of this be
cause, when you allocate funds for the defense of the 
accused or funding public defenders to a greater degree 
than they are funded now, you say to yourself, is this 
really helping make the streets any safer or are you 
really just funding a combat with the district attorneys' 
offices and really just hiring more lawyers? 

We had a very close vote a week ago in the effort to 
fund the Public Interest Law Center down in Phila
delphia. This project was designed to help those who 
feel that police brutality had occurred. The fund would 
be used to fund their civil claims against the police. A 
number of us voted against that; it passed by a vote 
of 7 to 6. 

You have these dilemmas in it and I am not apologiz
ing for the system, but I am pointing out that it has 
its problems and I think, in general, the Commission 
endeavors to meet them in an absence of partisanship 
and with a sincere effort. 

With respect to the amendments which the gentleman 
from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, offered, I would 
feel that all things considered, this would not be an 
appropriate way to meet his concerns. It may well be 
that a committee of inquiry or a hearing on the matter 
prior to the appropriations hearings in the spring would 
be a way to get at the matter. 

I, for one, and I would suspect Senator O'Pake would 
feel similarly-would always be amenable to suggestions 
from the Members of this Body with respect to any in
dividual application which is before the Commission or, 
more fundamentally, on the policy it should follow when 
the comprehensive plan is adopted annually. I would 
feel that the input in this is highly desirable, but that, 
perhaps, to pass these amendments, which would delete 
the matching money of the administrative money, might 
jeopardize their whole appropriation from the Federal 
government .and would really be attacking it with a 
rather meat-ax approach. 

Mr. President, I would therefore ask my colleagues to 
defeat the amendments, if they would, and hope that we 
could look into the matter at leisure in some other way. 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, very briefly, much 
as I dislike disagreeing with my colleague from West
moreland, Senator Kelley, I think it would be very un
wise to try to, in effect, abolish the Governor's Justice 
Commission by deleting this appropriation. I have only 
been a Member of that Commission for the past two 
months. Four of the sixteen Members of that Commis
sion are Members of the General Assembly, and in my 
short stay there I have been very impressed with the 
very fair consideration given to the projects as well as 
the very comprehensive and exhaustive preparation that 
is made in justifying or criticizing the projects. 
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Mr. President, I think the real value of the Governor's 
Justice Commission in dispensing LEAA funds is an op
portunity to help innovative one-shot type programs. 
We cannot, as a Legislature, legislate and perpetuate 
m;my programs that I think are, and can be, effective 
alternatives to the old way of doing things in the criminal 
justice field. 

Mr. President, I hope that my colleagues on my side 
of the aisle will join with the gentleman from Lancaster, 
Senator Snyder, and his supporters in defeating the 
amendments. I think this is not the way, to !!Ut off the 
Governor's Justice Commission and, possibly, jeopardize 
millions and millions of dollars of LEAA money from 
Washington. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, not to belabor the 
matter, but needless to say, I have no intentions of killing 
or destroying a program or preventing the Common
wealth from receiving its just dues from the National 
government. I just feel that there is a question of ac
countability to which neither my colleague from Lan
caster, Senator Snyder, or my colleague from Berks, 
Senator O'Pake, have addressed themselves. I too serve, 
as many of us do, as this Body's Legislative Represen
tative on a commission or board, and I find there is still 
a vast difference of the accountability aspect that I have, 
or that board has from the accountability that we have 
to our particular constituencies. I am a great believer 
in the fact that public money should be set forth in the 
manner of expenditure and the methods by public bodies 
who are accountable, ahd that is not the case with the 
Governor's Justice Commission. 

Mr. President, I ask for a roll call vote but I understand 
the political sentiments and I will be happy with a fast 
roll call. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, one thing I would 
point out is that these amendments were given to the 
Committee on Appropriations which saw fit, in their 
judgment, to table the amendments. 

Mr. President, I would request a "no" vote on the 
amendments. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 

The yeas and nays were required by Senator KELLEY 
and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-1 
Kelley, 

NAYS-48 

Ammerman, Frame, Lynch, Orlando, 
Andrews, Hager, Manbeck, Reibman, 
Arlene, Hankins, McKinney, Ross, 
Bell, Hess. Mellow, Scanlon, 
Cianfrani, Hill, Messinger, Smith, 
Coppersmith, Hobbs, Moore, Snyder, 
Dougherty, Holl, Murphy. Stapleton, 
Duffield, Howard, Murray, StaUffer, 
Dwyer, .Jubelirer, Myers, Sweeney, 
Early, Kury, Nolan, Tilghman, 
Ewing, Lentz, Noszka, Wood, 
Fleming, Lewls. O'Pake, Zemprelli, 

So the question was determined in the negative, and 
the amendments were defeated. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator KELLEY, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 30, line 9, by in
serting brackets before and after "COSTS" and 
inserting immediately thereafter: population 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 30, -line 10, by in
serting brackets before and after "COSTS" and 
inserting immediately thereafter: population 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page ao, line 11, by 
inserting brackets before and after "FISCAL 
YEAR" and inserting immediately thereafter: 
Federal census 

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

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, the purpose of these 
amendments is one that is not unfamiliar to us. It was 
presented to us in the General Appropriations bill by the 
gentleman from Venango, Senator Frame, and will allo
cate the court reimbursement cost to the respective 
counties on a population basis. As elicited at that time 
by the gentleman from Venango, Senator Frame, it was 
pointed out that of the sixty-seven counties, sixty-five 
of them would increase, in most cases substantially in
crease, their reimbursement factor and I believe this is 
the fair and equitable way to distribute these moneys 
and, therefore, would seek support for these amend
ments. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, first I would like 
to say ithat the amendments are improperly drawn and 
do not address themselves to the proper clauses within 
the bill before us; and secondly, this is the same bill 
we considered during the General Appropriation votes 
and defeated twice. 

Mr. President, I ask that it be defeated again. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Bell, 
Coppersmith, 
Dwyer, 
Frame, 

Ammerman, 
Arlene, 
Cianfrani, 
Dougherty, 
D•lffield, 
Early, 
E'.Ving, 

Hess, 
Hobbs, 
Howard, 
.Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 

YEAS-20 

Kury, 
Lentz, 
Manbeck, 
Moore, 
Myers. 

NAYS-27 
Fleming, 
Hankins, 
Hill, 
Holl, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
McKinney, 

Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
N<>lan, 
Noszka, 
Orlando, 

O'Pake, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 

Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

So the question was determined in the negative, and 
the amendments were defeated. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
It was agreed to. 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed 

as required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, I rise in op
position to House Bill No. 1333 and I would like to recite 
my reason for opposing this measure. 

Mr. President, as we know, when House Bill No. 1336 
passed, what happened was that there was a general cut-
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back in general government appropriations and there 
were certain appropriations added. For instance, $14 
million in court costs; $3.5 million for ,the county board 
of health; $6.5 million for the Kane Hospital; an ap
propriation for the full funding of the food stamp plan 
in the counties and increasing the reimbursement for the 
child welfare program to ninety per cent. 

My objection to this bill has a number of bases for it. 
The first basis is the appropriation of $5.2 million to the 
Kane Hospital. We have just reported Senate Bill No. 
954 out of the Committee on Appropriations. This bill 
mandates for the 1976-1977 fiscal year that the State pick 
up fifty per cent of the difference between medical as
sistance and the cost of the county hospital for the 
patients in that hospital, and for the 1977-1978 fiscal year, 
fifty per cent. 

Mr. President, what House Bill No. 1333 does for this 
fiscal year is pick up eighty per cent of the difference 
between the medical assistance reimbursement and the 
total cost of the Kane Hospital. 

In House Bill No. 1336, there is an appropriation of 
$6.5 million, which stated it was to pay the full amount 
of the difference between the medical assistance reim
bursement and the cost per day of the patient. That 
$6.5 million was the difference. Eighty per cent of $6.5 
million is $5.2 million. So what is happening in this bill is 
we are picking up eighty per cent this year while the most 
the county hospitals in the other communities, in the 
other counties, can look forward to in the years to come 
is fifty per cent. I could possibly support putting Kane 
Hospital on a fifty per cent basis and triggering it in 
earlier, but I see no rational justification to pay them 
eighty per cent this year, when the most we can look 
forward to in the years to come in the Commonwealth is 
fifty per cent for our other county hospitals. 

Mr. President, the second basis of my objection is the 
fact that we are going to pay ninety per cent of the child 
welfare costs of the counties. The gentleman from Berks, 
Senator O'Pake, has been working on a bill to have dif
ferent rates of reimbursement for the various child wel
fare services. The basic, lowest rate will be seventy
five per cent and some of the rates will go up to ninety 
per cent, but the whole idea of that bill is to have dif
ferent rates for different types of services so that you can 
have a coherent program that makes sense. To jack 
everyone up to ninety per cent, without thinking of the 
basic problems of reimbursement of child welfare ser
vices, I think is a disservice to the concept of orderly 
fiscal management. 

Mr. President, a change that was made in the Com
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate was to increase 
the appropriation to the State hospitals by $5 million. 
I strongly support this increase but unless we cut some 
of the other appropriations, we are kidding ourselves. 
The Governor has indicated that he will blue-line the $5 
million unless there is a cut in some of the other appro,.. 
priations. So, we really cannot salve our conscience by 
saying we are voting to give the State colleges $5 million 
more when, in reality, it will not be there at the end 
of the line unless we make cuts in other of these appro
priations. 

For this reason, and for the other reasons, for the fact 
that I think an inordinate amount of money is given to 
the major urban areas of the State without proper con-

sideration for the other sixty-seven counties, I cannot 
find it in my heart and conscience to support this bill. 

Senator MYERS. Mr. President, at a time when we 
in the Legislature should be evaluating existing pro
grams in an effort to control State spending, we are 
adding new programs to House Bill No. 1333 which will 
not only be mandated in the future budgets but will 
grow in size as always happens. Already eight out of 
ten dollars spent in our budget are mandated. 

Mr. President, the proposed amendments to the budg
et in this bill include increased payments to counties 
for various programs and the initiation of some entirely 
new funding of county programs. Much of this addi
tional county aid is designated for only a relative few 
counties in the State. Increased spending in this direc
tion might be in order if we were fortunate enough to 
enjoy a substantial surplus but just the opposite is true. 
The Governor's revenue estimates seem to have grown 
as the desire for added spending has grown. It would 
appear that with the passage of this year's budget, we 
have managed to spend at least as much as anticipated 
revenues, if not more. 

Mr. President, this bill would increase substantially 
the commitment of S:tate funds despite the acknowl
edged fiscal fact that next year, when budget time rolls 
around, almost everyone agrees that we will face a deficit 
of upwards $400 million. 

Mr. President, I say that this is not the time to originate 
new costly programs and for this reason, I will vote 
"no" on House Bill No. 1333. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I rise to a question 
of parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Westmore
land, Senator Kelley, will state it. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, will the Chair ad
vise on the number of votes he deems necessary for the 
passage of House Bill No. 1333? 

The PRESIDENT. Twenty-six, Senator. 
Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, may I make the 

point that the bill should be passed with a two-thirds 
vote, in conformity with Article IV, Section 16 of the 
Constitution. In reference to any vetoes, it says, in 
part, " ... and the item or items of appropriation dis
approved shall be void, unless re-passed according to the 
rules and limitations prescribed for the passage of other 
bills over the Executive veto." 

Since the bill in its present form has a number of 
items in it which were incorporated in the line veto of 
House Bill No. 1336, I would respectfully make the point 
that the entire bill require a two-thirds vote because, in 
a sense, it is passing on a veto of His Excellency, the 
Governor. In the alternative, I ask the Chair to 
advise me in the form of parliamentary procedure, 
whether possibly the matter could be separated or divided 
on the question for those particular items. 

The PRESIDENT. We will take them one at a time, 
Senator, and address your first question as to whether 
or 'not the facf that some of these items, or ail of them, 
were earlier vetoed by the Governor. 

The Senate has before it a bill which was passed by 
the House of Representatives and, in effect, takes on the 
form of a supplemental appropriation to the General 
AppropriatiOn Act which was passed. . It would .be the 
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ruling of the Chair that the gentleman's point is not 
well taken. 

You cannot forever preclude the right of the Legis
lature to reappropriate funds even though the Governor 
may have vetoed them. This comes to us as a bill, an 
appropriations bill, in effect, a supplemental appropria
tions bill, and would require, in the opinion of this Chair, 
twenty-six votes to pass. 

As to the second point raised by the gentleman, I am 
not sure what he means. If he is suggesting that we 
should divide the question on final passage, it would be the 
ruling of the Chair that we cannot, for two reasons. 

First of all, our Constitution clearly stipulates that the 
only legislation which can include more than one sub
ject is the General Appropriations bill. 

Secondly, if the only avenue left open to the gentle
man in separating the question were to separate it on 
final passage, he may have a point. But the fact is, every 
Member has open :to him or her the amendatory process 
which has been widely used in connection with the 
General Appropriations bill and widely used in con
nection with this bill. Therefore, your recourse has 
not been shut off and it would be the ruling of this Chair 
that this bill is not a divisible question at the moment. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, what we have before 
us today is a bill where we have put back funds into 
the community programs, which cover every commu
nity in the State of Pennsylvania. We are restoring 
the court costs, which the Governor has cut, to the level 
that it was for last year. 

We are appropriating $500 million for State colleges 
and not State hospitals, as pointed out by the gentle
man from Cambria, Senator Coppersmith. As far as the 
moneys being available to pay for what is called for in 
House Bill No. 1333, we must assume that, after talking 
to the Governor, he has that money because he has 
assured us that he will sign this bill. 

Further proof of the fact that the moneys are avail
able, is, we have a request, as late as today, in the form 
of an amendment, in which the Governor has asked us 
to add to another bill providing $500,000 so that we can 
buy another hospital in Valley Forge. Therefore, I 
do not think it is a question of whether or not the moneys 
are available. The Governor would not agree to anything 
for which the moneys were not available. 

Mr. President, I am asking that the Senate give a 
"yes" vote on this bill so that we can send it over to the 
House of Representatives for their concurrence. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

Andrews, 
Bell, 
Coppersmith, 
Dwyer, 
Fleming, 
Hager, 

Hess, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 

NAYS-23 

Kury, 
Lentz, 
Manbeck, 
Moore, 
Myers, 
O'Pake, 

Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirma
tive. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House of 
Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendments in which the concur
rence of the House is requested. 

RECESS 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I request a recess of 
the Senate until 5:00 p.m., for the purpose of holding a 
Democratic caucus and a Republican caucus. 

The PRESIDENT. Are there any objections? The 
Chair hears no objection, and declares a recess of the 
Senate until 5:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time. 

AFTER RECERR 

The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having elapsed, 
the Senate will be in order. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUl\fED 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 287 (Pr. No. 2052)-Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator WOOD, on behalf of Senator FRAME, by 

unanimous consent, offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 16.1), page 6, line 17, by 
removing the period after "enacted" and in
serting: : Provided, That no authorizing statute 
shall be reguired for the issuance of a patent 
pursuant to section 12 of this act or any other 
act authorizing the issuance of patents to com
plete title to real estate if a warrant has been 
issued or other outstanding office right granted 
prior to July 91 1959. 

On ihe question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
It was agreed to. 
Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed 

over in its order at the request of Senator WOOD. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro- BB 50-Without objection, the bill was passed over 
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: in its order at the request of Senator NOLAN. 

Amm(!rman, 
Ariene, 
Cianfrani, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Early, 
Ewing, 

Frame, 
Hank:inS, 
Hill, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 

YEAS-26 

Messinger. 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Nolan. 
Noszka, 
Orlando, 

Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Wnod, 
Zemprelli. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND 
FINAL PASSAGE 

HR 97 (Pr. No. 1272)-Considered the third time. 

On the -question, 
Will the Senate_ agree to the bi~ __ o11 _tllird conside~ation? 
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AMENDMENTS OFFERED 

Senator KELLEY, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 27 by inserting after 
"THERETO,"": providing referendum proce
dure for withdrawal from a reorganized district 
by a district meeting certain requirements and 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 
13 and 14: 

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

Section 296.1. Withdrawal, Referendum.-(a) 
(1) Upon petition to the county board of elec
tions of the county in which the largest part in 
area of the land affected is located of five per 
cent (5%) of the registered voters of any mem
ber municipality or combination thereof com
posing any school district which is part of a 
reorganized district and which has no bonded 
indebtedness, and which has at least ninety-five 
per cent (95%) of its students attending and who 
have continued to attend since the consolidation 
or merger, the schools in the original district, a 
question shall be placed on the ballot at any 
general, municipal, primary or special election 
to determine the will of the electorate with re
spect to withdrawal of the member from such 
reorganized district and reestablishment of the 
local school district or districts composing the 
same. The question shall be in the following 
form: 

Do you favor withdrawal of 
the member municipality of 

which is (was) Yes 
school district and is a member 
of the reorganized school dis-
trict of from the reor-
ganized school district of N 0 

and reestablishment of the local 
school district? 

(2) The question shall be printed on separate 
official ballots in bound form by the appropriate 
county commissioners. A sufficient number of 
ballots shall be furnished to the election officers 
in each election district so that one ballot may 
be supplied to each voter at the election. In 
districts where voting machines are used the 
question shall appear on the face of the ma
chine where the machine is properly equipped 
for the purpose. 

(3) The results of the election shall be tabu
lated by the proper election officers who shall 
certify to the Secretary of Education whether 
the majority of persons voting on the question 
voted "yes" or "no" on such question. 

(4) If the majority of the electors voting on 
the question vote "yes," the member munici
pality or school district .which was a. part of the 
reorganized district shall be empowered to with
draw from the reorganized district and rees
tablish itself. · Such an election shall be held 
not more often than once every six (6) years. 

(b) The school directors holding office at the 
time of ·the withdrawal frbin the district shall 

continue in office and shall serve the remainder 
of their term as a school director of the reestab
lished district in which they reside. In the 
event that there is an insufficient number of di
rectors in the reestablished district to meet the 
requirements of section 303, the court of common 
pleas of the county in which the greatest area 
of land of the reestablished district is located 
shall appoint such number as may be necessary 
for a term expiring on the first Monday of De
cember following the next municipal election. 
At such municipal election the required number 
of directors shall be elected in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 

(c) Prior to the withdrawal, the school di
rectors shall approve a plan to apportion the 
property of the former district among the pro
posed reestablished district or districts. Upon 
the creation of the reestablished district or dis
tricts, title to the real estate shall pass to the re
established district in which it is located and 
any interest in any leases shall be assigned. 
The school directors shall also apuraise the value 
of all property of the former district and ar
range an equitable plan of payment for prop
erty assigned, among the districts. Payments 
so imposed upon any reestablished district shall 
be a charge upon that district enforceable by 
action of the district to which payment is di
rected. The plan of apportionment of property 
and its appraisal shall be subject to review by 
the court of common pleas of the county in which 
the greatest area of land of the former district 
is located. 

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 14 by striking out 
"l." and inserting: 2. 

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, lines 14 and 15 by strik
ing out ", ACT OF MARCH 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, 
NO. 14), KNOWN AS THE "PUBLIC SCHOOL 
CODE OF 1949," and inserting: of the act 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 29 by striking out 
"2." and inserting: 3. 

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

Senator WOOD. Mr. President, I request a roll call 
vote on the amendments. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would ask the 
Members on this side of the aisle to support the amend
ments which have been introduced by Senator Kelley. 

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, would the 
gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, please 
explain the amendments? 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I would not have 
failed to explain the amendments, except that I thought 
they were understood by all the Members. 

Basically the amendments permit any joint or merged 
consolidated school district, where the combined district 
has not incurred any bonded indebtedness since the mer
ger or consolidation took place and where at least ninety
five per cent of the students. are still attending schools in 
their former districts; upon petition of five per cent of 
the electorate, there can be a referendum as to whether 
or not to dissolve the merger or consolidation. 

I do not believe there are too many districts in the 
Commonwealth that would be subject to this amend
ment. In Westmoreland County where one would be 
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involved, the present school board members have been 
unable to proceed with any progress in the consolida
tion. It is the considered judgment of those school di
rectors that if they have the referendum, it will put 
to rest a willingness on the part of the people to pro
ceed with the combined and merged school district. 
However, until such time they are having no success in 
doing so, Mr. President. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would like to point 
out that I had confused these amendments with the 
amendment offered to House Bill No. 287 which was 
offered by the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator Wood, 
so that I am not asking anyone to support these amend

Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
1"leming, 
Frame, 

Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same without amendments. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

ments. 
Senator ANDREWS. 

ease, please? 

SB 419, 462, HB 491 and SB 549-Without objection, the 
Mr. President, may we be at bills were passed over in their order at the request of 

Senator NOLAN. 
The PRESIDENT. We will be at ease, Senator. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND 
FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 550 (Pr. No. 574)-Considered the third time and 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, not anticipating the agreed to, 
misunderstandings which may come from the amend
ments, and the long Calendar, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senator Kelley 
withdraws his amendments. 

SENATOR NOLAN TO VOTE FOR SENATOR SCANLON 
AND SENATOR ORLANDO 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I have been informed 
that the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Scanlon, 
and the gentleman from Erie, Senator Orlando, are meet
ing with the Governor in the Governor's office on legis
lative bm;iness. I will be voting for them until they 
r·eturn. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senator Scan
lon and Senator Orlando will be excused temporarily on 
legislative status. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
It was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator AMMERMAN. Mr. President, I would be 
interested in some explanation as to the wording of this 
bill, if anyone has one. It gives the authority solely 
to the president of these colleges to make these con
tributions. I think it is a logical move but I think it 
should be done by the board of trustees or the board of 
State college and university directors. I now see that 
that is in the bill. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
·McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross. 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I desire to inter
rogate the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Nolan. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Nolan, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator NOLAN. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I would inquire 

as to why Senate Bill No. 549 went over. We are now 
voting on Senate Bill No. 550. I think they are related, 
are they not? I would like to know, just for my own 
clarification. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, there was a request, 
about two minutes ago, from one of the gentlemen on the 
other side of the aisle that we vote Senate Bill No. 550, 
and no such request was made on Senate Bill No. 549. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Ammerman, 

Hager, 
Hankins. 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Juhelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-48 

Lynch, 
Man heck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-1 

Orlando, 
Reibman. 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk present said bill to the House 
of Representatives for concurrence. 

SB 580 (Pr. No. 611)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of.all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk present said bill to the House 
of Representatives for concurrence. 

HB 584 (Pr. No. 653)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
mu. 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same without amendments. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 675-Without objection, the bill was passed over 
in its order at the request of Senator NOLAN. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND 
FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 678 (Pr. No. 1975)--Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

And the amendments made thereto having been printed 
as required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the .. bill pass finally.? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution .arid were as follows, ·.viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 

Hager, 
Hankins. 

YEAS--49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 

Orlando, 
Reil:iman, 

Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
S\veeney, 
Tilghman, 
·wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendments in which concurrence 
of the House is requested. 

HB 751 (Pr. No. 849)--Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins. 
Hess, 
mll. 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
S\.veeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate 
has passed the same without amendments. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION, DEFEATED 
ON FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 816 (Pr. No. 890)--Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I rise to speak in 
opposition to this particular bill, and I do not really know 
that my opposition is necessary. I am just unclear as 
to what this bill attempts to do. I assume it is for the 
State Police to dispose of some of their old records and 
so forth, but I think the wording is rather clumsy; 
whereas, in line 21 on page 2 it says: 

"The Pennsylvania State Police ... have .the power to 
destroy certain criminal records, . . ." and it does not 
really explain which criminal records they are per
mitted to destroy. I would think the State Police, per
haps, under the authority of this Act, could go in and 
destroy court records, or records of the district attorney 
or whoever it might be, just on the basis of this very 
broad delineation in the bilL It says, " ... destroy cer-
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tain criminal records ... " and it goes on to name some 
of them but it does not limit it to that. 

Mr. President, the second reason for my opposition 
to this bill is because, at the bottom of page 2 it says 
that they " ... shall promulgate rules and regulations 
. . . which shall be in conformity to the rules and regu
lations of the Federal Bureau of Investigation." I would 
question as to why we would require our State Police 
to be guided or bound in any way by the rules of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. I would think we 
should have our own rules and regulations, and we 
should promulgate them with the people and personnel 
and experience of Pennsylvania rather than to legislate 
that we are bound by an executive bureau of the Fed
eral government, to be bound by their rules. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I would urge that 
the Members of the Senate vote against this bill. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator CIANFRANI. Mr. President, I was voting 

under a misapprehension and I would like to change my 
vote from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator SMITH. Mr. President, I would like to change 

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator LYNCH. Mr. President, I would like to change 

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, I would like 

to change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator HANKINS. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator NOSZKA. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would like to change 

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would like to change 

the vote of the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Scan
lon, from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would like to change 

the vote of the gentleman from Erie, Senator Orlando, 
from "aye" to "no." l 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be St> recorded. 
Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The lady will be so recorded. 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I would like to change 

the vote of the gentleman from Washington, Senator 
Murphy, from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator McKINNEY. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator MURRAY. Mr. President, I would like to 

change my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

Senator DUFFIELD. Mr. President, I would like to 
change my vote from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I would like to change 

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded . 
Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I would like to change 

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-3 

Kelley, Lewis, Zemprelll, 

NAYS--45 
Ammerman, Hager, Manbeck, Orlando, 
Andrews, Hankins, McKinney, Reibman, 
Bell, Hess, Mellow, Ross, 
Cianfrani, mu, Messinger, Scanlon, 
Coppersmith, Hobbs, Moore, Smith, 
DQugherty, Holl, Murphy, Snyder, 
Duffield, Howard, Murray, Stapleton, 
Dwyer, .Tubelirer, Myers, Stauffer, 
Early, Kury, Nolan, Sweeney, 
Ewing, Lentz, Noszka, Tilghman, 
Flemmg, Lynch, O'Pake, Wood, 
Fraine, 

Less than a majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the negative. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 851, 852, 883, 910 and 911-Without objection, the 
bills were passed over in their order at the request of 
Senator NOLAN. 

BILLS ON THffiD CONSIDERATION AND 
FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 940 (Pr. No. 1074)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrewa, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppenmttb, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankfns, 
Hess, 
WU, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
.Tu bel!rer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate 
has passed the same without amendments. 

BB 951 (Pr. No. 1496)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
;rubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAs-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross~ 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Til~hman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate 
has passed the same without amendments. 

HB 996 (Pr. No. 1976)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

And the amendments made thereto having been printed 
as required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
E1J1.1ng, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
;fubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton. 
Stauffer. 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirma
tive. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendments in which concurrence 
of the House is requested. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 1000 (Pr. No. 1842)-Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator WOOD, on behalf of Senator FRAME, by 

unanimous consent, offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 4905), page 1, lines 17 and 
18; page 2, lines 1 through 6, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting: transmitted by him: 

(1) Results in an accident, injury to any per
son, damage to any property, fatality. or anl 
other loss. 

(2) If the organization in the act of responding 
to the false alarm is called upon to respond to 

another fire or emergency whether real or false. 
(3) A false alarm of fire or other emergency 

is transmitted to or within more than one such 
organization concurrently. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
It was agreed to. 
Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed 

over in its order at the request of Senator WOOD. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND 
FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1075 (Pr. No. 1988)-Considered the third time 
and agreed to, 

And the amendments made thereto having been printed 
as required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I recently took the 
opportunity to read House Bill No. 1075. In so doing, I 
became alarmed about it because it seems to me that 
this is a bill which is designed to facilitate a special in
terest of some sort. I do not know what that special in
terest is, but, nevertheless, it is something I think we 
should proceed with only with great caution. 

We are taking the liberty, by passage of this bill, of 
allowing a distillery to sell liquor which it bottles on its 
own premises. That, in and of itself, might not be such 
a bad idea, but it seems to me that from the nature of 
the prerequisites for qualification which are set forth 
in this bill, that it is probably being limited to one or 
maybe two distilleries at best. 

I think that the fact that a particular establishment 
is simply one hundred years old or that it has historical 
significance is not satisfactory reason to qualify it for 
some kind of exclusive right to do something which none 
of the other distilleries in this Commonwealth will have 
the right to do. I think if, in fact, we are going to grant 
this privilege, then we ought to do it for all distilleries 
because they are all providing a very important busi
ness function in this Commonwealth. 

If we grant some kind of specific exemption for one, 
I think we are being remiss in terms of the obligation 
that we have in looking out for all business interests. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I am going to vote 
"no" on this bill, and I would ask all of my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, the gentleman 
from Bucks, Senator Lewis, is correct. As I understand 
it, it applies to one distillery. There is only one distillery 
in Pennsylvania. It is in Lebanon County. Is that in
correct? Well, shut my mouth. 

(Laughter.) 

The PRESIDENT. I am deciding whether to establish 
that as a ruling of the Chair or just accept it as a com
ment of the Senator. 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, if you want to 
make it a ruling of the Chair, I will abide by it. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, it is my understand
ing also that there is only one distillery in Pennsylvania. 
There are other places in Pennsylvania which are used 
for the bottling of whiskeys, but not for the distilling 
of whiskeys. 
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This bill pertains to one particular distillery in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which has been declared 
an historical site by the Historical Commission. They are 
requesting the same privilege which the wineries in this 
Commonwealth have, and that is that they be permitted to 
serve whiskey to people who may visit this historical 
site, to be consumed on the premises and not to be taken 
off the premises. 

Mr. President, I would request a "yes" vote on this bill. 
Senator DUFFIELD. Mr. President, apparently our 

Majority Leader is not acquainted with the great amount 
of distilling we do in Fayette County. We refer to it as 
"white lightning." I just wanted to correct the gentle
man. He is from Pittsburgh and he is not acquainted 
with our wide distilling facilities in Fayette County. 

Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, also, the fact is, I 
am not a drinking man. 

Senator MESSINGER. Mr. President, if any of the 
people in the Chamber would wish to sample this, Johnny 
Durbin has some for sale down at the Senate Bar. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, if the Majority 
Leader would like to visit another distillery in Pennsyl
vania, I will be happy to invite him to the Nineteenth 
Senatorial District where we have a very large distillery. 

Senator NOLAN. I accept, Mr. President. 
Senator MANBECK. Mr. President and my fellow 

colleagues: There was reference made to Lebanon County, 
and I would like to suggest to you that the distillery 
they are talking about is called Penco, formerly known 
as Bombergers Distillery, the oldest distillery in the 
United States. 

We are very proud in Lebanon County to share our 
historic sites with everybody. We have the oldest dis
tillery in Lebanon County; we have the oldest Jewish 
cemetery in the United States in Schaefferstown, the 
same place the distiller is located; we have the oldest 
water company in the United States in Schaefferstown, 
located in Lebanon County; and we have many people 
who cannot speak the English language very plainly. 
I hope that you understand what I am saying. 

I had been contacted by the owners of this distillery 
to support this legislation. The distillery does employ 
approximately 100 people in the Lebanon County area. 
I am very grateful to the people of Pennsylvania and the 
United States that they enjoy the spirits which are 
manufactured in that distillery. I must also tell you that I 
am requested by the people of my particular area that 
we should not liberalize the drinking laws of the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, that is my little speech to you this 
afternoon. I will have to vote against the bill. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty. 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 

Frame, 
Hankins, 
Hlll, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Kelley, 
Lynch, 
McKinney, 

YEAS-33 

Mellow, 
Massinger, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Nolan, 
Noszk:a, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 

Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman. 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Early, 
Hager, 

Hess. 
Hobbs, 
Jubellrer, 
Kury, 

NAYS-16 

Lentz, 
Lewis, 
Manbeck, 
Moore, 

Myers, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirma
tive. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendments in which the concur
rence of the House is requested. 

BB 1119 (Pr. No. 1497)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
A.nrirewa, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl. 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis. 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affir
mative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same without amendments. 

BB 1120 (Pr. No. 1288)-Considered >the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
M:vers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
'Vood, 
Zemprelli. 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affir
mative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate 
has passed the same without amendments. 
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HB 1138 (Pr. No. 1315)-Considered the third time days, I am afraid the principal input will in large part 
and agreed to, be defeated. 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Am.merman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Fr'l.me, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubellrer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS--0 

Orlando, 
Reibman. 
Ross, 
Scanlon. 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affir
mative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same without amendments. 

HB 1417 (Pr. No. 1839)-Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third considera

tion? 
Senator LEWIS, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 5 and 6, by striking 
out "IN 90 DAYS." and inserting: immediately. 

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

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, I would like 
to oppose this amendment. I feel that, with the vaca
tion coming up, the cha'l:lge in the bill would have to go 
back to the House for concurrence and quite possibly, 
that will occur after the two-month vacation. This has 
a ninety-day effective date, which I think the utilities 
require to change their billing computers to adapt. If 
we keep the bill in its present form, it could be signed 
by the Governor within a week and it could be made 
effective immediately. This way it could possibly re
sult in a two-month delay before the House acts, plus 
creating other difficulties. 

Mr. President, for that reason, I oppose this amend
ment. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, my purpose in offer
ing the amendment to make this bill effective imme
diately, as opposed to ninety days in delay, is to at
tempt to effectuate what I see as the purpose of the bill. 
and that purpose would be to protect consumers from 
an add-on of costs under the fuel surcharge that are 
administrative in nature and not actually related to the 
direct acquisition of. that fuel. My concern is that, with 
the developments in Washington at this time, there is 
reason to believe that we are going to see some signifi
cantly increasing fuel costs in the very near future. If 
this bill is to be delayed in its effectiveness by ninety 

Mr. President, I can appreciate a possible difficulty 
in administrative effectiveness by the utilities, yet it 
is not something that I think should be impossible for 
them to overcome. They have computers, they have 
staffs, they have accountants. I might point out that 
just very recently the Public Utility Commission rolled 
back a rate increase and, in fact, required that the utili
ties maK:e refunds and they were able to accommodate 
that administrative requirement as well. I do not see 
any reason why, if this amendment is accepted and the 
bill passed that way today, the House would fail to take 
action within the balance of this week. I would not pre
sume that is a reasonable anticipation that it will lay 
over for a few months and be delayed from that stand
point. 

Mr. President, for those reasons, I would ask con-
currence in this amendment. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Se'l:late agree to the amendment? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the pro
visions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Dougherty, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Fleming, 
Hager, 

Ammerman, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Duffield, 
Ewing, 

Hess, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 

Frame, 
Hankins, 
Hill. 
Hobbs, 
Jubellrer, 
Lynch, 

YEAS-24 

Lewis, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-25 

Manbeck, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
M.vers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 

Reibman, 
Snyder, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Zemprelll, 

Orlando, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Stapleton, 
Wood, 

So the question was determined in the negative, and 
the amendment was defeated. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
It was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provi
sions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman. 
Andrews, 
Arlenei 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins. 
Hess, 
Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis, 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
N0szka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS--0 

Orlando. 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelli, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the af
firmative. 
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Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House of HB 1494 (Pr. No. 1763)-Considered the third time and 
Representatives with information that the Senate has agreed to, 
passed the same without amendments. 

HB 1419 (Pr. No. 1668)-Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I rise to express my 
opposition against House Bill No. 1419. Several years ago, 
when our Body passed this "Home Rule Charter and 
Optional Plans Law" form of government to grant local 
municipalities the authorization of establishing their own 
form of government, we set it up in a way that the ques
tion could be placed on the ballot: Does the local com
munity want to have their government studied and a 
home rule charter form of government, or do they want 
one of the optional charter forms of government? 

If this particular bill passes, at least the way I read it, 
it would indicate that regardless of what question may 
be placed on the ballot, regardless whether that commu
nity may place on the ballot the question of home rule 
or the question of optional form of government or both 
the question of home rule and optional form of govern
ment, if this particular bill would pass, a community 
would not be able to have that question recurring for 
five years, regardless of whether they asked for the home 
rule, the optional form of government or both, and I think 
it is not the intent on passing legislation that we passed 
back several years ago to preclude a community from 
one year having a study of a home rule form of govern
ment and the next year having a study of an optional 
charter form of government and for that reason, I would 
oppose this legislation. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

On the questio11, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provi
sions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman, 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
DwYer, 
Early, 
Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
mn. 
Hobbs, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
.rubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Lentz, 
Lewis. 

YEAS-49 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 
Noszka, 
O'Pake, 

NAYS-0 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Sweeney, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 
Zemprelll, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye," the question was determined in the affirma
tive. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House 
of Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passed the same without amendments. 

BILLS SIGNED 
The President (Lieutenant Governor Ernest P. Kline) 

in the presence of the Senate signed the following bills: 

SB 108 and 368. 

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Motion was made by Senator AMMERMAN, 
That the Senate do now resolve itself into Executive 

Session for the purpose of considering certain nomina
(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) tions made by the Governor. 
Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I would like to Which was agreed to. 

change my vote from "no" to "aye." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. SENATE AT EASE 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provi
sions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Ammerman. 
Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Cianfrani, 
Coppersmith, 
Dougherty, 
Duffield, 
DwYer, 
Early, 

Hill, 
Hobbs, 
Kury, 

Ewing, 
Fleming, 
Frame, 
Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Howard, 
.Tubelirer, 
Kelley, 

YEAS--38 

Lentz, 
Lewis, 
Lynch, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Myers, 
Nolan, 

NAYS-11 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
M1'!110W, 

Orlando, 
Reibman, 
Stapleton, 

Noszka, 
O'Pake, 
Ross, 
Scanlon, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stauft'er, 
Tilghman, 
Wood, 

Sweeney, 
ZempreW, 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having 
voted "aye,'' the question was determined in the affirma~ 
tive. 

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House of 
Representatives with information that the Senate has 
passf'd the same without amendments. 

Senator AMMERMAN. Mr. President, may we be at 
ease for a few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES 

Senator AMMERMAN. Mr. President, we will make 
some history, I move that the Executive Session do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE MESSAGE 
HOUSE NONCONCURS IN SENATE 

AMENDMENTS TO HOU.SE BILL . 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives being intro
duced, informed the Senate that the House has noncon
curred in amendments made by the Senate to HB 1333. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1333 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I ask for unanimous 
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consent at this time to suspend the Rules of the Senate 
in order that we may consider House Bill No. 1333. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the gentleman 
may proceed. 

BILL WHICH HOUSE HAS NONCONCURRED 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE TO HB 1333 

BB 1333 (Pr. No. 2015)-Senator NOLAN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do insist upon its amend
ments to House Bill No. 1333, and that a Committee of 
Conference on the part of the Senate be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Represen

tatives accordingly. 

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE APPOINTED 
ON HB 1333 

The PRESIDENT. In accordance with the motion just 
passed by the Senate, the President pro tempore has ad
vised the Secretary of the Senate of the appointment of 
Senators CIANFRANI, NOLAN and TILGHMAN, as a 
Committee of Conference on the part of the Senate to con
fer with a similar Committee of the House (if the House 
shall appoint such Committee) to consider the differences 
existing between the two houses in relation to House 
Bill No. 1333. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Repre
sentatives accordingly. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

the hoard because of redevelopment involving the 
premises sha11 be permitted to leave the license 
with the board for such period as may be neces
sary to find or locate new premises for the license 
and to lift the license and begin business when 
new premises are found. 

(b) Whenever heretofore a club license has 
been revoked because of redevelopment involving 
the premises and when the owner has failed to 
find suitable quarters for a new location within 
the period during which the license should have 
been lifted, then such former licensee may make 
application to the board for a new license which 
application shall be granted if all other condi
.tions required by the act are complied with. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion, as amended? 
It was agreed to. 
Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 592, 599 and 661-Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
NOLAN. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 714 (Pr. No. 1064)-The bill was considered. 

· On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion? 
Senators MYERS and MOORE offered the following 

SB 180 and BB 240-Without objection, the bills were amendments: 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
NOLAN. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

SB 421 (Pr. No. 1113)-Upon motion of Senator NOLAN, 
and agreed to, the bill was recommitted to the Com
mittee on Environmental Resources. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 518-Without objection, the bill was passed over 
in its order at the request of Senator NOLAN. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

BB 527 (Pr. No. 1885)-The bill was considered. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion? 
Senator NOLAN Offered the following amendments 

and, if agreed to, asked that the bill be considered for the 
second time: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 20,. by striking out· 
"A SECTION" and inserting: sections 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, by inserting after line 27: 
Section 476. Surrender of License Because of 

Redevelopment.-(a) Any club licensee whose 
lice_nse has been surrendered for safekeeping · to 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after 
"DISTRICT": , one additional law judge of the 
court of common pleas in the ninth judicial dis
trict 

Amend Sec. 1, page l, line 17, by inserting 
after "DISTRICT,": and one additional law judge 
is hereby authorized and provided for the court 
of common pleas of the ninth judicial district, 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by inserting after 
"DISTRICT": , the .ninth judicial district 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 27, by inserting after 
"DISTRICT": , one competent person learned in 
the law to serve as additional law judge of the 
court of common pleas of the ninth judicial dis
trict, 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 5, by striking out 
"FOUR" and inserting: five 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 13, by inserting after 
"DISTRICT": , one competent person learned 
in the law to serve as additional law judge of 
the court of common pleas of the ninth judicial 
district, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 

·on the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tiem, as amended? 
Senator KELJ,..EY. offered the following amendments: 

Amend Title, Page 1, line 2 by inserting after 
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"district": one additional law judge of the court 
of com~on pleas in the tenth judicial district 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 15, by inserting after 
"district,": one additional law judge is hereby 
authorized and provided for the court of com
mon pleas of the tenth judicial district 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19 by inserting after 
"district,": the tenth judicial district, 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 25 by inserting after 
"district,": one competent person learned in the 
law to serve as additional law judge of the court 
of common pleas of the tenth judicial district, 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 5 by striking out 
"FOUR" and inserting: five 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 10 by inserting after 
"district,": one competent person learned in the 
law to serve as additional law judge of the court 
of common pleas of the tenth judicial district, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 
Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed 

over in its order at the request of Senators MYERS, 
MOORE and KELLEY. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

BB 742 (Pr. No. 1418)-Considered the second time 
and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

BB 749 and SB 800-Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
NOLAN. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

BB 803 (Pr. No. 906)-The bill was considered. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion? 
Senator DWYER offered the following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 1, by inserting a com
ma after "sheriffs" 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by striking out 
"and" 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by removing the 
period after "sheriffs" and inserting: , waterways 
patrolmen and game protectors. 

Amend Sec. l, page 1, line 5, by striking out 
"and" and inserting a comma 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 6, by· inserting after 
"sheriffs": , waterways patrolmen · and game 
protectors 

Amend Sec. 2, page 1, line 9, by striking out 
"and" and inserting a comma 

Amend Sec. 2, page 1, line 9, by 'inserting after 
"sheriffs" where it appears the second time: 
, waterways patrolmen and game protectors 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 
Without objection, the bill, as . amep.d~ci. was pass~d 

over ill its order at the reque~t' of ·Senator DWYER.:.· 
' . . ," - '" ~ -. . ~ . . . . . ~ ,. . ' ' ,"': 

l3ILLS: OVER lN OEDER 

SB 810 and BB 826-Without obje~tion, tJ:ie·briIS Were 
passed over in their order at :the·· request of· senator 
NOLAN. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDE~p 

BB 856 (Pr. No. 2053)-The bill was considered: 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion? 
Senator SMITH offered the following amendments 

and, if agreed to, asked that the bill be considered for 
the second time: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14), page 2, line 10, by in
serting after "and": per mile circular 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14) page 2, line 11, by in
serting a bracket before "at" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14), page 2, line 11, by 
striking out the brackets before and after "ten 
cents (10¢)" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14), page 2, line 12, by 
striking out "FIFTEEN CENTS 05¢)" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14), page 2, line 12, by re
moving the comma after "circular" and insert
ing: ] based on the rate established by rules and 
regulations of the United States Internal Rev
enue Service, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 14), page 2, lines 26 through 
30; page 3, lines 1 through 7, by striking out all 
of said lines 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion, as amended? 
It was agreed to. 
Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 901 (Pr. No. 1012) and SB 930 (Pr. No. 1107)-Con
sidered the second time and agreed to, 
· Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 954-Without objection, the bill was passed over 
in its order at the request of Senator NOLAN. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 955 (Pr. No.1101), RB 1022 (Pr. No. 1987), BB 1164 
(Pr. No. 1341), BB 1189 (Pr. No. 1372) and BB 1219 (Pr. 
No. 1550)-Considered the second time and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

BB 1299 (Pr. No. 1789)-The bill was considered. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion? 
Senator SCANLON offered the following amendments 

and, .if. {lgre~d to, as~ed that the· bill be considered for 
tlie second t'Ime: . 

Amend Sec. 8, page 11, lines 13 through 17, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting: 

(1) If the ·average monthly earnings qf an em
ployee who became a member prior to .January 
1, 1975 are less than $450, 60% of such earnings 
but not less than $130 per nionth; if the average 
monthly·· earnirigs of an employee · who became 

.. a member prior to .Tanll.aI:Y 1. 1975 are $450 or 
more; then 55% of the first $650 of such earnings 
plus 30% of the excess of such earnings but not 
!es~. than $270 per month; if the employee became 
a member on or after January 1, 1975, 50% of the 
member's average monthly earnings. 
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Amend Sec. 8, page 12, line 26, by striking out 
"5/12%" and inserting: ~% 

Amend Sec. 8, page 13, lines 14 and 15, by 
striking out "The reduction provided in subsec
tion (a)" in line 14 and all of line 15 

Amend Sec. 13, page 16, line 19, by striking out 
"immediately." and inserting: January 1, 1975. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendments? 
They were agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second considera

tion, as amended? 
It was agreed to. 
Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 1302 (Pr. No. 1989), HB 1347 (Pr. No. 2014), HB 
1386 (Pr. No. 1624), BB 1438 (Pr. No. 1691), HB 1439 
(Pr. No. 1991), BB 1440 (Pr. No. 1992), HB 1471 (Pr. No. 
1725), BB 1472 (Pr. No. 1726) and BB 1493 (Pr. No. 1762) 
--Considered the second time and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

The PRESIDENT. For the information of the Mem
bers who may still be on the floor and those who may 
be in their offices, we have a few more items of business 
and then the desk will be held open solely for the pur
pose of receiving papers from the House, which is still 
in Session, or the Governor. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORTS FROM COMMIT'I'EES 

Senator NOLAN, on behalf of Senator ORLANDO, 
from the Committee on Finance, reported, as committed, 
HB 1202. 

In the Senate, July 22, 1975. 

RESOLVED (the House of Representatives concur
nng), That the Senators from the 49th and 50th Sena
torial Districts and the Members of the House of Repre
sentatives from districts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, shall constitute 
an ad hoc committee to meet with park officials of 
Presque Isle State Park on a monthly basis to discuss 
operational, administrative and fiscal matters. 

MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS TO PROVIDE FREE 
MAILING PRIVILEGES TO COUNTY 

ELECTION BOARDS 

Senators SMITH, ROSS, LEWIS, KELLEY, ORLANDO 
and MELLOW offered the following resolution (Serial 
No. 221), which was read and referred to the Committee 
on State Government: 

In the Senate, July 22, 1975. 

WHEREAS, The exercise of the privilege of suffrage 
is essential to the preservation of democracy at all levels 
of government; and 

WHEREAS, The number of citizens participating in 
recent elections has substantially declined; and 

WHEREAS, The Senate of the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania has determined that numerous barriers, both 
real and imaginary exist to prevent citizens from vot
ing; and 

WHEREAS, It is the desire of the General Assembly of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to increase the num
ber of voters participating in elections; therefore be it 

RESOLVED (the House concurring), That the Gen
eral Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
memorialize the Congress of the United States to provide 
free mailing privileges to county election boards to aid 
in the registra.tion and participation of voters in elections; 
and be it further 

RESOLVED, That copies of this resolution be trans
mitted to the presiding officers of each House of the 
Congress of the United States and to each Senator and 
Representative from Pennsylvania in the Congress of 
the United States. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

Senator ARLENE, from the Committee on Labor and The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
Industry, rereported, as amended, SB 116. resolutions, which were read, considered and adopted: 

RESOLUTION REPORTED FROM 
COMMITTEE 

Senator NOLAN, from the Committee on Rules and 
Executive Nominations, reported with amendment, Sen
ate Resolution, Serial No. 51, entitled: 

Extending invitation to Polynesian people and their 
friends to join with citizens of Pennsylvania in celebrat
ing the Bicentennial. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS 

.JOINT COMMITTEE TO MEET WITH OFFICIAiiS 
OF PRESQUE ISLE STAT)): PARK 

Senator NOLAN, on behalf of Senators ORLANDO 
and DWYER offered the following resolution (Serial No. 
220), which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Environmental Resources: 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Adam 
Eidemiller, Incorporated by Senator Kelley. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mrs. 
Louis Tyson Kirk by Senator Stauffer. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. 
and Mrs. Martin P. Papich by Senator O'Pake. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Miss 
Mary A. Ramedia by Senator Myers. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. 
Robert B. Taylor by Senator Howard. 

BILL ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator ROSS. Mi:. President, l .move that the Senate 
do now proceed to consideration of the bill reported 
from Committee fqr the first time. at today's Sessiop . 

Tne motiQD was agreed to. 
Tlle bill was as follows: 

HB 1202. 

And said bill having been considered for the first time, 
Ordered, To be laid astde for second consideration. 
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COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE APPOINTED 
ON BB 153 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair announces the President 
pro tempore has advised the Secretary of the Senate of 
the appointment of Senators NOLAN, SMITH and HESS, 
as a Committee of Conference on the part of the Senate 
to confer with a similar Committee of the House (if the 
House shall appoint such Committee) to consider the dif
ferences existing between the two houses in relation to 
House Bill No. 153. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Represen
tatives accordingly. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 
The following announcements were read by the Secre

tary of the Senate: 

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

The PRESIDENT. Are there any objections? The Chair 
hears no objection, and declares a recess of the Senate 
pending the call of the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 
The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having elapsed, 

the Senate will be in order. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILL 

The Secretary to the Governor being introduced, pre
sented communication in writing from His Excellency, 
the Governor, advising that the following Senate Bill had 
been approved and signed by the Governor: 

SB 368. 

NOMINATION BY THE GOVERNOR 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

Eastern 
Daylight 
Saving 
Time DATE AND COMMITTEE 

WEDNESDAY, JULY 23, 1975 

He also presented communication in writing from His 
Excellency, the Governor of the Commonwealth, which 

Room was read as follows, and referred to the Committee on 
Rules and Executive Nominations: 

11:30 A.M. RECESSED MEETING OF 
RULES AND EXECUTIVE 
NOMINATIONS 
to consider Executive Nomi
nations and House Bill No. 
1367 

Committee 
meeting 

room 

The Aging and Youth Committee will be holding Pub
lic Hearings on Senate Bills No. 264, 613 and 614 as 
follows: 

August 6 ............................ Pittsburgh 
August 7 ............................ Harrisburg 
August 13 .................... State College 
August 14 .................... Wilkes-Barre 
September 3 .................. Philadelphia 
September 4 .......................... Reading 

RECESS 
Senator NOLAN. Mr. President, I request a recess of 

the Senate until the call of the Chair for the purpose of 
receiving communications from the House and the Gov
ernor. 

SECRETARY OF GENERAL SERVICES 

July 22, 1975 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to 
nominate for the advice and consent of the Senate Honor
able Ronald G. Lench, 3981 Dora Drive, Harrisburg 17110, 
Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for ap
pointment as Secretary of General Services, to serve until 
the third Tuesday of January, 1979, and until his succes
sor shall have been appointed and qualified, pursuant to 
Act 45, approved July 22, 1975. 

MILTON J. SHAPP 

ADJOURNMENT 
Senator MESSINGER. Mr. President, I move that the 

Senate do now adjourn until Wednesday, July 23, 1975, 
at 1:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 7:40 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 


