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SENATE 
MONDAY, July 2, 1979. 

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

The PRESIDENT (William W. Scranton III) in the Chair. 

PRAYER 
The following prayer was offered by the Secretary of the Sen

ate, Hon. MARK GRUELL, JR.: 

Almighty and Eternal God, as we approach our Independence 
Day, make us aware of the fact that a handful of courageous 
men, in a moment of danger, pledged their lives, fortunes and 
honor to proclaim a nation whose citizens' rights were based 
not on the nod of kings and rulers, but on creation at Your 
hands. Grant us the spirit to give service to all, not the few; to 
our Congress the upholding of public interest, not merely the 
turmoil of private claims; to our judiciary the wisdom of inter
preting law grounded in principle, not expediency. 

Send Your Spirit to our people so that they may become ac
tive in the affairs of government, that they may not conkse 
dissent with disloyalty, that they may use their mighty power 
for the healing of differences among nations with justice, 
mercy and love. We ask this through Christ our Lord. Amen. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
do immediately transcribe the remarks of the prayer and have 
them dispatched forthwith to the House and read as a priority 
order of business. 

(Laughter.) 

JOURNAL APPROVED 
The PRESIDENT. 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 preceding Ses

sion, when, on motion of Senator ZEMPRELLI, further reading 
was dispensed with, and the Journal was approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
Senator ZEMPRELLI asked and obtained leave of absence for 

Senator SCANLON, for today's Session, for medical reasons. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

who may he on the floor, and also in their offices, there perhaps 
will be the most important caucus of this legislative year to 
commence at precisely 2:30 p.m. in the Majority caucus room. 
The reason for the delay in time is there are other meetings 
that are necessary in order to have a fully productive caucus. I 
will repeat that we will commence at 2:30 p.m. sharp. I ask 
each Member of the Democratic caucus to be present so we may 
review the contemplated actions of today and hope at that time 
we would be prepared to return at some time, perhaps at 4:30 
p.m. to 5:00 p.m., in order to consider the Calendar as well as 
other business before us. 

MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I would suggest to 
Members of the Committee on Appropriations it is my under
standing the Chairman of that committee will, in fact, be call· 
ing a recessed meeting of the Committee on Appropriations in 
order to consider at least one bill as a package or part of the 
budget considerations today. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 
Senator HAGER. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Re

publican Members of the Senate to come to their caucus room 
immediately. I will attempt to give a short history of the nego
tiations over the weekend as to where we have come at this mo
ment and then I will ask to be excused so that I can become part 
of the further conversations. If we can come immediately, I 
think within ten minutes I can tell everybody exactly where we 
are. 

RECESS 
The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a Republican caucus, 

which will convene immediately at the rear of the Chamber, 
and a Democratic caucus which will convene at 2:30 p.m. in the 
Majority caucus room and with the hope that the Senate will re· 
turn to its business by 4:30 p.m. or 5:00 p.m., the Chair de
clares the Senate in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 
Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, at this time, I would The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having elapsed, the Sen

like to announce for the Members of the Democratic caucus ate will be in order. 
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SENATOR ROSS TO VOTE FOR SENATOR 
SMITH, SENATOR MURRAY AND 

SENATOR ZEMPRELLI 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I request legislative leave for 
Senator Smith, Senator Murray and Senator Zemprelli, who 
are on legislative business in the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Ross requests legislative leave of 
absence for Senator Smith, Senator Zemprelli and Senator 
Murray. Are there any objections? The Chair hears no objection 
and the leaves are granted. 

SENATOR STAUFFER TO VOTE 
FOR SENATOR HAGER, SENATOR TILGHMAN 

AND SENATOR DWYER 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I also request legislative 
leaves of absence for Senator Hager and Senator Tilghman. I 
will be voting them. They are in the negotiating sessions in the 
Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Stauffer requests legislative 
leaves of absence for Senator Hager and Senator Tilghman. Are 
there any objections? The Chair hears no objection and the 
leaves are granted. 

Senator ST A UFFER. Mr. President, I would like to add Sena
tor Dwyer's name to the list of those on legislative leave whom 
I will be voting. The gentleman is in a meeting with Secretary 
of Education Scanlon. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave is granted. 

CALENDAR 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 181 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

FINAL PASSAGE CALENDAR 

BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 703 (Pr. No. 754}- On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

l,oeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS AMENDED 
OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 140 Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator ROSS. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION 
BILLS OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 1327 and 1328 Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order temporarily at the request of Senator 
ROSS. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND 

FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 68 (Pr. No. 960} 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Boda ck, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
,Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 82 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its or· 
der at the request of Senator ST A UFFER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 224 (Pr. No. 242) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 
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On the question, YEAS-11 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Gekas, 
The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of Greenleaf, 

Gurzenda, 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Hager, 
Hess, 
Loeper, 

Moore, 
O'Connell, 
Pecora, 

Schaefer, 
Tilghman, 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Boda ck, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendments. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 308 (Pr. No. 1870)- Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator COPPERSMITH, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 702, page 31, line 26, by striking out 
"70" and inserting: 60 

Amend Sec. 905, page 45, lines 8 through 10, by 
striking out all of lines 8 and 9 and "(B)'' in line 10 

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 Senator COPPERSMITH. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 396 (Pr. No. 1872)- Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

MOTION TO REVERT TO PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I move that House Bill 
No. 396 revert to the form it was in under Printer's No. 1:360. 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Hankins, 
Holl, 

Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

NAYS-37 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Murray, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Price, 

Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Zemprelli, 

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

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

MOTION TO REREFER 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I would like to move 
that House Bill No. 396 be rereferred to the Committee on Ap
propriations for a fiscal note. 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would ask that the Mem
bers and my colleagues vote "no" and ask if the gentleman 
would accept the same roll call. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I would like to, but I 
got beat so bad on the last one I might pick one up this time and 
I would ask for a roll call vote. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator O'CONNELL 
and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Gekas, 
Gurzenda, 

Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Greenleaf, 
Hankins, 
Holl, 

Hess, 
Loeper, 

Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 
Lynch, 

YEAS-9 

Moore, 
O'Connell, 

NAYS-:38 

Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Murray, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Price, 
Reibman. 

Pecora, 
Stauffer, 

Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
Zemprelli, 

The yeas and nays were required by Senator O'CONNELL Less than a majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the 
and were as follows. viz: question was determined in the negative. 
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And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Luzerne, Senator 
O'Connell, will state it. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I wonder if we might 
review the title, lines 1through4. I believe the title is defective 
in the fact that it nowhere embodies in it the subject that is 
contained in those most recent amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. Before this Senate is a constitutional point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator O'Con
nell, that House Bill No. 396, Printer's No. 1872 is unconstitu
tional and that it violates Article III, Section 3 of the Constitu
tion of Pennsylvania which provides: "No bill shall be passed 
containing more than one subject, which shall be clearly ex
pressed in its title, except a general appropriation bill or a bill 
codifying or compiling the law or a part thereof." Those voting 
"aye" will vote to sustain the constitutional point of order 
thereby declaring House Bill No. 396 unconstitutional. Those 
voting "no" will vote that the constitutional point of order is 
not well taken and thereby declare the bill is constitutional. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, it is my view that the 
constitutional point of order that is raised by the gentleman 
from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, is a correct constitutional 
point of order. House Bill No. 396 is defective. It is a defect 
which could be remedied by a simple amendment to the title 
and I would point out to those who may be supporting the gen
tleman from Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, in the issue that if 
the bill is passed in a defective form, it is very possible that the 
provisions of House Bill No. 396 would be inoperable and, 
therefore, the goal of the gentleman would not be realized. So 
my view, Mr. President, would be that the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, is correct and I would suggest a 
vote in the affirmative on the question that he raises. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I ordinarily tend to be one 
of the more scrupulous practitioners of the legislative process 
in relationship to the constitutional mandates. I would like to 
call to the attention of all my colleagues, Mr. President, the cur
rent practice. In fact, our leadership is off the floor with legisla
tive leave in a Committee of Conference dealing with bills; that 
one could or could not say whether or not it was in conformity 
with the Constitution, having been amended contrary to the 
constitutional provisions of legislation Article III. What I want 
to point out, Mr. President, is that a constitutional point of 
order is raised by me constantly, but I do it for one purpose, be-

that it is because it is in that nebulous area like so many things 
that we do and many times that I raise the issue, the same 
thing is true. The bill conforms to the general practice that we 
have done many, many times here in the Senate as well as the 
other Body. I, therefore, urge that we dispose of House Bill No. 
396 and vote "no" on the constitutional point of order. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I would challenge the 
gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley. This Legisla
ture, this Senate, does not make that final determination. That 
final determination would be made in the courts and the courts 
have ruled many times that if a title does not contain the issues 
spoken to in the statute, that there has not been due notice to 
the Legislature and it, therefore, is inoperable. I think there is a 
risk to the position he takes in that it is very highly possible 
and indeed probable that the courts would rule against the posi
tion he stated. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I have been listening very 
carefully to the comments the gentleman from Chester, Sena
tor Stauffer, has made, and it occurs to me if the courts have so 
held, they would certainly have reviewed the legislative record 
and determined that the amendment offered or the change in 
the bill was not adequately or clearly brought to the attention 
of the Legislature. Therefore, let me say that I hope in the 
event such a question is raised before the courts, they will take 
due notice of this colloquy, the fact that this Senate is fully on 
notice of what the bill now contains, that we fully understand 
what we are voting upon and that there is no reason to mis
interpret a possible technical deficiency in the heading as being 
a lack of understanding of this Body as to what it is voting 
upon. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, it is difficult for a lay
man to keep up with those who are learned in the law, but I 
would just like to bring to their attention this particular piece 
of legislation is before us as a result of a court cont.est. I also 
fully recognize the comments of the gentleman from Bucks, 
Senator Lewis. I am completely aware of the courts reviewing 
the record, but I think, too, they have to review the procedures 
in the Body, I think they have to take into consideration all of 
the ramifications and not make decisions based on just legisla
tive climate itself. 

Mr. President., I would ask that my colleagues support me in 
the question of constitutionality. 

REQUEST FOR BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could we put House Bill 
No. 396 over temporarily? 

The PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to House Bill No. 
396 going over temporarily? Without objection, House Bill No. 

cause the issue is raised and the courts have said it is up to 396 will go over in its order temporarily. 
the Body to make that decision. Because of the votes that have 
taken place, the sentiment in this Body is very clear to be in 
conformity and it is supportive of the essence of House Bill No. 
396 as it is. It is up to us, Mr. President, to determine whether 
this conforms to the constitutional guidelines given forth in the 
constitutional restraints. I urge a negative vote. that is, not 
sustaining the constitutional point of order, because I believe 
House Bill No. :rn6, in effect, is not defective. One can argu<' 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 459 {Pr. No. 491) 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendments. 

BILLS REREFERRED 

SB 490 (Pr. No. 506) and SB 491 (Pr. No. 507)- Upon mo
tion of Senator ROSS, and agreed to, the bills were rereferred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 507 (Pr. No. 993) - 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 SCHAEFER. Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 507 was 
a product of an awful lot of work by the Senate Committee on 
Professional Licensure. While I realize the evening is getting 
late, I would like to make a couple quick comments about the 
bill, because I think the bill deserves some special attention in 
the record. 

Senate Bill No. 507 is unique because it is the first attempt in 
this Session to deal with a major revision of a profession that is 
licensed in the Bureau of Professional and Occupational 
Affairs. I say it is unique for one of three reasons: 

First of all, the bill establishes a real estate recovery fund. 
This fund would allow people who have judgments against real
tors or real estate firms that are not able to be covered up to 
limits of $20,000. 

The other aspect of the bill, which I really think is over
looked, but should be addressed and will be addressed by the 
Committee on Professional Licensure quite adequately, I hope, 
will be the new flexibility in penalties that the commission can 
issue against people who have violated the various commission 
rules and regulations of the law. I say that this flexibility is im-

portant because under the current law, the only penalty open to 
the commission is a suspension. As a result, because of its in
flexibiliy in this area, a large backlog of thousands and thou
sands of disciplinary actions have taken place in this profes
sion. As we know, justice delayed is justice denied. Hopefully, 
by giving the commission some flexibility in the punishments 
they can deal out, we can reduce significantly the backlog. 

The last major thing that we do in this bill is to finally deal 
with the problem of rental referral agencies. Pennsylvania citi
zens have continued to be victims of unscrupulous rental re
ferral agencies. Unfortunately, the most frequent victims are 
those who can least afford to be dunned or bilked out of their 
money. We are talking about the elderly, the ignorant, the 
poor. Senate Bill No. 507 brings rental referral agencies 
squarely under the jurisdiction of the commission. It brings 
them squarely under the criminal sanctions that are available 
in this legislation. 

The last point I would like to make today is to commend not 
only my colleagues on the Senate Committee on Professional 
Licensure, but also all the various people who have worked very 
hard in this legislation and, in particular, the realtors and the 
members of this profession. You know, often the reason I make 
remarks is to clarify something. Oftentimes when you have a 
reform as significant as Senate Bill No. 507, it can be implied to 
be a criticism of the existing practices. While there have cer
tainly been deficiencies, I believe the real estate profession has 
acted quite responsibly and I would hope many of the other pro
fessions who are governed by this Bureau of Professional and 
Occupational Affairs would act in the same fashion. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Schaefer. 

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

Senator SCHAEFER. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I would ask the gentle

man from Allegheny, Senator Schaefer, to turn to page 16 of 
Senate Bill No. 507, lines 8 through 11, which read: "Effective 
twenty-four months after the effective date of this act, each 
branch office shall be under the direction and supervision of a 
manager who is either the broker of record or an associate 
broker." 

Mr. President, I wonder if the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Schaefer, would indicate whether this language means 
that every branch office of a realtor's firm must have a resident 
broker? 

Senator SCHAEFER. I do not see the word "resident broker" 
in the law. I believe what we are talking about there is to insure 
that the person who is responsible for a branch office of a real 
estate company is in fact a broker. I think that is a good idea, 
because a broker under this law, and under the previous law, 
not only had to have additional experience, but also had to have 
additional levels of education. I think that is important to pro
tect the consumer. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I think the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Senator Schaefer, has failed to answer my 
question, and perhaps I can rephrase it more simply. Does this 
provision mean that each branch office must have a broker in it 
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or can one broker direct and supervise a group of branch of
fices? 

Senator SCHAEFER. Mr. President, I think the law as stated 
here is quite clear. It says, " ... each branch office shall be 
under the direction and supervision of a manager who is either 
a broker of record or an associate broker." 

The question the gentleman from Chester, Senator Stauffer, 
is asking me, as I understand it, is to interpret the words "direc
tion" and "supervision." I hate to answer a question with a 
question, but is that not what the gentleman is asking me, Mr. 
President? 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, that is right. I would 
like to know if it is necessary that each branch office have a 
separate broker present and supervising the operation of that 
branch office? 

Senator SCHAEFER. Mr. President, I do not see in the lan
guage of Senate Bill No. 507 the word "present." I do see in the 
language of the bill the words "direction and supervision." 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, again I ask this: Let us 
say there are ten branch offices of a brokerage firm. Does that 
brokerage firm have to employ ten associate brokers so that 
there is a single separate broker in charge of each of the ten 
branch offices? 

Senator SCHAEFER. Mr. President, I would say that it was 
the intention of the sponsors of this legislation that a broker 
could direct or super_vise inore than one office. 

Senator STAUFFER. I thank the gentleman, Mr. President. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, not to belabor the point, but I 

just rise to speak in support of the remarks that the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Senator Schaefer, made. These concepts of the 
insurance fund and the licensing of other agencies and the flex
ibility of the board are something that I have been fighting for 
since 1971, when I was first assigned to the Bureau of Profes
sional and Occupational Affairs. I would also like to see the 
flexibility in the penalty provisions that are going to be put 
forth in Senate Bill No. 507, to be implemented in many of the 
other practice acts that we have in Pennsylvania. 

As the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Schaefer, said, 
there is a backlog of cases. There is a backlog of cases for a 
number of reasons. One of those reasons is that these boards 
basically have to decide either life or death and no im
prisonment if you will, if you want to draw analogy to the 
Criminal Code. I think these are very important steps forward, 
Mr. President, and we should all be very grateful to the Com
mittee on Professional Licensure for having done this today. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 

Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 544 (Pr. No. 964) - 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 

Romanelli, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 

YEAS-48 

Lloyd, 
Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 

NAYS-1 

Pecora, 
Price, 
Reibman, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

Senator ARLENE asked and obtained unanimous consent to 
address the Senate. 

Senator ARLENE. Mr. President, I voted under a misappre
hension on Senate Bill No. 544, Printer's No. 964. I would like 
to change my vote from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
printed on the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 545 (Pr. No. 577) - 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
B6dack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 

Kelley, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-48 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-1 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 547 (Pr. No. 579) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake. 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Jlouse of Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 616 (Pr. No. 648) 
agreed to, 

On LhP question, 
Shall tht hill pass finally? 

Considered the third time and 

The yea;.. and nays were taken agreeably to the provii,;;ions of 
the Constitutiou imd were as follows. viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Boda ck, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

SB 650 (Pr. No. 692)- Considered thetnffi:I time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill o~ third consideration? 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I move that we recommit 
Senate Bill No. 650 to the Committee on State Government. 

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

POINT OF ORDER 

Senator MANBECK. Mr. President, I rise to a pointoforder. 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Lebanon, Senator 

Manbeck, will state it. 
Senator MANBECK. Mr. President, on a motion to recom· 

mit, is the bill debatable? 
The PRESIDENT. No it is not, Senator. 
Senator MANBECK. Mr. President, this legislation was in· 

troduced on April 24th. and has been on the Calendar for six 
long days. I would like to ask for a roll call vote because I am se
riously convinced that this is a necessary piece of legislation 
that should be passed by this Senate to protect the integrity 
and the honesty of the Members of this Legislature. 

Mr. President, I request a roll call vote. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senators LLOYD and 
MANBECK and were as follows. viz: 

Andrews. 
Arlene, 
Boda ck, 
Coppersmith, 
Furno, 
Gurzenda, 
Hankins. 

Kelley. 
Kury, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln. 
Lloyd. 
Lynch. 
McKinney, 

YEAS-26 

Mellow, 
Messinger. 
Murray. 
Orlando. 
Reibman. 
Romanelli, 

Ross, 
f:r-haefer, 
Smith, 
Stapleton, 
Stout. 
Zemprelli, 
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Bell, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 

Hager, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 

NAYS-23 

Kusse, 
Loeper, 
Manbeck, 
Moore, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 

Pecora, 
Price, 
Snyder, 
Stauffer, 
Tilghman, 

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

The PRESIDENT. Senate Bill No. 650 is recommitted to the 
Committee on State Government. 

RECONSIDERATION OF SB 650 
SB 650 (Pr. No. 692) 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

goal be achieved. There was a question of where amendments 
which were deemed necessary would be taking place either here 
on the floor or in committee. Whichever occurs later on, I think 
the record should be very clear that those who supported the 
motion to recommit were not against the bill in spirit at all. 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
noted in the re(.'Ord. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT WITHDRAWN 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I withdraw my motion to 
have Senate Bill No. 650 recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senate Bill No. 650 will 
go over in its order on third consideration. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

Senator MANBECK. Mr. President, I would like to move to HB 657 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
reconsider the vote by which the motion to recommit Senate order temporarily at the request of Senator ROSS. 

Bill No. 650 to the Committee on State Government just 
passed. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Manbeck moves to reconsider the 
vote by which Senate Bill No. 650 was recommitted to the Com
mittee on State Government. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I second the motion. 

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

POINT OF ORDER 

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Cambria, Senator 
Coppersmith, will state it. 

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, is this a major mo
tion subject to reconsideration? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes it is, Senator. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the motion? 
The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the motion to recommit Senate Bill 

No. 650 to the Committee on State Government? 

MOTION FOR BILL OVER IN ORDER 

Senator MANBECK. Mr. President. I move that Senate Bill 
No. 650 go over in its order. 

On the queRtion. 
Will the Senate agree to the motion 9 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, relative to the motion, I be
lieve the record should be made very clear because of the at 
eases that have taken place, there is a disparity between the ac
tivity and knowledge in the respective caucuses. The gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Senator Lloyd. has all intentions, and all 
those who supported the motion to recommit, have all inten
tions that Senate Bill No. 6fi0, agree in spirit with what the 
gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Manbf'ck. spoke. that that 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND F1NAL PASSAGE 

SB 731 (Pr. No. 981) 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 provisior:is of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep-
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 732 (Pr. No. 982) - 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 nayR were taken agreeably to the provisions of 
.the Constitution and were aR followR. viz: 
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Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell. 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 733 (Pr. No. 983) - 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? 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 735 (Pr. No. 985) - 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 provisions of 
The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-49 

Andrews, Hankins, Loeper, Price, 
Arlene, Hess, Lynch, Reibman, 
Bell, Holl, Manbeck, Romanelli, 
Boda ck, Hopper, McKinney, Ross, 
Coppersmith, Howard, Mellow, Schaefer, 
Corman, Jubelirer, Messinger, Smith, 
Dwyer, Kelley, Moore, Snyder, 
Early, Kury, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Kusse, O'Connell, Stauffer, 
Gekas, Lewis, O'Pake, Stout, 
Greenleaf, Lincoln, Orlando, Tilghman, 
Gurzenda, Lloyd, Pecora, Zemprelli, 
Hager, 

NAYS-0 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

YEAS-49 

Andrews, Hankins, Loeper, Price, 
Arlene, Hess, Lynch, Reibman, 
Bell, Holl, Manbeck, Romanelli, 
Bodack, Hopper, McKinney, Ross, 
Coppersmith, Howard, Mellow, Schaefer, 
Corman, Jubelirer, Messinger, Smith, 
Dwyer, Kelley, Moore, Snyder, 
Early, Kury, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Kusse, O'Connell, Stauffer, 
Gekas, Lewis, O'Pake, Stout, 
Greenleaf, Lincoln, Orlando, Tilghman, 
Gurzenda, Lloyd, Pecora, Zemprelli, 
Hager, 

NAYS-0 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 759 (Pr. No. 814) Considered the third time and 
SB 734 (Pr. No. 984) - Considered the third time and agreed to, 

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 provisions of 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

the Constitution and were as follows, viz: Andrews, Hankins, Loeper, Price, 
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Arlene, Hess, Lynch, Reibman, 
Bell, Holl, Manbeck, Romanelli, 
Boda ck, Hopper, McKinney, Ross, 
Coppersmith, Howard, Mellow, Schaefer, 
Corman, Jubelirer, Messinger, Smith, 
Dwyer, Kelley, Moore, Snyder, 
Early, Kury, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Kusse, O'Connell, Stauffer, 
Gekas, Lewis, O'Pake, Stout, 
Greenleaf, Lincoln, Orlando, Tilghman, 
Gurzenda, Lloyd, Pecora, Zemprelli, 
Hager, 

NAYS-0 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 762 (Pr. No. 1001) - Considered the third time and 

Arlene, Hess, Lynch, Reibman, 
Bell, Holl, Manbeck, Romanelli, 
Bodack, Hopper, McKinney, Ross, 
Coppersmith, Howard, Mellow, Schaefer, 
Corman, Jubelirer, Messinger, Smith, 
Dwyer, Kelley, Moore, Snyder, 
Early, Kury, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Kusse, O'Connell, Stauffer, 
Gekas, Lewis, O'Pake, Stout, 
Greenleaf, Lincoln, Orlando, Tilghman, 
Gurzenda, Lloyd, Pecora, Zemprelli, 
Hager, 

NAYS-0 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

agreed to, SB 846 Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-41 

Andrews, Hager, Lewis, O'Pake, 
Arlene, Hankins, Lincoln, Orlando, 
Bell, Hess, Lloyd, Pecora, 
Bodack, Holl, Lynch, Romanelli, 
Coppersmith, Hopper, Manbeck, Ross, 
Corman, Howard, McKinney, Schaefer, 
Dwyer, Jubelirer, Mellow, Smith, 
Furno, Kelley, Moore, Stapleton, 
Gekas, Kury, Murray, Stout, 
Greenleaf, Kusse, O'Connell, Zemprelli, 
Gurzenda, 

NAYS-7 

Early, Messinger, Reibman, Stauffer, 
Loeper, Price, Snyder, 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 797 (Pr. No. 986) - 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-49 

Andrews, Hankins, Loeper, Price, 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 856 (PR. No. 987) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 

Kelley, 

Hager, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-48 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-1 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

SB 857 (Pr. No. 988) 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? 

YEAS-49 

Andrews, Hankins, Loeper, Price, 
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Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
Zernprelli, 

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 Rep
resentatives for concurrence. 

HB 1335 (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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
Zernprelli, 

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 Rep
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendments. 

HB 1336 (Pr. No. 1498) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
,Ju belirer. 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger. 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 

I Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 

NAYS-0 

Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
Zernprelli, 

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 Rep
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendments. 

HB 1475 (Pr. No. 1833) - 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

Andrews, 
Arlene, 
Bell, 
Bodack, 
Coppersmith, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Furno, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Hankins, 
Hess, 
Holl, 
Hopper, 
Howard, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lewis, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 

YEAS-49 

Loeper, 
Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 
Messinger, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecot'a, 

NAYS-0 

Price, 
Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stauffer, 
Stout, 
Tilghman, 
Zernprelli, 

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 Rep
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same with amendments in which concurrence of the House is 
requested. 

PERMISSION GRANTED COMMITTEE TO 

MEET DURING SESSION 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I would like to call to the 
Minority caucus room the recessed meeting of the Senate Com
mittee on Judiciary for purposes of considering one bill, House 
Bill No. 462. It should be a very brief meeting. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator ROSS. Mr. President. may we proceed-we have had 

permission from the other side of the aisle-with the Second 
Consideration Calendar. in order to expedite the proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT. ThP ('ommitteP on ,Judiciary will meet im
mediately in the Minority caucus room at the rear of the 
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Chamber. In the meantime, the Senate will proceed with 
today's Calendar. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 86, HB 147 and 392 - Without objection the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 639 (Pr. No. 971) and SB 736 (Pr. No. 787) - Consid
ered the second time and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 765 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

BILL REREFERRED 

SB 800 (Pr. No. 874) - Upon motion of Senator ROSS, and 
agreed to, the bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

SENATE RESOLUTION, 
SERIAL NO. 49, CALLED UP 

Senator ROSS, without objection, called up from page 8 of 
the Calendar, Senate Resolution, Serial No. 49, entitled: 

Senate committee to investigate reasons for racial unrest in 
Southwest Philadelphia. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE RESOLUTION, SERIAL NO. 49, ADOPTED 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
adopt Senate Resolution, Serial No. 49. 

The motion was agreed to and the resolution was adopted. 

HB 396 CALLED UP 

HB 396 (Pr. No. 1872) - Without objection. thP bill. which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar by Senator 
ROSS. 

HILL ON TJ!IRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 
AND OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 396 (Pr. No. 1872)- And the question recurring. 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

MELLOW AMENDMENT 

Senator MELLOW. by unanimous ('OnsPnt. offPrPd thP fol
lowing amendmPnt: 

Amend Title, page l, linP 4, by removing the period 
after "servicps" and insPrting: : making a rPpeal and 
providing for the leasing or subleasing of C'Prtain hos
pitals undPr certain c·ornlitionc;. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
It was agreed to. 

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

amended? 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER WITJJDRA WN 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator 
O'Connell, withdraw his constitutional point of order? 

Senator O'CONNELL. Yes, Mr. President, I will. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration, as 

amended? 

O'CONNELL AMENDMENTS 

Senator O'CONNELL, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period 
after "services" and inserting: and for a commission to 
study the problems in turning the State General Hos
pitals over to the communities. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 8 and 
9: 

Section 2. The Secretary of Public Welfare shall es
tablish a commission to study the problems in turning 
the State General Hospitals over to the communities. 
The commission shall consist of the Secretary of Pub
lic Welfare, and the chairman of the Board of Trustees 
for each of the following State General Hospitals: 

(1) Ashland State General Hospital. 
(2) Coaldale State General Hospital. 
(3) Connellsville State General Hosf.ital. 
(4) Hazelton State General Hospita . 
(5) Locust Mountain State General Hospital. 
(6) Nanticoke State General Hospital. 
(7) Phillipsburg State General Hospital. 
(8) Scranton State General Hospital. 
(9) Shamokin State General Hospital. 

The commission shall report its findings to the Gover
nor and the General Assembly within six months after 
the effective date of this act. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 9, by striking out "2" and 
inserting: 3 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 25, by striking out "3" 
and inserting: 4 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I have offered amend
ments that should be acceptable to most of the Members of this 
august Body. On a prior roll call, I took a pretty good pounding 
and I would suggest those who voted in opposition to that vote 
were interested in apparently divesting the Commonwealth of 
any interests that they may have in the State general hospitals. 
The amendments that I offer here today present an opportuni
ty to do just that because they establish a study commission for 
the purposes of studying the problems of turning over these re
spectivP State hospitals to an interested community organiza
tion. Mr. President, it goes beyond that because it involves the 
Secretary of Welfare, and it involves the administrator of that 
hospital and, therefore, would involve people in that local com
munity. 
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Mr. President, while we are all interested in turning these 
hospitals over to an interested community organization or to 
the community, all of them would not be done under the same 
circumstance nor should they be done, or should this turnover 
come in a uniform manner. It would he unfair to have the same 
prescription offered to all of them. I would ask fat an affirma· 
tive vote on the basis of apparently giving some study to phas· 
ing out of the State general hospitals. 

POINT OF INFORMATION 

Senator ORLANDO. Mr. President, I rise to a point of infor
mation. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Erie, Senator Or
lando, will state it. 

Senator ORLANDO. Mr. President, are these amendments to 
the amended version of House Bill No. 396? 

The PRESIDENT. No they are not. The amendments are to 
the bill itself. 

Senator ORLANDO. Mr. President, the bill has been amend
ed and there was a constitutional question initially on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The constitutional point of order has been 
withdrawn, Senator. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the pro
posed amendments as introduced by the gentleman from Lu
zerne, Senator O'Connell. What the gentleman is trying to do is 
create an additional study commission to decide what the fate 
of the State general hospital should be. I can only speak for the 
fate of the one State general hospital that is located in my area. 
If we create another study commission, we will be just dpplicat
ing work that has been done by a special House committee that 
was created last year. 

Mr. President, I think the Body should know that the Board 
of Directors of the Scranton State General Hospital did, on two 
different occasions. pass a resolution by a vote of six to three to 
enter into a lease which would eventually bring about a merger 
of the hospitals in question. 

Mr. President, further, I think it is very interesting to note 
that the Governor's Review Management Council both of 1972 
and of 1975 strongly urged this type of action to take place 
after a study had been done. They asked that in areas of local 
jurisdiction, whether it be the county government or a local 
hospital, where they are interested in taking over a State gen
eral hospital, that we should do everything in our power to 
bring it about. I ask for a "no" vote on these amendments. 

Senator ANDREWS. Mr. President, I would like to point out 
that at least as I read the amendments and the bill, these 
amendments do not strike out any of the provisions to provide 
for the transfer of Blossburg and Scranton hospitals. It pro
vides that in addition to what House Bill No. 396 does at the 
present time, we will have a study commission to study the 
transfer of the State hospitals. The amendments provide that 
the study commission will have one for Scranton General Hos
pital, but that would be irrelevant if the transfer was already 
made. I do not really know that they are inconsistent. It ap
pears to me that the transfer would go through Mr. President, 
and that we would have a study commission for the rest of 
them. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would only like to point 
out that if, in fact, the transfer and the lease agreement does go 
through, number eight as listed in Section 2 of the amend· 
men ts, the Scranton State General Hospital will no longer be in 
existence as a hospital per se. I think what the gentleman 
should do, if he is interested in bringing about the transfer of 
other hospitals is act accordingly and introduce a separate piece 
of legislation that would accomplish that. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I think the amend
ments are germane and I think it could and should include the 
Scranton State Hospital. A decision of this magnitude should 
be made in the sunshine. It should be made clearly in the open. 
It should be visible to the Legislature and they should partici· 
pate. 

Mr. President, the reason for continuing this challenge is for 
the express purposes of developing a point. I would like to 
maybe stray a little bit from the amendments in regard to this. 
These particular amendments came about because a depart
ment decided that they did not need the action of the Legisla
ture to accomplish this lease. As a result of that, there was an 
injunction filed and they were before the courts of the Com
monwealth. It was apparent that the department was losing 
the case and they suggested a withdrawal and all parties agreed 
to withdraw. This is a decision of some magnitude. The Com· 
monwealth has more than a passing interest in this. This facil· 
ity is worth in excess of $30 million. It has recently been re
modeled. I really believe it ought to be done in full light and 
with the participation of the Legislature. To circumvent it or to 
do otherwise, in my judgment, is unfair. It is a principle that I 
have been fighting for and I will make some other comments 
later. I would suggest an affirmative vote on the amendments. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, not to prolong the debate, 
I would be only too happy when House Bill No. 396 comes up 
for passage to discuss those points with the gentleman. 

At this point in time, there is another study commission add
ed to the bill, and I would ask for a negative vote on those 
amendments. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator O'CONNELL 
and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-12 

Andrews, Greenleaf, Loeper, Price, 
Dwyer, Hager, O'Connell, Stauffer, 
Gekas, Hess, Pecora, Tilghman, 

NAYS-35 

Arlene, Holl, Lynch, Romanelli, 
Bell, Hopper, Manbeck, Ross, 
Bodack, Jubelirer, McKinney, Schaefer, 
Coppersmith, Kelley, Mellow, Smith, 
Corman, Kury, Messinger, Snyder, 
Early, Kusse, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Lewis, O'Pake, Stout, 
Gurzenda, Lincoln, Orlando, Zemprelli, 
Hankins, Lloyd, Reibman, 
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Less than a majority of the Smators having voted "aye," the 
question was determined in the negative. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration, as 

amended? 

O'CONNELL AMENDMENT 

Senator O'CONNELL, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by inserting after 
"WELFARE.": Under a lease agreement, appraisals 
shall be made of the real property and equipment and 
the annual rental shall be one-half percentum (112%) 
per month of the appraised value of the real property. 
The lessor shall maintain the facility in a satisfactory 
condition. 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, this amendment pro
vides for an appraisal, one of the real property and one of the 
equipment, and determined by the value of that appraisal, a 
rental should be established. That rental would be one-half per 
cent per month of the appraised value of the real property. In 
addition to that, it indicates as the lease does, the lessor shall 
maintain the facility in a satisfactory condition. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator O'CONNELL 
and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-7 

Dwyer, Greenleaf, O'Connell, Tilghman, 
Gekas, Loeper, Pecora, 

NAYS-40 

Andrews, Hankins, Lloyd, Reibman, 
Arlene, Hess, Lynch, Romanelli, 
Bell, Holl, Manbeck, Ross, 
Bodack, Hopper, McKinney, Schaefer, 
Coppersmith, Jubelirer, Mellow, Smith, 
Corman, Kelley, Messinger, Snyder, 
Early, Kury, Murray, Stapleton, 
Furno, Kusse, O'Pake, Stauffer, 
Gurzenda, Lewis, Orlando, Stout, 
Hager, Lincoln, Price, Zemprelli, 

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

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration, as 

amended? 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I have a long list of 
questions I had intended to ask of the gentleman from Lacka
wanna, Senator Mellow. I am certainly not going to put the 
Senate to that rhetoric nor shall I subject them to this long list 
of questions and a long debate. 

I would like, however, permission to enter the lease into the 

record, and I would ask permission to make a few comments. 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Chair hear any objections to sub

mitting the lease into the record? The Chair hears no objection. 
Would the gentleman make his comments under the order of 

business of Petitions and Remonstrances? 
Senator O'CONNELL. Any time you say, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Under the order of business of Petitions 

and Remonstrances. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
(The following Agreement of Sublease was made a part of the 

record at the request of the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator 
O'CONNELL:) 

AGREEMENT OF SUBLEASE 

This AGREEMENT, made to be effective the first day of 
July, 1979, by and between the Commonwealth of Pennsylva
nia, Department of Public Welfare, hereinafter referred to as 
Lessee, party of the first part, concerning the hereinafter de
scribed premises together with fixtures and personal property 
as owned by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: 

AND . 
the Community Medical Center, a nonprofit corporation cre
ated, existing and conducting its affairs under the laws of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with its principal office at 
Scranton, Pennsylvania hereinafter referred to as Sublessee, 
part of the second part. 

WITNESSETH: 
1. Lessee does hereby demise and let unto the Sublessee all 

of the premises known as Scranton State General Hospital, con
sisting of some four (4) buildings, including the building known 
as the Scranton State General Hospital Main Building, situate 
in the City of Scranton, Lackawanna County, consisting of 4.25 
acres together with a lot being three hundred seventy-six (376) 
feet in width fronting on Mulberry Street and having a uniform 
depth of five hundred (500) feet bounded and described as fol
lows: 

Beginning at a point at the intersection of Mulberry Street 
and Franklin Avenue, thence north 40 degrees, 10 minutes east 
for a distance of 500 feet along Franklin Avenue; thence south 
49 degrees, 30 minutes east for a distance of 370 feet along 
Vine Street; thence south 40 degrees, 10 minutes west for a dis
tance of 500 feet along Penn Avenue, and thence north 49 
degrees, 30 minutes west for a distance of 376 feet along Mul
berry Street to the point of the beginning, containing 186,500 
square feet of land more or less. 

TOGETHER WITH four (4) buildings erected thereon, desig-
nated as follows: 

Main Building 
New Nurses' Home 
Boiler Plant and Lab 
Old Nurses' Home 
TOGETHER WITH all fixtures attached to the buildings or 

realty, and the machinery, equipment, and personal property 
situate in the said buildings, and listed on the inventory which 
is attached and made a part hereof as Appendix A. 

This excludes any improvements on property at Allied Serv
ices for the Handicapped that are part of the entity referred to 
as an Annex to Scranton State General Hospital. 

TO HA VE AND TO HOLD the same to the Sublessee for an 
initial term of one (1) year, at an annual rental of one dollar 
($1.00), payable in advance beginning July 1, 1979, and said be
ginning term ending at 12 midnight, E.S.T., ,June 30, 1980. 

2. Lessee further demises and leases to the Sublessee the 
right of egress and ingress to the premises from Mulberry 
Street and Vine Street. 

3. Lessee further grants to the Sublessee the right, privilege 
and option of renewing this sublease at the expiration of the 
aforementioned initial term, and at the expiration of any and 
all successive annual terms, for additional and successive terms 
of one (1) year each, and so from year to year, upon the same 
conditions, covenants, and agreements herein set forth, and at 
the same rental herein, not to exceed fifty (50) successive re
newals, or until either the Lessee or Sublessee gives the other 
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ninety (90) days' advance written notice of termination or sur
render, as the case may be, which termination or surrender 
shall be effective at the end of the then current term of one (1) 
year. 

4. The Sublessee does hereby covenant and agree with the 
Lessee that it will: 

(a) Pay the agreed rent annually, in advance, during the ini
tial and any subsequent terms, renewals or extensions thereof. 

(b) Adopt, use and occupy the premises for the purposes of 
providing acute health care services, and all related services 
thereto, for the benefit of the people of Scranton, as well as the 
people of Pennsylvania in general. 

(c) Make no major alterations or major additions in or to said 
premises without the prior written consent of the Lessee, 
which consent shall not unreasonably be withheld. In the event 
that any such alterations or additions are agreed upon by the 
Lessee and the sublease subsequently is terminated by either 
party, the title to such modifications and improvements shall 
rest in the Sublessee, if and only if the Pennsylvania General 
Assembly, by majority vote of both Houses, expressly approves 
such transfer of title. 

(d) Leave the premises at the expiration of prior termination 
of the term of this sublease, or any renewal or extension there
of, in as good condition as received, excepting reasonable wear 
and tear and also excepting damages ansing from the default 
or negligence of the Lessee, or its agents or employees. 

(e) Pay charges for telephone service, electricity, water, gas 
and all maintenance costs, and for other like substances or serv
ices supplied to the subleased premises, and any taxes which 
may be lawfully assessed thereon by the Federal, State or local 
government for use, occupancy or services rendered thereon. 

(f) Pay for all repairs to, and maintenance of: (i) the interior 
and exterior of the buildings and other structures on the sub
leased premises; (ii) curbs, walks, streets, roads, driveways, 
walls, utility poles and fixtures, entrances and exits, platforms, 
and any other appurtenances on the subleased premises; (iii) 
the entire grounds of the subleased premises. 

(g) Not assign, transfer, or pledge the sublease or any rights 
accruing thereunder, or any renewal thereof. 

(h) Comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Pennsylva
nia Human Relations Act, and Federal and State regulations 
pertaining to the prohibition of discrimination on the grounds 
of race, color, religious creed, ancestry, handicap, age, sex, or 
national origin. 

(i) Sublessee accepts receipt of and assumes responsibility 
for the present and future custody, distribution, use, and con
trol of the machinery, equipment, and personal property, listed 
on the inventory which is attached and made a part hereof as 
Appendix A. 

(j) Sublessee agrees to keep and maintain the premises in a 
clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the several 
laws, regulations, and ordinances of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, County of Lackawanna, and City of Scranton, as 
they relate to the activities to be conducted on these premises, 
and to make the premises and all parts thereof available to au
thorized representatives of the Lessee for inspection at all rea
~onable hours, during the Sublessee's operation of the prem
ises. 

(k) Sublessee shall secure and maintain, at its expense, 
boiler, liability and fire insurance (with extended coverage for 
windstorm and tornado damage) on the demised buildings and 
contents in a minimum amount of One Million ($1,000,000) 
Dollars, as well as public liability insurance in a minimum 
amount of not less than Five Hundred Thousand ($500,000) 
Dollars. The insurance policies shall name Lessee as the insured 
and shall be submitted to and approved by the Pennsylvania 
Department of Justice at or before the taking of possession by 
the Sublessee. 

5. The Lessee does hereby covenant and agree with the Sub
lessee: 

(a) In the event that, during the term of this sublease, any 
building or buildings hereby demised, or any portion or por
tions thereof, are damaged or destroyed by fire or other casual
ty, the Sublessee may fully repair, rebuild, or restore the prem
ises, and the Lessee shall thereupon reimburse Sublessee the 
full proceeds of insurance on the demised premises received by 

the Lessee from insurance carried by Sublessee, on account of 
such damage or destruction, to reimburse Sublessee for the cost 
of such repair or rebuilding. Such repair or rebuilding shall not 
be confined to repair or restoration to the original condition ex
isting immediately prior to the damage or destruction, but shall 
extend to renovation or improvement to incorporate the newest 
design and equipment as determined by Lessee. 

(b) In the event that the Sublessee, within three (3) months 
after any such event of damage or destruction, shall elect to 
exercise its option to purchase the demised premises, under 
terms to be negotiated by parties hereto, the Lessee shall, after 
receiving approval of the General Assembly, deliver a deed con
veying the premises to the Sublessee, subject to any existing 
Commonwealth lien thereon, if any, and pay or assign to the 
Sublessee any insurance proceeds paid or payable to the Lessee 
on account of such damage or destruction. 

(c) Any new equipment purchased by Sublessee after the ef
fective date of this sublease shall remain the property of the 
Sublessee. 

(d) To the extent of Lessee's authority to do so, there is here
by granted unto the Sublessee an option to purchase the de
mised premises, improvements thereon, and the machinery, 
equipment and personal property located therein, for such con
sideration as may be agreed upon in the future by the parties, if 
and only if the Pennsylvania General Assembly provides such 
legislative approval of such purchase arrangement as may be 
required by law. 

(e) The Sublessee may use, consume or dispose of those arti
cles of personal property listed on Appendix A to this Sublease, 
provided that such use, consumption or disposition is related to 
and in furtherance of carrying out the purposed listed in Sub
paragraph 4(b) of this Sublease. 

6. During the term of this agreement, the Sublessee agrees 
to pay as additional rental the amount due to the Department 
of General Services as indebtedness on the bond issue for con
struction projects undertaken when this facility was operated 
as a State General Hospital, excluding payments for projects 
known as Scranton State General Hospital Annex at Allied 
Services. The amount payable shall be secured, determined and 
paid as follows. 

(i) On July 1, 1979, and on July 1 of each year thereafter, as 
long as this Sublease remains in effect, the Sublessee will pay 
$250,000 to the Department of Public Welfare to be held in es
crow to secure payment of the amount of indebtedness due. 

(ii) On or about December 1, 1979, and on or about December 
1 of each year thereafter, as long as this Sublease remains in ef
fect, the Department of Public Welfare will determine from the 
Department of General Services the amount of indebtedness 
due, pay that amount to the Department of General Services, 
and remit any balance remaining from the $250,000 to the Sub
lessee. 

(iii) In the event that the amount payable exceeds $250,000, 
the Sublessee shall pay such additional amount of indebtedness 
to the Department of Public Welfare within fifteen (15) days of 
its receipt of notice of such amount being payable. 

7. The Sublessee agrees to comply with all relevant require
ments of the following leases from the former Department of 
Property and Supplies to General Services Administration: the 
Master (Omnibus) Lease dated December 1, 1969 and Leases 
538-1, 3, and 4, dated May 27, 1952, December 29, 1963, and 
April I, 1965,respectively. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, and with the intention of being le
gally bound thereby, the parties, have executed these presents 
in duplicate as of the day and year first written. 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Department of Public Welfare 
By HELEN B. O'BANNON 

Secretary (LESSEE) 

COMMUNITY MEDICAL CENTER 
ByPAULH. PRICE 

Chairman (SUBLESSEE) 

COMMUNITY MEDICAL CENTER 
ATTEST 
By J. WILLIAM REID 

Secretary (SUBLESSEE) 
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Approved as to Form: 
JAMES R. ADAMS 
General Counsel 
Department of Public Welfare 

The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 396 will go over in its order 

temporarily, as amended. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I rise to a point of personal 

privilege. 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Delaware, Senator 

Bell, will state it. 

the last Session the Senate passed it by a very substantial mar

gin. 
In Pennsylvania right now to operate an ambulance service, 

all you need is a stationwagon and a driver's license. House Bill 

No. 657 mandates minimum standards in three basic areas. In 

regard to the type of vehicle, this is no-imposition because the 

Federal Government mandates the van type vehicles, and to 

get any type of reimbursement you have to purchase the type 

of van that is specified in the bill. 
It mandates minimum training requirements people on am

bulances have to have, that is the advanced Red Cross first aid 

course which is approximately forty-five hours. 

It sets up an advisory committee that can mandate minimum 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I note that it is 8:00 p.m. in the equipment standards in ambulances. There is a provision in 

evening. We have not had dinner as yet. Are we going to go all regulations adopted by the Secretary of Health, who must get 

night, are we going to have a dinner break or what? the approval of the advisory committee and it must be ap

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, it is our intention to finish a proved by the Legislature. Either house can disapprove any 

few things on the Calendar-it should not take too long-and regulation. There are great checks on any abuses occurring. The 

adjourn until tomorrow. inspections can be made by local hospitals or local emergency 

medical care councils so that we would not have State inspec-

HB 657 CALLED UP tors checking on these volunteer local ambulance services. 
This is a very difficult area, Mr. President. I can recall Sen

HB 657 (Pr. No. 1860} - Without objection the bill, which ator Frame once said that a bad ambulance service is better 
previously went over in its order, temporarily, was called up, than none. We have adopted that philosophy in setting forth 
from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar by Senator 

ROSS. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION REVERTED TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER AND AMENDED 

HB 657 (Pr. No. 1860)- Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

MOTION TO REVERT TO PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I move that House Bill No. 

657 revert to the form it was in under Printer's No. 1603. 

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

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I wonder if the gentle

man from Fayette, Senator Lincoln, would advise the Members 

the effect of the reversion that he is proposing? 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, the effect of reverting to 

the prior printer's number would be to remove an amendment 

which was placed in House Bill No. 657 in the Committee on 

Public Health and Welfare last week. In effect, Senate Bill No. 

445, which deals with the licensure of ambulances, was amend

ed in its entirety into House Bill No. 657. This action would 

take that amendment out. 
Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the 

motion to revert to the prior printer's number. What happened 

in the Committee on Public Health and Welfare last week was 

we amended an ambulance licensure bill into House Bill No. 

657. This is a watered down version of a bill that has passed 

this Senate on three separate occasions. 
Originally, Senator Frame was the sponsor of this bill and in 

these license requirements. We are trying to have local inspec

tions, we are trying to have minimum services and minimum 

requirements in regard to training and equipment so we will 

not get the wide disparity that now exists in the State where 

some services are very good and in some areas you have very 

bad services. 
We have a special provision in regard to the seventh or eighth 

class counties, which are sparse, that they are not covered for 

three years, and this bill has a sunset provision that would ex

pire after three years. So before the very small counties could 

be covered, the Legislature would have to be satisfied that this 

licensure bill is working properly and is willing to reenact it. 

We have the sunset provisi~n for three years, we have legisla

tive approval of all regulations with either house being able to 

disapprove the regulations that are adopted. The Secretary of 

Health must get the approval of the advisory council, which is a 

broadly representative body, including volunteer ambulance 

drivers, nurses, doctors and paid ambulance services. It is a 

well-balanced advisory committee that must approve any regu

lations. 
This, I think, is a cautious step forward with the sunset provi

sion; it is a step that this Senate has approved three times be

fore. I am asking the Members to take this step forward so that 

we can have improved emergency medical care services in 

many areas that are not up to standards. 

I should point out, Mr. President, that the reason these 

amendments were put out on this late date on the emergency 

medical care bill was that this bill just arrived from the House 

last Monday. It was reported out of the Committee on Public 

Health and Welfare on Wednesday. This bill has to be amended 

to make it effective retroactively as of June 30th, so there will 

not be any undue delay, and it is a way to get licensure adopted 

and protect people when they are subject to traumatic injuries. 
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Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, after the fine analysis 
that the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Coppersmith, gave 
of his amendments, I am the one who should have been choking 
like that. I do think the gentleman gave an extremely good 
analysis of his amendments. I think the gentleman made a cou
ple points that very clearly define why we should agree to the 
reversion. 

First off, Mr. President, let me tell you what House Bill No. 
657 is. It is not a licensure bill for ambulance services. It was 
not intended to be that. It came over from the House with a spe
cific intention, an important intention: The Emergency Medical 
Services Systems Act was created to provide assistance and en
couragement for the development of comprehensive area emer
gency medical service systems. This act allowed Federal monies 
to be used to match State and local monies to bring in training 
for people in volunteer emergency medical services. 

Mr. President, as an example, we have thirteen counties in 
the western part of the State able to provide emergency train
ing for nurses and physicians. We also have an example of sixty 
new ambulances being purchased because of this act. House Bill 
No. 657 is more than just an extension of emergency medical 
systems. This bill is perhaps the first attempt this General As
sembly has made in the concept of sunset legislation. What we 
are doing here this evening, Mr. President, is determining 
whether the Senate is sincere in its belief in sunset legislation; 
or are we simply going to continue the practice of Christmas 
tree legislation to avoid a sincere effort to improve the legisla
tive process. 

I contend that House Bill No. 657 is an opportunity to show 
our sincerity. This bill is an extremely vital issue to some of 
the very people that the gentleman from Cambria, Sena\,or 
Coppersmith, wants to license, the volunteer ambulance 
crews across Pennsylvania. It will allow them to not have the 
heavy hand of government coming down on them by regula
tion, but it will allow that enlightening hand of government 
giving them a few dollars to provide equipment and training 
for the people in their areas that need it. I think an important 
part of the analysis of the gentleman from Cambria, Senator 
Coppersmith, was the reason that he tacked it on his ambu
lance licensure legislation. Why he tacked it on to such a sensi
tive piece of legislation as this is admittedly, by the gentleman 
in his remarks prior to mine, that three times in the past the 
Senate has passed this same legislation and the House has re
jected it. I am telling you, Mr. President, the same thing is 
going to happen now. If we leave the licensure of ambulances in 
House Bill No. 657, we are further jeopardizing a three-year 
program of emergency medical services because it is not going 
to pass when it gets to the House. 

Mr. President, I urge several things. One, that you concur 
with me and vote to revert to the prior printer's number. The 
second thing is I urge the gentleman from Cambria, Senator 
Coppersmith, to hold public hearings on Senate Bill No. 445 
which is the same thing as the amendments. I urge you to agree 
to let House Bill No. 657 stand on its merits and in the same 
light take a look at Senate Bill No. 445 on its merits alone. If, as 
the gentleman is saying, this is such an all-encompassing 
important thing and it is something that we need, I have no 

quarrel that the gentleman could have gotten Senate Bill No, 
445 out of his committee last week with no problem. I think 
that the time has come, Mr. President, if we are to go home and 
talk to our constituency about sunset and oversight legislation, 
we are going to have here an opportunity of a very clear, vital 
need for a service we are allowing to expire because we refuse 
to just enact that particular program on its own. I urge you to 
do this, to revert and finally pass House Bill No. 657 and send it 
back to the House of Representatives for a speedy concurrence. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I rise to support the re
version to the prior printer's number but I want to raise an
other question with this particular piece of legislation. I think 
there is a defect in this amendment as it is drawn. It has to do 
with page 23, lines 29 and 30 through page 24, line 4, particu
larly when it refers to the Act of April 7, 1955, Public Law 23, 
No. 8, If you look at the reorganization plan in No, 8, I do not 
really believe that it applies. The reference should have been to 
reorganization plan 750-7. I think there is a defect in the 
drafting of that particular amendment. I hate to be on that 
same kick on the same day, but I really think it is evident and I 
would suggest a reversion. It is important to those people that 
are waiting the passage of this bill so that they can disburse the 
funds and continue the program. 

Senator SNYDER. Mr. President, I am voting for the motion 
of the gentleman from Fayette, Senator Lincoln, principally so 
that the emergency medical services systems is not inter
rupted. I agree with much of what the gentleman from Cam
bria, Senator Coppersmith, said about the ambulance portion 
of this, but I think in the interest of getting the principal por
tion of House Bill No. 657 through, we had best remove the am
bulance portion and deal with that separately. 

Senator COPPERSMITH. Mr. President, just a few brief 
points. I should say that we did have a public hearing on Senate 
Bill No. 445. That was in the end of March of this year. At that 
hearing I indicated I wanted to amend the ambulance bill into 
House Bill No. 657 when it passed the House. After I made that 
public announcement, so no one could say that I was sandbag
ging them at the last minute, the House delayed in passing 
House Bill No. 657 until it only reached my committee one 
week ago on Monday, and I promptly scheduled it on Wednes
day. Mr. President, I think I moved expeditiously, and the only 
reason there is any question as to delay in passing House Bill 
No. 657 is because the House delayed so long before it passed it. 

In regard to the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, 
I can only say to the gentleman that the language we have used 
to which he refers is the same language the gentleman from 
Lancaster, Senator Snyder, amended into my amendment of 
House Bill No. 308, which was not adopted by committee, but I 
feel safe in saying that this does the job it is intended to do. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, the one thing I would like 
to make very clear in this matter is that I am not questioning 
the responsibility or the cause for delay, and I am not pointing 
a finger at the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Coppersmith. 
I know of the gentleman's sincerity in his efforts to have licen
sure passed for ambulance services in the past. I, unfortunate
ly, have been one of the main reasons why it has not passed, 
and I hope to continue my efforts to keep it from passing. I 
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think that is a separate issue at this time. I think of the serious
ness of letting in a three year program-and I mean that-and 
say that it will totally go away. There are several problems and 
we are already forty-eight hours past the deadline. I think it 
would be extremely immature on the part of any one in the leg
islative Body, whether it be in the House or the Senate, to be
lieve that those programs which have been developed over 
three years are going to continue if we go for an extensive peri
od of time without them having the availability of funds. 

You can have the law in place, you can have whatever you 
want, but as long as the dollar bills are not flowing, it is a use
less effort in futility. 

What I am concerned about is that the House will continue 
the precedent that it has set in the past, which was alluded to 
by the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Coppersmith. They 
will, in fact, reject House Bill No. 657 when it goes back if it 
still has the ambulance licensure amendment in it. It will at 
that time go into a conference committee. 

As many of you know, we are now awaiting some type of a 
compromise on the budget. In my seven years' experience in the 
legislative part of this government, something tells me that 
when that budget is finally settled, we may be here for a couple 
more days, and we are going to be gone until September. So you 
are talking about a delay that could very seriously impair the 
future of an extremely valuable and successful service which 
has been provided through Act 265. 

For that point, and no other, I would urge a "yes" vote on this 
particular motion. 

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

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

Andrews, 
Bodack, 
Corman, 
Dwyer, 
Early, 
Gekas, 
Greenleaf, 
Gurzenda, 
Hager, 

Arlene, 
Bell, 
Coppersmith, 

Holl, 
Hopper, 
Jubelirer, 
Kelley, 
Kury, 
Kusse, 
Lincoln, 
Lloyd, 
Loeper, 

Furno, 
Hankins, 
Hess, 

YEAS-36 

Lynch, 
Manbeck, 
Moore, 
Murray, 
O'Connell, 
O'Pake, 
Orlando, 
Pecora, 
Price, 

NAYS-12 

Lewis, 
McKinney, 
Mellow, 

Reibman, 
Romanelli, 
Ross, 
Schaefer, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stapleton, 
Stout, 
Zemprelli, 

Messinger, 
Stauffer, 
Tilghman, 

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

The PRESIDENT. The Senate now has before it House Bill 
No. 657,Printer'sNo. 1603. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator STAUFFER, by unanimous consent, offered the fol-

lowing amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 12, line 24, by inserting after 
"effect": immediately and shall be retroactive to 

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 ST A UFFER. 

HB 396 CALLED UP 

HB 396 (Pr. No. 1911) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, as amended, was 
called up, from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar by 
Senator ROSS. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 396 (Pr. No. 1911) - 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 provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-34 

Andrews, Greenleaf, Lewis, Price, 
Arlene, Hager, Loeper, .Reibman, 
Bell, Hess, Manbeck, Ross, 
Coppersmith, Holl, McKinney, Snyder, 
Corman, Hopper, Mellow, Stapleton, 
Dwyer, Jubelirer, Murray, Stauffer, 
Early, Kelley, O'Pake, Stout, 
Furno, Kury, Orlando, Tilghman, 
Gekas, Kusse, 

NAYS-13 

Boda ck, Lloyd, Moore, Romanelli, 
Gurzenda, Lynch, O'Connell, Schaefer, 
Hankins, Messinger, Pecora, Zemprelli, 
Lincoln, 

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 Rep· 
resentatives with information that the Senate has passed the 
same with amendments in which concurrence of the House is 
requested. 

HB 140 CALLED UP 
HB 140 (Pr. No. 1874) - Without objection, the bill, which 

previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 1 of the Third Consideration Calendar by Senator 
ROSS. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS AMENDED 
OVER IN ORDER 

HB 140 Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator ROSS. 
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HB 1327 CALLED UP 

HB 1327 (Pr. No. 1488) Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 2 of the Third Consideration Calendar by Senator 
ROSS. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION 
BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1327 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

HB 1328 CALLED UP 

HB 1328 (Pr. No. 1489)- Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 2 of the Third Consideration Calendar by Senator 
ROSS. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION 
BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1328 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator ROSS. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator O'PAKE, from the Committee on Judiciary, re
ported, as amended, HB 462. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

Senator ST A UFFER asked and obtained unanimous consent 
to address the Senate. 

Sena tor ST A UFFER. Mr. President, I would like it spread on 
the record that had the gentleman from Crawford, Senator 
Dwyer, been present and voting on the motions of the gentle
man from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, to revert and to recom
mit House Bill No. 396, the gentleman would have voted in the 
affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman's remarks will be spread on 
the record. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS TAKE ACTION 
RETURNING POLICY MAKING AUTHORITY 

TO STATE LEGISLATIVE BODIES 

WHEREAS, The fabric of our constitutional Federal system 
has been progressively destroyed by the acts of pre-emption 
and coercion; therefore be it 

RESOLVED (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
memorializes the United States Congress to take such action as 
it deems appropriate to guarantee the return of policy making 
authority to state legislative bodies in the areas delegated to 
the states by constitutional provisions; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the United States Congress take immedi
ate steps to amend appropriate statutes to end practices where
by Federal governmental agencies, acting through the promul
gation of administrative rules and regulations, restrict the abil
ity of state legislative bodies to function in the areas reserved 
to the states; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the General Assembly of the Common
wealth of Pennsylvania calls upon its Congressional delegation 
to seek immediate means to halt this erosion of the states' con
stitutional responsibilities, and restore to the states the powers 
granted them by our founding fathers; and be it further 

RESOLVED. That the Secretary of the Senate is directed to 
transmit copies of this resolution to the presiding officers of 
the House of Representatives and Senate of the Congress of the 
United States of America, to each member of Congress from 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and to the Director of the 
Federal Trade Commission. 

BILL ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
proceed to consideration of the bill reported from committee 
for the first time at today's Session. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The bill was as follows: 

HB462. 

And said bill having been considered for the first time, 
Ordered, To be laid aside for second consideration. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY CAUCUS CHAIRMAN 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President. before we adjourn, I have a 
meeting announcement from the Chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, Senator Smith who is also serving on the 
Committee of Conference. 

The Committee of Conference will meet on Senate Bill No. 
499 at 11:00 p.m. this evening in the Majority caucus room. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRET ARY 

Senator ORLANDO offered the following resolution (Serial The following announcements were read by the Secretary of 
No. 216), which was read and referred to the Committee on the Senate: 

Constitutional Changes and Federal Relations: SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

In the Senate, July 2, 1979. 

WHEREAS, The Federal Government was created by the vol
untary association of the several states; and 

WHEREAS, The Constitution of thP United States of Amer
ica provides for the autonomous functioning of the state legis
lative bodies on issues of local concern and importance; and 

WHEREAS, This state legislativP authority is often pre
empted, circumvented, or otherwise superseded by FPderal 
statute and especially by the promulgation of Federal agency 
rules and regulations carrying the impact of law; and 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

FRIDAY. JULY 6, 1979 

9::30 A.M. Special Senate Committee 
on Medicaid Fraud (Public 
Hearing to gather evi
dence of fraud and abuse 
of Medicaid Program.) 

Phila. City 
Council 

Chambers, City 
Hall 

Philadelphia, PA 
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MONDAY, JULY 9, 1979 

11:00 A.M. PROFESSIONAL LICEN· 
SURE (to consider Senat(;l 
Bill No. 820 and Public 
Hearing on the nomina
tion of Stanley Miller) 

Senate Majority 
Caucui>Room 

WEDNESDAY, JULY 11, 1979 

9:30 A.M. PUBLIC HEALTH AND Senate Majority 
WELFARE (Public Hear
ing on Senate Bill No. 
183) 

Caucus Room 

WEDNESDAY, JULY 18, 1979 

10:30 A.M. URBAN AFFAIRS AND Senate Majority 
HOUSING (Public Hear- Caucus Room 
ing on Senate Bills No. 50, 
705, 706 and 707) 

THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1979 

10:00 A.M. AGING AND YOUTH (Pub· 
lie Hearing on Senate Bill 
No. 526) 

10:30 A.M. URBAN AFFAIRS AND 
HOUSING (Public Hear· 

4th Floor, 
Council 

Chambers, 
Phila. City Hall, 

Market & Juniper 
Sts., Philadelphia 

Senate Majority 
Caucus Room 

ing on Senate Bills No. 50, 
705, 706, 707) 

FRIDAY, JULY 20, 1979 

10:30 A.M, URBAN AFFAIRS AND Philadelphia, PA 
HOUSING (Public Hear-
inll" on Senate Bills No. 50, 
705, 706 and 707) 

MONDAY, JULY 23, 1979 

9;30A.M. PUBLIC HEALTH AND 
WELFARE (Public Hear
ing on Senate Bills No. 
175 and 363) 

FRIDAY, JULY 27, 1979 

10:30 A.M. URBAN AFFAIRS AND 
HOUSING (Public Hear
ing on Senate Bills No. 50, 
705, 706 and 707) 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senate Majority 
Caucus Room 

Gold Room, 
Allegheny 

County 
Court House, 

Pittsburgh, PA 

Senator ROSS, Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn until Tuesday, July 3, 1979, at 11:00 a.m., Eastern 
Daylight Saving Time. 

The motion Wlls agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 8:30 p.m .. Eastern Daylight Saving 

Time. 


