
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

iGtghdatiut :ilnurltal 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1981 

SESSION OF 1981 165TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 47 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, July I, 1981. 

The Senate met at 11:00 a.m., Eastern Daylight Saving 
Time. 

THE PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor William W. 
Scranton III) in the Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend RICHARD DOWHOWER, 
Pastor of Trinity Lutheran Church, Camp Hill, offered the 
following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, we acknowledge You as the source of all 

authority. 
Keep this Commonwealth under Your care. Bless its 

leaders, Executive, Legislative and Judicial and especially the 
Senate that we may be a people at peace among ourselves and 
a blessing to the other States of this Nation. 

Help each of these Senators to be trustworthy in fulfilling 
their calling both to their own constituencies and to their own 
personal integrity. May they make wise decisions for the 
general welfare and do so intentionally seeking to serve You, 
0 Lord, faithfully in our generation. 

Look with compassion upon the whole human family. 
Take away the arrogance and hatred which infect our hearts. 
Break down the walls that separate us. Unite us in bonds of 
love and through our struggle and confusion work to accom
plish Your good purposes on earth that in Your good time all 
Nations may serve You in harmony around Your heavenly 
throne. 

Almighty and most merciful God, we call to mind before 
You all of those whom it would be easy and convenient to 
forget: the homeless, the destitute, the sick, the aged, and all 
those who care for them. Help us to heal those who are in 
body broken or spirit as well and turn their sorrow into joy. 

As this Senate prepares for its summer recess, 0 Lord, 
grant to each Member and their staff a sense of accomplish
ment in their work. Give to them, 0 Lord, what only You can 
give for we, their constituents, are often too preoccupied with 
our own needs. 

Give to them, Lord, a divine sense of personal fulfillment 
through meaningful service. In the midst of the complaints, 
the conflicting appeals and the criticisms of their efforts allow 
each Senator in this Body to know Your sign of approval and 
blessing that they may rest and enjoy recreation with peace 
and a sense of fulfillment. • 

Allow them, 0 Lord, time to use their leisure to rebuild 
their tired bodies, renew their exhausted minds and regain 
their enthusiasm for their task,. reviving their spirits for the 
goodness of Your creation. Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being pre~ent, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session. 

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRETARY. The Committee of Conference on 
Senate Bill No. 132 will meet off the floor today in Room 170 
at 11:30a.m. 

SENATOR SCAISLON TO VOTE FOR 
SENATOR SMITH 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I would like to request 
legislative leave of absence for Senator Smith. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leave is granted. 

BOUSE MESSAGE 

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives being intro
duced, returned to the Senate SB 333 and 589, with the infor
mation that the House has passed the same with amendments 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. The bills, as amended, will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

Senators SINGEL, MELLOW, STOUT, ANDREZESKI, 
O'P AKE, SNYDER, PECORA, LEWIS, SHAFFER, 
CORMAN, HELFRICK and HANKINS presented to the 
Chair SB 969, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 21, 1937 (P. L. 774, No. 
211), entitled "Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission Act," 
providing for advertising on reverse of turnpike tickets. 

Which was committed to the Committee on TRANS
PORTATION, July 1, 1981. 
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Senators O'CONNELL, SNYDER, HELFRICK, 
SINGEL, ANDREZESKI, HOPPER and PRICE presented 

to the Chair SB 970, entitled: 
A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu

tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing 
for ineligibility to hold office. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ST A TE 

GOVERNMENT, July 1, 1981. 
Senator O'CONNELL presented to the Chair SB 971, 

entitled: 
An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 

entitled "The Administrative Code of 1929," further providing 
for court-martial proceedings. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ST A TE 

GOVERNMENT, July 1, 1981. 
Senators SINGEL, MELLOW, LYNCH, STOUT, 

ANDREZESKI, O'PAKE, PECORA, LEWIS, CORMAN, 
HELFRICK and HANKINS presented to the Chair SB 972, 
entitled: 

An Act requiring automobile dealers to provide each new car 
with a spare tire like the other four tires on the car. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senator SNYDER presented to the Chair SB 973, entitled: 
An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 

of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, making an editorial 
change. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators SNYDER, KUSSE and HOLL presented to the 
Chair SB 974, entitled: 

An Act imposing a limitation relating to exemptions from 
property subject to Federal bankruptcy proceedings. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 

July 1, 1981. 
Senator LEWIS presented to the Chair SB 975, entitled: 
An Act making an appropriation to United Cerebral Palsy of 

Pennsylvania for adult programs. 

Which was committed to the Committee on APPROPRIA
TIONS, July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 976, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," setting forth legislative 
findings and declaration of purpose; providing that the taxes 
imposed by Articles VII and VIII are privilege taxes measured by 
actual value of capital stock; validating taxes collected and acts 
done; giving retrospective effect to certain amendments; making 
provisions with respect to certain tax credits and refunds. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 977, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," changing a provision relating to 
State tax reporting on a fiscal year basis. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 

Chair SB 978, entitled: 
Ari Act amending the act of July 22, 1970 (P. L. 513, No. 

178), entitled "Pennsylvania Cigarette Tax Act," defining 
"warehouse operator" and imposing license requirements, 
further defining "dealer" to include warehouse operators; 
deleting certain exemptions, imposing requirements and fees for 
certain transfers of licenses and changing penalties for operating 
without a license. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 979, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March, 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," changing a provision 
relating to State tax reporting on a fiscal year basis. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 980, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 19, 1964 (P. L. 7, No. 1), 
entitled "Motor Carriers Road Tax Act," redefining "motor 
vehicle"; providing for the retention of records and the filing of a 
bond; and further providing for the failure to pay the tax and 
making determinations and redeterminations. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 

July 1, 1981. 
Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 

STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 

Chair SB 981, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 

476), entitled "Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act," providing for 
additional unlawful acts and penalties. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 982, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," providing additional procedures for 
the settlement, assessment, collection, and lien for taxes, bonus, 
and all other accounts due the Commonwealth. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 

July 1, 1981. 
Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 

O'P AKE, STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented 

to the Chair SB 983, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 

entitled "Fiscal Code," changing certain provisions relating to 
tax liens of the Commonwealth and repealing certain acts. 
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Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 984, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," further providing for reviews, 
refunds, settlements and resettlements. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July I, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
O'PAKE, STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented 
to the Chair SB 985, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," further providing for bulk sales, the 
release of liens, collection by installments and the compromise of 
claims. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July l, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 986, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for additional procedures for 
the payment, collection, administration and enforcement of 
motor vehicle sales taxes and prescribing additional offenses and 
penalties. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 987, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, changing the period allowed for tempo
rary permits. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July I, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 988, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code.of 1971," providing for licensed sales 
tax agents for vehicles. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July I, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 989, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of September 9, 1965 (P. L. 499, No. 
254), entitled, as amended, "Motor Vehicle Manufacturer's, 
Dealer's and Salesmen's License Act," further providing for the 
powers and duties of the State Board of Motor Vehicle Manufac
turers, Dealers and Salesmen. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July I, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 990, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," redefining certain terms; 
providing for the time of filing employers' returns and making 
payments of taxes withheld; providing for estimated taxes, 
amended returns and partnership returns; changing the dates for 
reassessments, reviews, settlements, resettlements and collec
tions; providing for refunds, credits and underpayment and late 
payment of the tax; imposing penalties on certain employers; 
providing for extensions of time and making editorial changes. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
O'PAKE, STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented 
to the Chair SB 991, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," redefining the word 
"taxpayer"; providing for the suspension or revocation of 
licenses; changing certain filing dates and further providing for 
refunds. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented to the 
Chair SB 992, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," providing for the deduc
tion and carryover of net operating loss in determining taxable 
income for corporate income taxes. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOW ARD, FISHER, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS, 
O'PAKE, STAUFFER, MOORE and MANBECK presented 
to the Chair SB 993, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," establishing a uniform interest rate 
for all taxes due the Commonwealth, requiring the Common
wealth to pay interest on money due taxpayers and providing for 
the payment of cash refunds by the Department of Revenue. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July I, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, PRICE, REIBMAN, FISHER, 
HELFRICK, HESS, HAGER, LEWIS and MOORE 
presented to the Chair SB 994, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for professional 
personnel, expenses, independent audits and the management of 
the fund and accounts. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators FISHER and GEKAS presented to the Chair 
SB 995, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (P. L. 876, No. 
169), entitled "Pennsylvania Crime Commission Act," further 
providing for the enforcement of subpoenas. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
July l, 1981. 

Senator FISHER presented to the Chair SB 996, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of June 28, 1895 (P. L. 408, No. 

289), entitled, as amended, "A supplement to the twenty-fourth 
section of an act, entitled 'An act to provide revenue by taxation, 
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approved the seventh day of June, one thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-nine,' approved the first day of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty-nine, amending the twenty-fourth 
section, by providing for the payment by the State Treasurer of 
the two per centum tax on premiums paid by foreign fire insur
ance companies to the treasurers of the several cities, towns, 
townships and boroughs, within this Commonwealth," changing 
the method-of distributing the tax. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT, July 1, 1981. 

Senators FISHER, WILT and HELFRICK presented to 
the Chair SB 997, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P. L. 736, No. 338), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "The Pennsylvania 
Workmen's Compensation Act,'' authorizing political subdivi
sions to enter into agreements for joint self-insurance. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, July 1, 1981. 

Senators FISHER, HELFRICK and WILT presented to 
the Chair SB 998, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 
14), entitled "Public School Code of 1949," further providing 
for the election of school directors. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCA
TION, July 1, 1981. 

Senators FISHER and WILT presented to the Chair 
SB 999, entitled: 

An Act reenacting and amending the act of May 29, 1956 
(1955 P. L. 1840, No. 610), entitled, as amended, "Water Well 
Drillers License Act," further providing for rules and regula
tions, permits, licensing requirements, fees, penalties and fines, 
establishment of the Water Well Drillers and Pump Installers 
Board and compensation; shifting certain powers, duties and 
final distribution to the Department of Environmental Resources 
from the Bureau of Topographic and Geological Survey. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ENVIRON
MENT AL RESOURCES AND ENERGY, July 1, 1981. 

Senators PECORA and BODACK presented to the Chair 
SB 1000, entitled: 

An Act providing for the licensing of chiropractic assistants, 
establishing a program of initial and continuing education for 
certified chiropractic assistants and further providing powers and 
duties of the State Board of Chiropractic Examiners and 
providing a penalty. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
July l, 1981. 

Senators ANDREZESKI, MURRAY, ZEMPRELLI, 
ROSS, REIBMAN, BODACK, SINGEL, EARLY, LLOYD, 
STOUT and LYNCH presented to the Chair SB 1001, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P. L. 736, No. 338), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "The Pennsylvania 
Workmen's Compensation Act," further providing for compen
sation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOPPER, O'CONNELL, GEKAS, SINGEL, 
SNYDER, PRICE, PECORA, O'PAKE, SHAFFER, 

HAGER, MOORE, JUBELIRER, HOLL, LOEPER, HESS, 
MANBECK and STAUFFER presented to the Chair SB 1002, 
entitled: 

An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for duties of 
heads of departments. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ST ATE 
GOVERNMENT, July 1, 1981. 

Senators HOPPER, O'CONNELL, GEKAS, SINGEL, 
SNYDER, PRICE, PECORA, O'PAKE, SHAFFER, 
HAGER, MOORE, JUBELIRER, HOLL, LOEPER, HESS, 
MANBECK and STAUFFER presented to the Chair SB 1003, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (P. L. 883, No. 
170), entitled "Public Official and Employee Ethics Law," 
further providing for statements of financial interests. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ST ATE 
GOVERNMENT, July I, 1981. 

Senators JUBELIRER and ZEMPRELLI presented to the 
Chair SB 1004, entitled: 

An Act establishing standards for certain hospital outpatient 
emergency rooms and independent neighborhood health centers 
and ensuring adequate financial support from the Department of 
Public Welfare for such services. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEAL TH AND WELFARE, July I, 1981. 

Senator TILGHMAN presented to the Chair SB 1005, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 18, 1980 (P. L. 1252, 
No. 228), entitled "A supplement to the act of October 6, 1980 
(P. L. 784, No. 145), entitled 'An act providing for the capital 
budget for the fiscal year 1980-1981,' itemizing public improve
ment and furniture and equipment projects, to be constructed by 
the Department of General Services and transportation assistance 
projects to be acquired or constructed by the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation together with their estimated 
financial cost; .... ,'' removing a project within the Department of 
General Services. 

Which was committed to the Committee on APPROPRIA
TIONS, July l, 1981. 

Senator KUSSE presented to the Chair SB 1006, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd Sp. Sess., 

1937 P. L. 2897, No. l), entitled "Unemployment Compensation 
Law," making changes required by the Federal Government to 
conform to Federal law. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, July 1, 1981. 

Senator KUS SE presented to the Chair SB 1007, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of , entitled "A 

supplement to the act of April I, 1863 (P. L. 213, No. 227), enti
tled 'An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the United 
States, to the several states, for the endowment of Agricultural 
Colleges,' making appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect, providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations 
and providing a method of accounting for the funds appropri
ated," further providing an appropriation for the Stone Valley 
Conservation School. 

Which was committed to the Committee on APPROPRIA
TIONS, July 1, 1981. 
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Senators PRICE, LLOYD, LOEPER, BELL, PECORA, 
RHOADES, MELLOW, O'P AKE, LEWIS and 
MESSINGER presented to the Chair SB 1008, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 
320), entitled "Pennsylvania Election Code," providing limited 
public funding of certain State-wide elections, limiting certain 
contributions, imposing powers and duties on the Department of 
State, and providing penalties. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ST ATE 
GOVERNMENT, July I, 1981. 

Senators MANBECK, STAUFFER and HOLL presented 
to the Chair SB 1009, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682, No. 
284), entitled "The Insurance Company Law of 1921," requiring 
stock fire insurance companies to provide coverage for sinkhole 
damage. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, July I, 1981. 

Senators HOWARD, MESSINGER, HESS, STAUFFER, 
REIBMAN, LEWIS, KUSSE, SINGEL, SNYDER, 
MANBECK, CORMAN, PECORA, HOPPER and 
RHOADES presented to the Chair SB 1010, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," further providing for investment of 
funds by the Treasury Department. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators JUBELIRER, ZEMPRELLI, LYNCH, 
SCANLON, MESSINGER, EARLY, LOEPER, KUSSE, 
FISHER and WILT presented to the Chair SB 1011, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682, No. 
284), entitled "The Insurance Company Law of 1921," providing 
for further regulating the computation of minimum nonforfei
ture benefits and cash surrender values required in life insurance 
policies. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, July l, 1981. 

Senators JUBELIRER, ZEMPRELLI, LYNCH, 
SCANLON, MESSINGER, EARLY, LOEPER, KUSSE, 
FISHER and WILT presented to the Chair SB 1012, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 789, No. 
285), entitled, as amended, "The Insurance Department Act of 
one thousand nine hundred and twenty-one," further regulating 
the computation of the reserve liability of life insurance policies 
and annuity contracts. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, July I, 1981. 

Senators ROSS, REIBMAN, HELFRICK and SHAFFER 
presented to the Chair SB 1013, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1945 (P. L. 382, No. 164), 
entitled "Municipality Authorities Act of 1945," imposing limi
tations on individuals eligible for membership on Authority 
boards. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT, July l, 198 I. 

Senators ANDREZESKl, BODACK and HANKINS 
presented to the Chair SB 1014, entitled: 

An Act requiring a public utility to issue stock for certain price 
increases in their bills; and providing for a Consumers Trust 
Fund for such stock and making the Office of Consumer Advo
cate the trustee and administrator thereof; and creating an 
advisory committee. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
July 1, 1981. 

Senators GEKAS, BELL, HESS, STOUT and 
ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair SB 1015, entitled: 

An Act conferring limited residency status on military 
personnel and their dependents assigned to an active duty station 
in Pennsylvania. 

Which was committed to the Committee on MILITARY 
AND VETERANS AFFAIRS, July l, 1981. 

Senator LLOYD presented to the Chair SB 1016, entitled: 
An Act prohibiting the expenditure of any public money by 

any community college in a city of the first class engaged in 
certain labor relations appeals. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, July 1, 1981. 

Senators LLOYD, HELFRICK and ROMANELLI 
presented to the Chair SB 1017, entitled: 

An Act providing for a project to develop a program of treat
ment for compulsive gamblers, establishing a special fund and 
providing for its administration and making an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEAL TH AND WELFARE, July 1, 1981. 

Senators CORMAN, SHAFFER, STAUFFER, LEWIS 
and STOUT presented to the Chair SB 1018, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 {P. L. 323, No. 
130), entitled "The County Code," further providing for 
contract procedures. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT, July 1, 1981. 

Senators CORMAN, SHAFFER, STAUFFER, LEWIS 
and STOUT presented to the Chair SB 1019, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 {P. L. 723, No. 
230), entitled, as amended, "Second Class County Code," 
further providing for contracts. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT, July I, 1981. 

Senators ZEMPRELLI, JUBELIRER, SINGEL, 
LINCOLN, KELLEY, MELLOW, STOUT, FISHER, 
WILT, STAPLETON, HOLL, PECORA and ROSS 
presented to the Chair SB 1020, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the incurring~-oL.indebledness, with the 
approval of the electors, of $250,000,000 for the purpose of 
financing acid mine drainage improvements for Pennsylvania 
waterways. 

Which was committed to the Committee on ENVIRON
MENT AL RESOURCES AND ENERGY, July 1, 1981. 

Senators ZEMPRELLI and MELLOW presented to the 
Chair SB 1021, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 23, 1970 (P. L. 563, No. 
195), entitled "Public Employe Relations Act," establishing 
special procedures to handle negotiation impasses with public 
school employes. 
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Which· was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, July 1, 1981. 

RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, at this time I request 
a recess of the Senate. If I may, I would like to state what our 
scheduled plan of action is for the day. 

We will ask all Republican Members of the Senate to 
report to the first floor caucus room at 12:15 p.m. for a 
Republican caucus. We would like to return to the floor by 
1:30 p.m. and run the Calendar for the day, hopefully 
cleaning up all unfinished business before the summer recess. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask that we be in recess until 
1:30p.m .. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I would request all 
Democratic Members report to the Minority caucus room at 
12:30 p.m. for the purpose of a caucus, with the promise of 
returning to the floor prior to 1 :30 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a Republican and 
Democratic caucus, the Republican caucus commencing at 
12:15 p.m., the Democratic caucus commencing at 12:30 
p.m., and with the intention of returning to the floor by 1:30 
p.m., the Chair declares the Senate in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE BILLS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives being intro
duced, informed the Senate that the House has concurred in 
amendments made by the Senate to HB 229, 243 and 793. 

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

He also returned to the Senate SB 7, 601 and 724, with the 
information that.the House has passed the same with amend
ments in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. The bills, as amended, will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

HOUSE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE SENATE TO 

SB 132, AND APPOINTS 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

He also informed the Senate that the House insists upon its 
amendments nonconcurred in by the Senate to SB 132, and 
has appointed Messrs. FOSTER, LEVI and FRYER as a 
Committe<e of Conference to confer with a similar committee 
of the Senate (already appointed) to consider the differences 
existing between the two houses in relation to said bill. 

HOUSE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE SENATE TO 

SB 356, AND APPOINTS 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

He also informed the Senate that the House insists upon its 
amendments nonconcurred in by the Senate to SB 356, and 
has appointed Messrs. DININNI, HA YES and KOLTER as a 
Committee of Conference to confer with a similar committee 
of the Senate (already appointed) to consider the differences 
existing between the two houses in relation to said bill. 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILL 

He also returned to the Senate SB 319, with the informa
tion that the House has passed the same without amendments. 

HOUSE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

He also presented for concurrence HB 1309, which was 
referred to the Committee on Judiciary. 

He also presented for concurrence HB 357, which was 
referred to the Committee on Law and Justice. 

He also presented for concurrence HB 1332, which was 
referred to the Committee on Local Government. 

He also presented for concurrence HB 1056, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Health and Welfare. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES OF CONFERENCE 
SUBMITTED 

Senator CORMAN submitted the Report of Committee of 
Conference on SB 132, which was placed on the Calendar. 

Senator MANBECK submitted the Report of Committee 
of Conference on SB 356, which was placed on the Calendar. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 140 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 406 (Pr. No. 1115) - Senator JUBELlRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 406. 

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

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, I want to notify my 
colleagues that Senate Bill No. 406 is not the Senate bill 
passed by the Senate that I introduced. Senate Bill No. 406 
was hold harmless legislation. I am not opposing Senate Bill 
No. 406 or requesting that my colleagues would oppose it, but 
I want it noted for the record Senate Bill No. 406 is not the 
legislation I introduced. 

And the question recurring, 



1981 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE 1075 

Will the Senate agree to the motion? 

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

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

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

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

YEAS-37 

Andrezeski Hopper Manbeck Shaffer 
Bell Jubelirer Mellow Sing el 
Corman Kelley Moore Smith 
Early Kusse Murray Stapleton 
Fisher Lewis O'Connell Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln O'Pake Stout 
Greenleaf Loeper Price Street 
Hager Lynch Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Ross Zemprelli 
Holl 

NAYS-11 

Bodack Lloyd Reibman Snyder 
Hankins Messinger Romanelli Tilghman 
Hess Pecora Scanlon 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

FINAL PASSAGE CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
OVER IN ORDER 

SB 926 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1593 (Pr. No. 1859) - 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: 

YEAS-45 

Andrezeski Hopper Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Jubelirer Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Kelley Moore Singel 
Corman Kusse Murray Smith 
Early Lewis O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lincoln O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lloyd Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Loeper Reibman Stout 
Hager Lynch Rhoades Street 
Hankins McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Helfrick Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 
Holl 

NAYS-3 

Hess Price Tilghman 

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

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

HB 1594 (Pr. No. 1860) - 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: 

YEAS-44 

Andrezeski Holl Manbeck Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Mellow Shaffer 
Boda ck Jubelirer Messinger Singe! 
Corman Kelley Moore Smith 
Early Kusse Murray Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Connell Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln O'Pake Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Pecora Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Romanelli Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-4 

Hess Price Rhoades Tilghman 

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

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

HB 1596 (Pr. No. 1862) - 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: 

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe I 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

A constitutional two-thirds majority of all the Senators 
having voted "aye," the question was determined in the affir
mative. 
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Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House of 
Representatives with information that the Senate has passed 
the same without amendments. 

HB 1598 (Pr. No. 1864) 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: 

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Zemprelli 
Hess Manbeck Ross 

NAYS-1 

Tilghman 

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

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

HB 1612 (Pr. No. 1878) Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Tilghman. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Montgomery, 
Senator Tilghman, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator TILGHMAN. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, could we be informed 

as to what the Central Penn Oncology Group is? 
Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, it is a group in the 

Penn State University at the hospital in Hershey that works on 
the study of cancer. 

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, it is connected with the 
hospital and the university? It is not a group of physicians 
forming a group for their own practice? 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I do not believe so. I 
am looking at the gentleman from Centre, Senator Corman, 
who is shaking his head. I believe it is connected with the 
hospital. 

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: 

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Boda ck Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Zemprelli 
Hess Manbeck Ross 

NAYS-1 

Tilghman 

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

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

HB 1644 (Pr. No. 1923) 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: 

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Boda ck Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Zemprelli 
Hess Manbeck Ross 

NAYS-1 

Tilghman 

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

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

HB 1646 (Pr. No. 1925) - 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: 

YEAS-45 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Boda ck Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
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Early 
Fisher 
Gekas 
Greenleaf 
Hager 
Hankins 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Kusse 

Lewis 
Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Loeper 
Lynch 
McKinney 
Manbeck 

Price 

O'Connell 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Romanelli 
Ross 

NAYS-3 

Tilghman 

Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stauffer 
Stout 
Street 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Senator JUBELIRER asked and obtained leave of absence 
for Senator HOWARD, for today's Session, for personal 
reasons. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 22 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 103 (Pr. No. 2048) 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-36 

Corman Hopper Messinger Scanlon 
Fisher Jubelirer Moore Shaffer 
Gekas Kelley Murray Singe I 
Greenleaf Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Hager Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Hankins Lincoln Price Stauffer 
Helfrick Loeper Reibman Tilghman 
Hess McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Holl Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-12 

Andrezeski Early Mellow Smith 
Bell Lloyd Pecora Stout 
Boda ck Lynch Rhoades Street 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bill to the House of 
Representatives with information that the Senate has passed 

the same with amendments in which concurrence of the House 
is requested. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES OF CONFERENCE 

REPORTS ADOPTED 

SB 132 (Pr. No. 1170) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate adopt the Report of Committee 
of Conference on Senate Bill No. 132, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), entitled "The Borough Code," prohibiting architects 
and engineers from negotiating on public works and providing 
for applications for incorporation. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SB 356 (Pr. No. 1171) Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I move that the Senate adopt the Report of Committee 
of Conference on Senate Bill No. 356, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating to street rods 
and further providing for emergency vehicles and providing for 
the issuance of a prisoner of war registration plate. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe I 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
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Hankins 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Lynch 
McKinney 
Manbeck 

Rhoades 
Romanelli 
Ross 

NAYS-0 

Tilghman 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

CONSIDERATION OF CAJ.,ENDAR RESUMED 

HB 22 CALLED UP 

HB 22 (Pr. No. 22) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 22 (Pr. No. 22) - Considered the third time, 

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

following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 901), page 1, line 12, by inserting after 
"Offices.-":!!!} 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 901 ), page 1, line 13, by inserting after 
"council,": except as provided in section 901. 1, 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 901), page 1, line 17, by inserting a bracket 
before "the" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 901), page I, line 18, by inserting a bracket 
after "days" and inserting immediately thereafter: such vacancy 
shall be filled by the citizens' vacancy board. This board shall 
consist of seven re istered electors who reside in the bor 
These members shall be a ointed at-lar e from withi 

s of council then in office at the 
c irst meetmg each calendar year. Council shall also 
appoint one member to serve as chairman of the citizens' vacancy 
board. Whenever a vacancy occurs, the citizens' vacancy board 
shall submit to council within fifteen days of 
names o three re istered electors of the bor 
vacancy. The members of the citizens' vacanc 
· fan existin member o t e c1 1-

zens vacancy boar a vacancy. The council shall fill the 
vacancy within fifteen days. 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 13 through 30; page 3, lines 1 through 
13, by striking out all of said lines and inserting: 

[If the council of any borough shall refuse, fail or neglect, or be 
unable, for any reason whatsoever, to fill any vacancy within 
thirty days after the vacancy happens, as provided in this section, 
then the vacancy shall be filled within fifteen additional days by a 
vacancy board, to consist of tht! borough council exclusive of the 
mayor, and one registered elector of the borough who shall be 
elected by the borough council at each reorganizational meeting 
of the council and who shall act as chairman of the vacancy 
board. The board shall appoint a registered elector of the 
borough, (or ward in the case of a ward office), to hold such 
office, if the term thereof continues so long, until the first 
Monday in January after the first municipal election occurring 
more than sixty days after the vacancy occurs, at which election 
an eligible person shall be elected to the office for the remainder 
of the term. 

If the vacancy is not filled by the vacancy board within fifteen 
days, the chairman shall petition the court of common pleas to 

fill the vacancy by the appointment of a registered elector of the 
borough (or ward in the case of a ward), to hold such office, if 
the term thereof continues so long, until the first Monday in 
January after the first municipal election occurring more than 
sixty days after the vacancy occurs, at which election an eligible 
person shall be elected to the office for the remainder of the 
term.) 

(b) Whenever the council shall fail to fill a vacancy within 
fifteen days of receiving the list of names from the citizens' 
vacancy board, the list shall be submitted by the citizens' vacancy 
board to the court of common leas. From this list the court shall 

borou h or war mt e case of 
a war e, if the term thereof continues 
so long, until the first Monday in January after the first munic
ipal election occurring more than sixty days after the vacancy 
occurs, at which election an eligible person shall be elected to the 
office for the remainder of the term. 

(c) Whenever the citizens' vacancy board fails to submit a list 
of registered electors to council within fifteen days the court of 
common leas shall fill the vacan resentation of a eti

red electors of the 
y b the 

hold such 
office if the term continues so long, un onday in 
January after the first municipal election occurring more than 
sixty days after the vacancy occurs, at which election an eligible 
person shall be elected to the office for the remainder of the term. 

Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
Section 901.1. Emergency Action; Vacancies of a Majority 

Number of Council.-(a) Where there are vacancies in more 
than a majority of the offices of council, the vacancies shall be 
filled by the citizens' vacancy board. The board shall submit to 
the existing members of council then in office the name or names 
of a registered elector or electors of the borough to fill the 
vacancy or vacancies. The number of names submitted by the 
board shall exceed by two the number of appointees necessary to 
fill the vacancies. From this list the existing members of council 
then in office shall fill vacancies by appointing by resolution 
re istered electors of the bor o hold such offices, if the term 
thereof continues so in Janu after 
the firs 
the vacan all be 
elected to the term. 

(b) If the existing members of council then in office shall fail 
to fill the vacancies within fifteen days of receiving the list from 
the citizens' vacancy board, the list shall be submitted by the 
board to the court of common pleas and the vacancies filled as 
provided in subsection (b) of section 901. 

(c) Whenever there are no existing members of council in 
office to appoint a citizens' vacancy board, the court of common 
pleas shall fill such vacancy or vacancies as provided in subsec
tion (c) of section 901. 

(d) Whenever the citizens' vacancy board fails to submit a list 
of registered electors to council within fifteen days, the court of 
common pleas shall fill the vacancies as provided in subsection (c) 
of section 901. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 14, by striking out "2." and 
inserting: 3 . 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, this is a new 
approach I guess for the filling of vacancies in council seats 
that are for one reason or another vacated. It ba<>ically calls 
for two different areas. One is an emergency kind of consider
ation where a number of councilmen in a particular borough, 
numbering five, were removed from office because of a 
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conviction in an election fraud. That left two of the coun
cilmen remaining. There was a question as to whether or not 
the two remaining councilmen, in fact, created a quorum and 
the courts ruled that that was so. However, the councilmen 
failed to act and the courts would not act because of the 
restriction in the law that pertains to the thirty day provision. 
That, in effect, penalized the borough and they were without 
people who were in the position to make the decisions and to 
keep it operable for a considerable period of time. There were 
other situations that developed as a result of this circumstance 
and when the petition was finally placed before the court, the 
court erred in its ruling and caused some distress again to that 
particular municipality. What these amendments do are create 
a citizens board that would, in the event of a vacancy, present 
three names to the council and from those three names one of 
them would be selected. In the emergency circumstance that is 
provided, the names would be submitted to the remainder of 
council for consideration and there would be two names 
above those that were required to fill the vacancies. In this 
case, with five vacancies, there could be seven names 
submitted and from those seven names the remaining coun
cilmen would pick those people who they wish to serve with 
them. In the event all of this fails there is a provision here that 
would petition the courts for consideration. 

Mr. President, I ask favorable consideration of these 
amendments. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, the question before 
us in the form of these amendments is one that would be 
exceedingly unique in the handling of vacancies for all other 
types of municipalities. The fact of the matter is there are six 
or seven codes that have been implemented and do provide for 
methods for establishing vacancies and none of them are 
anywhere near the mechanics that are suggested by these 
amendments. Contrary to the gentleman's position, the others 
seem to bear a threat of consistency and have worked well 
over the years. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I am asking all Members of 
the Senate to vote against these amendments as they are a 
radical departure from a procedure that has acceptance and 
one that has worked well over the years. 

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: 

Bell Hess 
Corman Holl 
Fisher Hopper 
Gekas Jubelirer 
Greenleaf Kusse 
Hager Loeper 
Helfrick 

Boda ck Lloyd 
Early Lynch 
Hankins McKinney 
Kelley Mellow 
Lewis Messinger 
Lincoln Murray 

YEAS-25 

Manbeck 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Price 
Rhoades 

NAYS-22 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Romanelli 
Ross 
Scanlon 

Shaffer 
Snyder 
Stauffer 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wilt 

Sing el 
Smith 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Zemprelli 

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

The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 22 will go over, as 
amended. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 283 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 303 (Pr. No. 309) - 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: 

YEAS-47 

Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jube!irer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 
Holl Mellow Scanlon 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk return said bil1 to the House of 
Representatives with information that the Senate has passed 
the same without amendments. 

SB 348 (Pr. No. 1071) - 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 O'PAKE. Mr. President, since our caucus did not 
deliberate at any great length on Senate Bill No. 348, I would 
like to urge my colleagues to vote for this bill. 

This is a reworking of a bill which a group of us introduced 
last year. It does many things to improve upon the Child 
Abuse Prevention Law of 1975. Most important in the minds 
of many of us is it will permit access to the caseworker's files 
where the alleged abuse is sexual abuse or abuse involving 
serious physical damage, injury or death; also, when the 
abuse is allegedly committed by someone who is not a parent, 
where it is a boyfriend, girlfriend or babysitter. In my area 
particularly, this legislation is needed as a result of rape and 
sexual abuse of very small infants where prosecution was 
delayed because of the difficulty in getting this kind of infor
mation. 
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Mr. President, there are other things in Senate Bill No. 348 
which I think are improvements on a very good and important 
law and I urge all my colleagues to support this bill. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, one of the first impetere to 
bring this bill to fruition was the irony that a law enforcement 
officer in the City of Harrisburg, in pursuit of an invest
igation of a serious child abuse case, was not only blocked by 
the law that then pertained, that prohibited him from seeing 
files that were termed confidential under the old law, but also 
in adding to that prohibition to that police officer to look at 
those files, he was going to be arrested by the individuals who 
were the recipients of the request for daring, as a law enforce
ment officer, to want to pursue a child abuse case. That 
immediately spurred us into action, which after two or three 
years now finally finds its reward in this bill whereby law 
enforcement officials will be able to be unhampered in this 
respect in the pursuit of properly instituted investigations 
involving sexual and child abuse. 

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: 

YEAS-47 

Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singel 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 
Holl Mellow Scanlon 

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 
Representatives for concurrence. 

. SB 577 (Pr. No. 1139) 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-46 

Bell Hopper Moore Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Murray Sin gel 
Corman Kusse O'Connell Smith 
Early Lewis O'Pake Snyder 
Fisher Lincoln Pecora Stapleton 
Gekas Lloyd Price Stauffer 
Greenleaf Loeper Reibman Stout 
Hager Lynch Rhoades Street 
Hankins McKinney Romanelli Tilghman 
Helfrick Manbeck Ross Wilt 
Hess Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 

Holl Messinger 

NAYS-I 

Kelley 

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

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

SB 592 (Pr. No. 1026) - 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 KELLEY. Mr. President, first I would hope that it 
is spread upon the record that I inadvertently voted errone
ously in the negative in the preceding bill. 

As a matter of relevancy on Senate Bill No. 592, I wonder 
what we expect to accomplish if we are going to mandate 
safety seats for infants. The enforcement is primarily going to 
come and be imposed by those people who feel the injmies are . 
going to be to their children, the small infants, who are 
passengers. There may be a death. I wonder if the law 
enforcement people are going to go to those parents who 
failed and violated the law and are then going to be 
approached to pay a penalty because their child was kil1ed or 
seriously injured? I do not know if we are very practical in this 
kind of a bill. The purpose I believe is universally embraceable 
by all of us. I have been struggling because I wanted to offer 
an amendment but I was not able to conceive of an amend
ment to be able to achieve a goal to try to get safety to the 
young infants in automobiles but to impose a criminal penalty 
for violations when most all of those violations are going to 
come about when a .loved one is the operator, usually the 
parent, who will be subject to the criminal penalty if that child 
would have been killed or seriously injured. 

Mr. President, it seems greatly impractical to me to believe 
we are going to accomplish the purpose for which we seek in 
this legislation. I wish and I invite the gentleman from 
Dauphin, Senator Gekas, to respond because I share with the 
gentleman the objective and the goal but I believe the remedy 
we are proposing in this legislation is totally impractical and it 
is not going to be effective for the objective. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I would point out to the 
gentleman that in Section IV of this legislation we provide for 
a sunset provision and if indeed the gentleman's objections, 
doubts or reluctancies in this matter persists, in three years the 
gentleman can make sure or help to make sure the legislation 
will automatically pass out of existence. I ask the gentleman 
now to vote affirmatively to give a chance to these youngsters 
through the safety devices we planned for them, to see 
whether or not we can lower the death statistics and serious 
bodily injuries that now overwhelmingly tell us this particular 
class of citizens of Pennsylvania are susceptible to death and 
bodily injury at a higher rate then they are susceptible to any 
other cause of bodily injury or death. The fact that parents 
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can be the target or the subject of the penalties in this bill is 
exactly what is intended. 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I would like to take issue 
with the gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, on 
his assumption that all infants ride with their parents. Infants 
ride in cars with people other than their parents. It may be 
that I am transporting someone else's child and neglect to put 
that child in its seat and give it a safe trip to where I am going. 
In that case the parent of that child would have some legal 
recourse and would be able to take some type of action to see 
if I neglected to comply with the law. I think for us to reject 
this piece of legislation based on the conclusion that all 
children or all infants only ride with its parents is unfounded. 

Mr. President, I would urge a "yes" vote on this piece of 
legislation. 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I, too, rise in support of 
the legislation and would like to point out a couple of things 
regarding Senate Bill No. 592. First of all with regard to the 
question of the gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator 
Kelley, about if someone had the misfortune of having been in 
an accident and their child was injured, how would we enforce 
it or would we in essence be fining that parent? There 
certainly is precedent for that now when one is in an auto acci
dent, one is often ticketed for reckless driving in addition to 
whatever other personal trauma, physical or emotional, arises 
from the experience. It is not necessarily new in that respect. 
Secondly, one of the misconceptions regarding the legislation 
is that this affects all children. In point of fact, this affects 
children up to age four and up to forty pounds in weight. We 
are dealing with very small children, the most precious kind of 
cargo we can have and the awareness that these children are 
this small and are very, very vulnerable to impact and sudden 
stops, I think, mitigates in favor of the legislation. 

Finally, Mr. President, I would just want to add that often 
experience is life's best teacher. I could not state the number 
of times when my two children were under the age of four that 
I had stopped suddenly and they were protected from serious 
injury as a result of having one of the kinds of devices that is 
outlined in this legislation. I think it is important to note 
further that probably had it been up to me, I would not have 
had that seat in place in the car had not my wife done so and 
taken that initiative. I probably would have learned that 
lesson the hard way. What the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Senator Gekas, is trying to do with this legislation is prevent 
families in Pennsylvania from learning the hard way in this 
very critical area. Also, I think it is noteworthy to point out 
the types of devices outlined in the legislation are not expen
sive and would only equal roughly the amount that a fine or a 
ticket would cost for not complying with the legislation. 

Mr. President, I enthusiastically support Senate Bill No. 
592 and I encourage my colleagues to do the same. 

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: 

Andrezeski Helfrick 
Bell Hess 
Bodack Holl 
Corman Hopper 
Early Kusse 
Fisher Lewis 
Gekas Lincoln 
Greenleaf Lloyd 
Hager Loeper 
Hankins Lynch 

Ju belirer Messinger 
Kelley O'Connell 
Manbeck Romanelli 

YEAS-38 

McKinney 
Mellow 
Moore 
Murray 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Price 
Reibman 
Rhoades 

NAYS-10 

Ross 
Scanlon 

Shaffer 
Singe) 
Smith 
Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wilt 

Stauffer 
Zemprelli 

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

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

SB 742 (Pr. No. 1132) - 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 SIN GEL. Mr. President, the action we are going to 
take on this legislation today represents the culmination of an 
effort that began immediately after one of my constituents 
was killed engaging in a toughman contest in Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, I would like to take just a moment and 
convey my thanks and appreciation and acknowledgement of 
the effort that was put forth in a bipartisan fashion on this 
legislation particularly to the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Senator Gekas, and other Members on the Committee on 
Judiciary who reported this bill out by unanimous vote after 
some very helpful amendments. 

As has been stated before, and I think most of my 
colleagues understand, the toughman contest is an unregu
lated, dangerous type of competition that pits amateurs 
against each other who are completely unskilled and 
untrained in the art of boxing, wrestling or other martial arts. 
I think what we have done by this legislation if, in fact, we do 
pass it today is send a signal to unscrupulous promoters that 
brawling will no longer be big business in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, the most onerous feature of these toughman 
contests or battles of the brawlers is they seem to take advan
tage of the economic conditions in many of our cities today. It 
seems there is a pattern emerging, that these types of competi
tions take place where the economic decline is at its most 
severe. What they are doing, Mr. President, is taking advan
tage of despair and desperation. Ron Miller was a twenty
three year old ex-marine from my district. He had no training 
in boxing. He was desperate for money and he entered the 
ring against a competitor who outweighed him by sixty 
pounds. Despite the fact his vision was blurred, despite the 
fact he was experiencing some internal bleeding, he finished 
the competition just to prove how tough he was and he paid 
the ultimate price. 
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Mr. President, I ask for a "yes" vote on this legislation to 
serve notice to those unscrupulous promoters who are in it for 
a fast buck that they are not going to make money on the 
death and injury of citizens in Pennsylvania. 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate the 
gentleman from Cambria, Senator Singel. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Cambria, 
Senator Singe!, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator SINGEL. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator STREET. Mr. President, the people who partici

pate in this sport, are they forced to participate in it? Do they 
make a conscious decision to do it themselves? 

Senator SINGEL. They make a conscious decision to do it 
themselves, yes, Mr. President. 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, what we are trying to do 
here with this piece of legislation is legislate that individuals 
do not have the right to make a decision to get into a boxing 
ring with somebody that weighs sixty pounds more than 
them? 

Senator SINGEL. Mr. President, actually the focus of the 
bill is aimed at the sponsors and the promoters. It is true the 
participants also would be liable for the penalties prescribed 
by the bill which would be a misdemeanor of the first degree. 
The main focus is to get at the people who are promoting 
these contests and sponsoring these contests, It is my conten
tion, for the benefit of the gentleman, that many times people 
are lured into the ring because of their desperate financial 
condition. They do not necessarily want to do it, but they feel 
they must in order to make a few bucks. I think that is the 
most onerous part of this whole thing. I am not attempting to 
force anybody's hand and to say whether or not they can 
compete. I am just simply saying the competitions are unregu
lated, they are dangerous and they are not a legitimate 
sporting event. 

Senator STREET. I rise to oppose this piece of legislation. I 
do not believe we should be in the business of regulating indi
vidual's ability to make a decision that he or she or whomever 
wants to get into a boxing ring to make some money. I see no 
difference in this than dirt bike racing for children from seven 
to sixteen or eighteen. I have a boy who is involved and the 
promoters of dirt bike racing earn money. They make a 
substantial amount of money and it is not regulated so 
children get hurt riding bicycles, they have broken legs, 
broken arms, broken collarbones and the parents and the 
people who are involved make a conscious decision that they 
want to get involved in this. 

For us to regulate that individuals do not have the right to 
make a conscious decision to get into the ring is something I 
do not believe is the responsibility of this Senate. I do not 
believe the promoters, these unscrupulous promoters, if you 
please, could make one buck if, in fact, the people who were 
getting involved in it exercised good judgment or wisdom and 
said, "No, I am not getting in there with that man. He weighs 
sixty pounds more than me. He might knock me on my 
bottom." I do not understand how we can regulate j11st 
because a man gets into a ring and knows he is ill, but because 
his ego is so big he decides I am going to keep going because I 

want to show all of these people who are watching that I am a 
toughman and then he ends up dying. He made a conscious 
decision to keep going. We live in a society where people have 
to deal with the conscience of their own behavior. I do not 
believe we should be regulating toughman bouts, I believe if 
we should be doing anything, we should be encouraging those 
individuals who participate· to use good judgment and good 
wisdom. If I fall dead running for office, running up and 
down the streets in north Philadelphia, do we regulate how 
you should campaign? Because here is a man who ran for 
office and did not have enough sense to know he was tired so 
he kept knocking on doors until he fell down the steps and 
broke his neck. It does not make sense. 

Mr. President, I urge a "no" vote on this legislation. 
Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I want to point out to the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Street, that what does 
not make sense to me is when he can make such a persuasive 
argument being in opposition of this bill because people make 
a conscious decision, when he spoke so strongly about the 
conscious decision not being made voluntarily in the previous 
bill about having safety devices for youngsters. Adults make a 
conscious decision whenever they are taking care of their 
children-or loved ones. If we are going to talk about what 
makes sense, then I think in terms of this case, because we are 
dealing outside the parameter of people being the parents or 
in loco parentis. We are talking about the interest of the 
sovereign in regulating the public health and safety of the 
public. That is why we have a boxing commission, to have a 
good reasonable balance to prevent people from the unrea
sonable conscious judgment. 

The gentleman from Cambria, Senator Singel, talked and 
the gentleman forgets the facts, I suggest. The gentleman said 
he was desperate for money. Does the State not have as much 
interest in protecting these people making a conscious 
judgment because they are desperate for money as much as 
the sovereign does in taking care of the people who are unfor
tunate and need the public welfare to maintain a semblance of 
sensible living? I say vote "yes," Mr. President. 

Senator PRICE. Mr. President, apart from the question of 
whether or not an individual has a choice to make in getting 
into a contest like this, it seems to me we as a society have the 
right to decide what is acceptable conduct and what is not. I 
am supporting Senate Bill No. 742. 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, in brief response to my 
good colleague, the gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator 
Kelley. Many times he gets up on the floor of the Senate and 
he speaks words of wisdom even though I choose to ignore 
them many times. It is clear to me today, based on the 
gentleman's latest statement, that wisdom has eluded him and 
he is definitely pursuing a course that is contrary to knowl
edge. 

When we start speaking of an individual adult making a 
choice for an additional individual that is one thing. An infant 
cannot make a decision as to whether it wants to fasten a seat 
belt or not, or whether it wants to get into a safety chair or 
not. An infant cannot make that decision. We have a respon
sibility to protect the infant. But a man who weighs 260 
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pounds and is twenty-four years old has a right to make a 
conscious decision concerning his life, concerning his well
being. The gentleman's analogy was unfounded and does not 
apply in this situation and I would suggest a "no" vote. 

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: 

YEAS-44 

Andrezeski Hopper Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Jubelirer Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Kelley Moore Singe! 
Early Kusse Murray Smith 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Snyder 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stapleton 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stauffer 
Hankins Loeper Reibman Stout 
Helfrick Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Hess McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Holl Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-4 

Corman Hager O'Connell Street 

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

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

SB 758 (Pr. No. 1133) - 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-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Sin gel 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

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 
Representatives for concurrence. 

SB 784 (Pr. No. 1141) - 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 ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I rise in opposition 
to Senate Bill No. 784. Much that I said last night with respect 
to the amendments, although I voted for the amendments, 
would stand as reasons to be in opposition to Senate Bill No. 
784 as it is now constituted. 

I understand at least from talking to several Members of the 
Senate there is probably sufficient support to pass Senate Bill 
No. 784 and that is disturbing to me. 

Number one, this compromise was put together by two 
constituencies and factions of our society, the representatives 
of the Chamber of Commerce and the Pennsylvania Trial 
Lawyers Association. I do not want to be identified as being a 
member of either group. At one time I would admit to being a 
member of the Trial Lawyers Association, but since my 
becoming involved in government, that has long since 
departed from my vita. 

Mr. President, we have not absolutely had any time to 
analyze the significant changes that have been made in 
product liability. It disturbs me that two groups of our society 
can get together and suggest that they have come up with a 
version that is acceptable to everybody and represents the best 
interests of this Commonwealth. I am sure from at least that 
which has been told me by my constituency that is concerned 
about product liability, I am talking now of the business 
people, the manufacturers and the industrialists from my 
area, their prime concern is the reflection that product 
liability insurance has in it a cost factor premium. Yet there 
has not been one suggestion either by way of data or by way 
of language in this bill that is before us that would control the 
cost of premiums or reduce the cost of premiums that give the 
kind of aid that the businessman in this community and the 
industrialists in this State believe he is going to get. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the State of Penn
sylvania has been singled out as a guinea pig to estab1ish the 
principle of product liability to hope that that philosophy will 
then follow through to the other States, when in fact everyone 
knows this is a matter for national concern and should not be 
at the State level. 

How ludicrous is it? It is very ludicrous. Consider if you 
will if we pass Senate Bill No. 784 in its present form, the 
Pennsylvania manufacturer is indemnified with respect to 
those incidents that take place in Pennsylvania but let him go 
to Ohio with his product and he does not enjoy the indemni
ties that we are giving him in Pennsylvania. Vice versa. The 
out-of-State manufacturer does not get the benefit of 
anything in his State but when it comes into the State of Penn
sylvania, he gets the benefit of product liability and at the Joss 
to the consumer, the housewife, yes, you and I, a double stan
dard, one in which we penalize the people of Pennsylvaia 
because of the lack of uniformity in the application of the 
principles of product liability, the innocent worker, the 
consumer, the farmer, the housekeeper. How can we possibly 
stand here in this Chamber and say we are prepared to allow 
the kinds of indemnities that product liability would give to 
Pennsylvania manufacturers but to suggest that when their 
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products go into other States they are not indemnified in like 
fashion? 

Mr. President, I am concerned that we have a situation that 
is analogous to the no-fault law. There was a hue and a cry for 
insurance and the populace was looking for the kind of relief 
that would result in reduced premiums. I can recall the 
language of those steelworkers in Clairton saying "Mr. Zip, 
we want that tin can fixed in a hurry without the involvement 
of lawyers." Mr. President, I suggest this bill in its present 
form will not result in the reduction of premiums. Premiums 
as the insurance industry will tell you are nationally rated and 
not State rated. Secondly, Mr. President, I am suggesting to 
the Senate the panacea of benefits that will fall out as a result 
of the passage of this product liability bill, a bill that was 
negotiated by two special interest groups, falls far short of 
any accomplishment in the efforts that are being suggested for 
the need of its passage. 

What we have succeeded in doing, Mr. President, is to once 
again take·something away from the consumer, the citizen of 
Pennsylvania, with no real benefit to the industrialist, the 
businessman or those who feel they h;,we some benefit in this 
legislation. The jurisdiction for this legislation is national. 
Products move interstate. Products are manufactured inter
state. That is where the onus of the responsibility for this kind 
of corrective legislation belongs, not within the boundaries of 
the State of Pennsylvania to be and serve as an example for 
the rest of the world who may not follow, in which event we 
are at a distinct disadvantage. 

Mr. President, in the absence of hard factual data that 
would suggest there is some impact upon premium, in the 
absence of some commitment that other States will follow 
through to give us the same benefits we are depriving our citi
zens of, I would suggest we issue a caveat as to our eagerness 
to move ahead with product liability and to put this issue on 
the side burner for the time being until that data is forth
coming and until there is some demonstration that there is 
some benefit to the Pennsylvania industrialist, the Penn
sylvania manufacturer and the Pennsylvania consumer. 

Mr. President, I am asking for a negative vote on Senate 
Bill No. 784 in its present form. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I rise to support 
Senate Bill No. 784. This is the first time, Mr. President, since 
I have been in the Senate, out of three times this bill has come 
up, that I will be voting for a product liability bill. On each 
occasion I supported the distinguished Minority Leader as he 
articulated his views against the legislation at that time and I 
supported him, I think, with good reason. I believe at the time 
the legislation was proposed in the past, it swung the 
pendulum from one side to the other-and I hate the word 
because it is so abused-from the consumer or plaintiff all the 
way over to the defendant or the insurance company or self
insured manufacturer and I felt that was wrong. 

Mr. President, I felt Senate Bill No. 784 in its original form 
was wrong because it did much of what all the past bills have 
done and I would not have supported that bill in that form 
without significant amendments taking place. 

As such, many people who were interested in this legislation 
from all points of view suggested perhaps those who had some 
interest, and I do not pretend to say representatives of orga
nized labor were directly involved, but I believe they were 
informed by groups that were representing supposedly at least 
their interests, groups that wanted to come to some kind of a 
compromise. Mr. President, I believe all of us know in this 
Body that there has been a very large national conception, as 
well as a Pennsylvania conception, that the business commu
nity in Pennsylvania is not okay. 

Mr. President, the perception in the business climate in 
Pennsylvania is one that is keeping business and industry 
from expanding and business and industry from coming into 
our State. Right or wrong, the statistics are there and we have 
tried in these last several Sessions on a bipartisan level, as we 
will do today on a bipartisan level, to correct, slowly but 
surely, perhaps some things and benefits that have gotten out 
of kilter. Like the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator 
Zemprelli, I suppose at one time I was engaged in the active 
trial practice. I am not anymore. I have no ax to grind. I have 
nothing to gain, but I do think the people of Pennsylvania do, 
indeed, have something to gain if we bring into statute form 
for the first time since the restatement of torts 402-A came 
down from our courts as the dicta or the law of strict liability 
would be followed in these product liability cases, I think the 
benefit that will be gained will be putting it in statutory form. 
I believe all parties have a right to know the rules of the game. 
Where do we stand? I think that is the gain from this bill and 
the reason I can vote for it and still agree with my good friend 
and distinguished colleague, the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Zemprelli, as to the fact we are rated nationally. He is 
right as far as premiums go. I do not anticipate any lowering 
of premiums. He is right as far as they go as far as the out-of
State situation he had described is indeed correct. 

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 784 does provide for insur
ance disclosure but I am not sure it goes far enough. I think 
sometime in the near future it is imperative that clear and true 
insurance disclosure become a part of the statutory law of this 
State. I think the time has come to find out some of those 
things that perhaps the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator 
Zemprelli, and the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator 
Bodack, raised yesterday, but there is a gain, there is a need. 
We do need to know what the parameters are, what the law is 
going to be rather than just the restatement of torts. We need 
to avoid the spurious suits that come down without causal 
connection in many areas and without defense to manufac
turers. 

Again, Mr. President, the perception is that Pennsylvania is 
one of the most liberal States for benefits in this area and is 
driving business out. That is not good for the consumer and 
that is not good for labor, either. It is not my intention to take 
away the rights of the plaintiff or the consumer in a situa~ion 
where those particular individuals should indeed be compen
sated and this bill does not do that. The amendments that 
were offered yesterday by the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Senator Gekas, I think clearly is a reasonable compromise 
that was give and take by not just the Chamber of Commerce 
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and the Pennsylvania Trial Lawyers, but also the group that 
set itself up as the Product Liability Group, both with repre
sentatives of the insurance counsel and plaintiff's counsel. 

I recognize, too, Mr. President, it will be this Body and the 
House of Representatives that will ultimately decide whether 
that was a good compromise, whether it needs to be amended 
further or whether the bill will be passed or defeated. To make 
it as something backhanded or that is not correct to do I think 
is wrong. It is the process we here in this Legislature use day in 
and day out to effect compromises on major pieces of legisla
tion. I, frankly, am proud of the effort and I think it was a 
passive effort more on my part that brought these parties 
together to hopefully bring about the give and take that has 
produced the amendments that were placed in this bill that I 
think, Mr. President, makes it right for us to vote for this bill 
and makes it, frankly, easy for me for the first time to vote in 
the affirmative for this legislation and I would hope Members 
of the Senate would do likewise. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Senator Gekas, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator GEKAS. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator BODACK. Mr. President, as you know while I 

have a deep interest in the impact Senate Bill No. 784 will have 
on the legitimate rights of workers and consumers, I am not 
an attorney. Given that fact, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, to explain some of the tech
nical or other unclear language in the bill as it is amended. 
Mr. President, Section 5537, referring to product liability 
actions, contains a subsection (a) (3) which implies that while 
the bill proposes a twelve-year statute of repose for 
consumers' goods and a thirty-year statute of repose for 
nonconsumers' goods, that those rights could be forfeited 
through " ... a negotiated contractual obligation which 
contains a period of limitation ... " which is different. 

Does that mean, Mr. President, an innocent consumer 
might very well be forced to accept a restriction on his rights 
that is not thirty years or twelve years, but maybe nothing at 
all? 

Senator GEKAS. No, Mr. President. Next question? 
Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I think that typifies the 

research and work that was put into this bill to determine how 
we should be voting on it. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I answered in the way I did 
because I believe all these questions are of the same nature as 
yesterday and, quite frankly, I would incorporate by reference 
everything I said yesterday in response to the questions that 
are being posed today. If the gentleman wants further eluci
dation on these I will proceed, but I wanted to say we did go 
through this argument yesterday. We have other business to 
attend to, but I am willing to stay here till 9:00 p.m. if the 
gentleman wants to, Mr. President. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I would like to point out 
to the gentleman I am not here at this late hour because of my 
choosing, either. I think the gentleman is partially correct. 
However, I would like to inform the gentleman today I will 
address the bill and not the amendments. · 

Mr. President, I notice the bill contains no definition of the 
phrase "negotiated contractual obligation." Could the 
gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, explain to me and 
to those of us who are not attorneys, specifically what that 
phrase means and if he has reason to believe the courts in the 
sixty-seven counties in this Commonwealth, as well as our 
three Statewide appellate courts, would be inclined to agree 
with his determination of that definition? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, there are many times in 
our commercial situations where two entities would get into a 
situation where they would enter into a contract. That 
contract can have many mutually arrived at provisions with 
respect to what liability each would suffer built right into the 
contract. That is what this is saying. This in no way is going to 
be able to abridge any contract, any kind of contractual obli
gation that two parties openly arrive at and formulate into an 
agreement. I do not even see why anyone even in the 
gentleman's position and his advocacy against this legislation 
would argue against that. We are doing nothing here to 
abridge any kind of right on anybody's part to say what kind 
of penalty, what kind of liability he or she will suffer by 
reason of what he intends to bargain in the form of an agree
ment. That is what that is talking about. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, is the gentleman telling 
me each consumer in this Commonwealth for each sale would 
enter into a separate agreement at the time of that sale with 
the manufacturer? 

Senator GEKAS. No, Mr. President. 
Senator BODACK. Mr. President, it seems clear this 

subsection 5537 (a)(3) to which I refer creates a potential 
exception to the so-called statute of repose language 
contained in this bill, an exception which is potentially so 
broad in its scope that it may well effectively swallow the rule. 
Even looking at it most kindly, it would appear to me this 
question would be the subject of much litigation, litigation 
which I am certain would make a fair amount of money for 
both defense and plaintiff's counsel, but which would not 
save any money for Pennsylvania business and which may 
certainly narrow the rights of innocent victims of dangerous 
products even farther than we were led to believe in our 
discussions of late last night. 

Mr. President, proposed Section 8363 of the bill contains a 
number of definitions, the first one being the definition of the 
word "manufacturer." I am led to believe through my 
reading of the bill that innocently injured victims of 
dangerous products could not sue a product seller under a 
theory of strict liability. This means the definition of manu
facturer is of importance. I would also like to ask the 
gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, now if he would 
explain what several kinds of sellers are conspicuously absent 
from this definition. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I would be willing to ask 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Boda ck, to ask me 
specifically if he thinks this type of seller or that type of seller 
constitutes a seller or manufacturer. I cannot guess as to what 
he has in mind. 
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Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I would say, for 
example, business entities which are owned or controlled by 
product manufacturers. It seems to be inconsistent to be able 
to sue a manufacturer under strict liability but not be able to 
sue that manufacturer's alter ego under such a theory. 

Mr. President, could the gentleman explain that and why 
that omission exists? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I believe a creative and an 
imaginative attorney for the plaintiff will be able through the 
language of this Act to sue on behalf of his injured plaintiff 
client and manufacturer and then if he sees also this manufac
turer is a seller, he will insist to the court he is suing him on the 
basis that the defendant is a manufacturer and not a seller. He 
will choose his target very properly and very imaginatively. 
The gentleman does not have to worry, Mr. President, about 
getting into court with the plaintiff's suit here, no matter what 
definition we put in here because we do not remove strict 
liability, we do not remove a cause of action, we do not 
remove the righteous cause of an injured plaintiff. All we are 
trying to do here is to stabilize a wide open set of provisions in 
the law that has run rampant in Pennsylvania to try to bring 
some stability, predictability and rationale into it to eventu
ally be able to stabilize the rates and try to stem the tide of 
rising rates of insurance for product liability and to stem the 
rising tide of cost to the consumer for consumer goods. It is 
an inflation fighter, Mr. President. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, how is it an inflation 
fighter? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, the cost of doing business, 
if it keeps reflecting higher and higher insurance rates adds to 
the higher rates of cost of consumer goods. In all other 
respects I have ever heard of, higher prices based on higher 
costs that are caused on even deeper cost beyond that is a 
cause of inflation partially. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I believe the gentleman 
is forwarding the same argument he did late last night in 
regard-

Senator GEKAS. Yes, Mr. President, that is correct. 
Senator BODACK. Mr. President, in referring to 

premiums, I would like to point out as I did last evening, and I 
did not have the information to quote at that time but on June 
27, 1978, on this floor, Senator Duffield asked the question, 
"If this bill is passed, can you give us any guarantee that 
insurance premiums will be reduced or the accelerated 
increase in insurance premiums will cease?" That is a question 
he said he asked at the committee hearing of the insurance 
people. He also stated at that time the insurance people at that 
meeting could give no such assurance. Also, Mr. President, 
during the same day, the gentleman from Berks, Senator 
O'Pake, made the statement prior to his voting against the 
bill, the point that concerned him the most about the bill is 
that to his knowledge, no insurance company representative is 
willing to predict that the then Senate Bill No. 585 would 
reduce premiums by a single dollar or even prevent premium 
increases. I see by the vote, Mr. President, the gentleman 
from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, was here at the time and did 
not object to it at that time. Maybe because I am a new person 

here, I am being objected to. I welcome that, Mr. President, I 
welcome that. 

Mr. President, outside of that definition in the bill of 
manufacturer are the sellers of the products which are obvi
ously and inherently dangerous such as dynamite, explosives 
or something that I expect all of us will be saddened by this 
coming weekend, fireworks. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, to explain why the business or 
the individual that sells those dangerous fireworks unlawfully 
to small children should be exempted from the theory of strict 
liability and, in fact, to force that youngster or his or her 
survivors to meet the almost impossible burdens of proving 
negligence. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, the gentleman begs the 
question. I do not think it is impossible to make out a case 
against the seller of fireworks, especially if the seller sells them 
illegally. That is the only point one would have to prove on 
behalf of a plaintiff, namely that the seller of fireworks did so 
illegally and as a result of that, someone was injured. That 
takes the case to the jury immediately. I guarantee as much as 
an individual lawyer can guarantee, that the jury would look 
askance and come in with a judgment in favor of a })laintiff 
under those circumstances. 

The seller of fireworks illegally is not beyond the target of 
any plaintiff. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, that same section also 
contains a definition of the word "product." That definition 
tells us a product is ''tangible personal property, including 
fixtures, but not including real property or buildings." 

What I am concerned about, Mr. President, is tangible 
personal property which becomes incorporated in the real 
property or building such as roofing insulation. For example, 
urea formaldehyde foam insulation has been pumped into 
thousands of homes in the last several years in this State. I am 
told that product can carry with it some very harmful side 
effects. Under the gentleman's definition of product, are we 
to assume this potentially dangerous substance could injure 
people and the manufacturer of it be absolved from suit and 
the rights of injured victims to recover from the injuries be 
eliminated merely because this insulating material once 
applied, is no longer tangible personal property as it has 
become incorporated into the real property known as a resi
dence? Also, would the same be applied for roofing material 
once it is installed on a home? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, the question of whether or 
not tangible personal property changes its substance, its form 
into real property, is always and has historically been a ques
tion of fact to be determined by the trier of fact. If, indeed, 
the plaintiff's attorney in such a case can show that this 
particular substance or any tangible personal property, when 
it was incorporated into the real estate never really changed its 
characteristics and always remained in all its elements tangible 
personal property, it would not be exempted by reason of the 
fact it was molded into the real property. On the other hand, 
if, just like in every other facet of the law, the triers of the fact 
under guidance of the court will determine that the tangible 
personal property indeed did become a part of the real estate, 
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then that is life. Therefore, it would because of that determi
nation be beyond the purview of the plaintiff who seeks a 
verdict or a judgment against a tangible personal property 
product. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I am impressed. I am 
impressed with the intelligence and the knowledge of the 
gentleman on this particular subject and I would wonder at 
this point if he would assume that all other attorneys share in 
his competence and intelligence on this particular subject? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, let me think about my 
expertise in this. I say just like I said before, I truly believe 
every plaintiff's attorney, every diligent attorney in Penn
sylvania will be able to use this law when it becomes law, if it 
should become law, to the advantage of an injured plaintiff 
and that the injured plaintiff, after this law has been passed, 
will be in the same good position to recover damages as 
before. What we will be doing, however, is streamlining some 
of the provisions that have gone haywire through case law and 
which offer no predictability in this field at all. As a citizen, as 
a lawyer, as a Legislator, I feel it is important to try to attain 
that stability. 

Senator BO DACK. Mr. President, the gentleman just 
explained to us as far as the personal property being incorpo
rated into real property, it can be this way or it can be that 
way. I would like to ask most specifically, is it not true under 
this definition Senate Bill No. 784 might very well be 
excluding a whole range of materials from any product 
liability actions whatsoever? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I cannot predict one way 
or another, but I can say this, if indeed our experience as we 
go down the line should finally uncover something like the 
gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Bodack, predicts, this 
Legislature will come quickly to the aid of that class of people 
who might be injured by that type of development. I cannot 
predict now what products will become parcels or become 
part of real estate, I just cannot, Mr. President. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, Section 8364, subpara
graph (c) would mandate that in any strict liability action, 
" ... the trier of facts shall not be instructed that the manufac
turer is the guarantor of the safety of the product." 

Mr. President, could the gentleman first kindly explain to 
those of us who are not as well educated in legal terminology 
what exactly the words "trier of fact" mean and exactly who 
might give the trier of fact such instruction. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, the trier of fact ultimately, 
in most cases that are familiar to everyone, is the jury. The 
jury is given a set of facts from which it must make determina
tions and apply those facts to the law as they are instructed by 
the judge. So the trier of fact, as it is said here, should not be, 
in all fairness, given the impression that simply because a 
manufacturer manufactured a product that somewhere down 
the line, for untold reasons injured someone, that manufac
turer should automatically have to pay. There should be a 
decision made as to whether or not the plaintiff himself 
misused the product, whether other techniques could have 
prevented something that the plaintiff did not do, a whole 
host of things that the trier of fact, like the jury, should be 

able to determine in all fairness should we hold the manufac
turer liable, and not start out by saying, "Aha, the manufac
turer produced this, therefore, it is liable." That is what the 
state of the law is now which we are trying to streamline and 
stabilize to use words I have used before. The trier of fact can 
also be, when jury trial is waived, the judge himself, when all 
the parties agree that the judge himself shall be the trier of 
fact sitting in as if he or she were a jury. 

Senator BO DACK. Mr. President, are we to take from that 
answer then that no judge would even be allowed to exercise 
his or her discretion in instructing a jury of twelve laym~n that 
a manufacturer who fails to adequately test or design or safely 
make a product and place it into the stream of commerce and 
ultimately kill, maim or cripple consumers and not even have 
to guarantee that those products are safe for their intended 
use? 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I believe the gentleman is 
mixing apples and oranges. Every bona fide manufacturer 
who wants to make a profit and succeed in the manufacture of 
products is going to, in one way or another, guarantee his 
product is workable, merchantable, usable and good for the 
benefit of the consumers who ultimately will use it. Those 
guarantees can take tremendously different forms, money 
back guarantees and all kinds of other guarantees that it can 
develop. 

What we are talking about here is the narrow legal concept. 
In this context, when we are talking about guarantees, it is a 
very difficult concept to elucidate, our system of law in almost 
every kind of case that comes before the courts is a fault 
system. That is, we say even in an automobile accident case, 
except for the no-fault that we have now discovered lately, 
someone who is injured should be able to recover from some
body who was at fault in causing that injury. Otherwise we 
would say, Mr. President, anyone who is injured any time in 
any automobile accident should recover automatically from 
the person who caused the accident even if the person who 
was injured himself was at fault. Now carry that over to this, 
Mr. President. The current state of the law is a manufacturer, 
under the gentleman's feeling, should be held liable whether 
or not he is at fault or not. He should be a guarantor. He 
should guarantee the person injured is going to recover 
monies from it. That is what this guarantor is. We say it is 
unfair to have the manufacturer be the guarantor and say we 
will pay no matter whaf damages occur, no matter how they 
happen under any circumstances, as long as that person can 
show us he is injured, we will pay. Mr. President, that is 
unfair. It adds to the cost of doing business. It adds to the cost 
of the goods. It adds to the cost of insurance and adds then to 
the cost and burden to the consumer. All this is saying is, the 
judge must be saying to the trier of fact, please remember 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury, In order to find in favor of 
the plaintiff, you must determine the manufacturer created a 
defective product that was unreasonably dangerous and they 
are not guaranteeing that product. 

Senator BO DACK. Mr. President, now I am really 
confused. I am confused as to when it became the role of this 
Senate to merely introject itself into the widely recognized 
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discretionary power of the judiciary. I am also confused as to 
why an innocent victim should somehow be forced to be more 
responsible for the safety of a product than the business or 
individual who markets it and earns a substantial profit on it. 

Why should not the manufacturer of a product guarantee 
the safety of a product when he foists it into the marketplace? 
They, of course, are the ones who earn the profit that stems 
from the sale of such products. Is not guaranteeing the safety 
of these products simply a cost of doing business as the 
gentleman. suggested? 

Mr. President, I am told in this so-called compromise, the 
theory of comparative responsibility was removed from the 
bill. When I read Section 8367 relating to product misuse, I 
find that subparagraph (a) seems to apportion liability and 
what I as a layman see as a manner very similar to compara
tive responsibility concepts. I would ask the gentleman from 
Dauphin, Senator Gekas, to explain to me why a victim of an 
exploding Pinto, burned over substantial portions of her 
body, possibly a paraplegic for the duration of her lifetime, 
should be denied a portion of her rightful recovery due to the 
dangerous flaw in the design of her automobile, merely 
because she failed to see a stop sign. Clearly, the car was 
dangerous, with or without the stop sign. I am confused, Mr. 
President, and would like an explanation from the gentleman, 
as to why we should condemn such an individual to potential 
destitution and the public dole for her minor traffic violation. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I am stunned. I do not 
understand the purport of the question. 

Senator BODACK. Would the gentleman like me to repeat 
it, Mr. President? 

Senator GEKAS. No, no, Mr. President. What I would like 
is to counter-question and ask is the gentleman asking for a 
reason why comparative responsibility was removed from the 
bill? That is what I thought the gentleman started with. Is that 
what the gentleman's question is based on, on this lady who 
had these burns and the stop sign? Is that based on your ques
tion of comparative responsibility? 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, the gentleman in his last 
comments pointed out to us, I do believe, that a party who 
does something on their own and is injured by that act, should 
not make the manufacturer liable for the damages. I will 
repeat my question, Mr. President. Would the gentleman 
please explain to me why a victim of an exploding Pinto, 
burned over a substantial portion of her body, possibly a 
paraplegic for the duration of her life, should be denied the 
portion of her rightful recovery due to the dangerous flaw in 
the design of her automobile merely because she failed to see 
and negotiate a stop sign? I submit the car was dangerous with 
or without the stop sign. I am confused and I would like an 
explanation as to why we should condemn such an individual 
to potential destitution and the public dole for a minor traffic 
violation. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, we are not punishing that 
individual. As a matter of fact, comparative responsibility 
was removed and, therefore, it cannot be brought into 
evidence that she ran a stop sign and, therefore, the Pinto 
blew up or whatever happened. The gentleman has not prop-

erly conceived this legislation it seems to me because compara
tive .responsibility is not a part of it. That was one of the 
things to which an agreement was reached. Therefore, the 
question of ramming a stop sign would not even enter into this 
particular situation. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I would like to point out 
to the gentleman it was not I who conceived this piece of legis
lation. 

Mr. President, there is more. There is a great deal more that 
continues to trouble me about this proposal and not the least 
of which is the simple fact, as was admitted by the gentleman 
from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, in interrogation last night, 
while this proposal cannot save even one thin dime in insur
ance premium costs for Pennsylvania's businesses, it unfairly 
strips the workers, the consumers, the farmers and the house
keepers of this Commonwealth of their legitimate right to a 
day in court when they are injured or maimed or crippled and, 
yes, sometimes even killed because of products placed on the 
marketplace by manufacturers and sellers so intent on laying 
their hands on the almighty buck that they might fail or refuse 
to take adequate cautions to protect the innocent consumers 
or users of their wares. 

Mr. President, this proposal is nothing more than a thinly 
veiled effort to smelt the keys to the courthouse for thousands 
of Pennsylvanians who were victimized by an avaricious 
marketplace. Make no mistake about it, Mr. President, this 
proposal does not limit their recovery. It takes away their very 
right to get into a courthouse to attempt to plead and to prove 
their case. 

Mr. President, what it is telling us is even if an injured 
plaintiff could prove that the seller or manufacturer was 
responsible for his or her injury, they would nonetheless be 
denied their day in court merely because the implement that so 
violated them had been manufactured more than twelve or 
even thirty years ago. I must question how we arrive at these 
numbers of twelve and thirty. What is so sacrosanct about 
them? Why not eighteen years, two months, three days and 
twenty-one hours? Why not instead be more rational and look 
to the usual safe life of a product or why not even treat people 
more fairly while at the same time giving some predictability 
to Pennsylvania's businesses that they tell us they need by 
instead of cutting off people's rights by this arbitrary date, 
setting up a catastrophic loss fund or an alternate insurance 
pool which would take care of legitimate claims, provable 
claims against manufacturers of products which are more 
than merely twelve years old. 

Mr. President, my opposition to this legislation is not an 
effort to strangle Pennsylvania's businesses or even to line the 
pockets of trial lawyers. My position is derived from a belief 
in the rights of all citizens to have access to our judicial 
process when they are injured. 

This access should not be limited because the injury took 
place after an arbitrary date or because so-called reform legis
lation strips the injured party of rights he or she may presently 
have. These rights now protected by the liability law regarding 
the selling or manufacturing of defective products have not 
developed overnight. Although great progress has been made 
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for the consumers in the last twenty years, we are talking 
about a body of law which has been formed in Pennsylvania 
over the last 200 years. This law has been developed by elected 
judges and juries and even by the Legislature. Under them the 
innocent victim has a basic and an inherent right to compensa
tion for injuries sustained because of the actions of another. 

Today, Mr. President, we could vote to curtail those citi
zens rights which have a two century history. Those who 
advocate a radical restructuring of Pennsylvania's statutes 
and court decisions have failed to produce evidence to support 
the problems which they say exist. At the same time they seek 
to put the burden of negligent actions of product manufac
turers on the backs of consumers. This reform law will make 
it harder to sue for damages. The user or the survivor of a user 
of a product would be forbidden from suing the retailer of a 
defective item. The plaintiff would have to sue the manufac
turer. What happens, Mr. President, when the retailer is Sears 
and Roebuck and the manufacturer is a financially unsound 
and totally uninsured producer in the Far East? Now all of 
this is supposedly done with the goal of lower product liability 
premiums for Pennsylvania manufacturers in mind. This bill 
would not lower premiums as products cross State lines or 
even international borders to places where the laws are very 
much different. 

The suits, Mr. President, will continue. The premiums will 
not lessen. Thus the business community will be the victim of 
an extremely cruel hoax. It is distressing that no one has told 
us anything that even vaguely relates to a full disclosure on the 
part of the insurance industry which writes product liability 
insurance here in Pennsylvania. Consumers are being asked to 
give up their rights without knowledge of practices in the 
insurance industry which may or may not be in the best 
interest of all concerned. 

Mr. President, the claim has been made that frivolous 
claims and irresponsible jury verdicts have driven up the costs 
surrounding product liability actions. Mr. President, I wish I 
knew what the claim payments amounted to in Pennsylvania, 
or the average amount, but no one has answered that ques
tion. What I do know, Mr. President, is the United States 
House Small Business Subcommittee found insurance 
industry data for an eight and a half month period ending 
March 15, 1977 showed an average claim paid for bodily 
injury of $3,592 and for all product liability incidents of 
$6,692. 

Mr. President, that is hardly high enough to justify a revo
lution. This same subcommittee found the defendants, that is 
the manufacturers, and sellers, win between seventy-five and 
eighty per cent of all product liability cases that are brought to 
trial. 

I also wish I knew what the profits of the insurance industry 
piles up with product liability insurance or what the ratio of 
premiums to payments is in Pennsylvania. We cannot seem to 
get that information, either. Mr. President, there was a study 
in Missouri which found in 1976 in that State, insurance 
companies took in $9.7 million in product liability premiums 
but reported a claim payout of only $916,000. 

Mr. President, I submit if such is the practice in Penn
sylvania, something must be done, but that something is not 
stripping the workers, the farmers, the housekeepers and all 
the consumers of their legitimate rights. What we should do, 
Mr. President, and most assuredly must do before any further 
entertainment or passing of Senate Bill No. 784, is to require 
that all insurance companies writing product liability insur
ance in Pennsylvania disclose the profits they are making on 
that line of insurance. When the size of the profits is 
disclosed, the price of liability insurance for manufacturers 
might drop because of competition. 

Even more than insurance disclosure, the best way to solve 
the product liability question in my estimation is to keep 
defective products off the market. 

This should be the goal of reform legislation because 
anything less may result in the uncompensated maiming or 
killing of unsuspecting product users. My fellow Senators, I 
am not a lawyer, I am not an insurance agent nor a busi
nessman, but I do know the issues in this legislation are 
complicated. One simple fact is true, until all products are 
safe, citizens must have total access to the judicial process to 
rectify their honest grievances. 

Mr. President, it ill-behooves this Senate to take it upon 
itself and I am sure, Mr. President, that my constituents did 
not send me down here nor the constituents of my colleagues 
here in the Senate, send them down, to cut, destroy and deny 
the reasonable, the fair and the legitimate rights of the 
consumers of this State. 

Mr. President, I urge my fellow Senators to vote "no" on 
Senate Bill No. 784 and to stand with me shoulder to shoulder 
in declaring that the people of this Commonwealth are not 
disposable and we in the Senate are not out to steal their 
rights, not today, not tomorrow and not at any time. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I am not going to speak at 
great length. First of all I do not think there is a single person 
in this Chamber who knows what this law does or says. To 
understand the technical phrases, the phraseology in this 
many-paged piece of new legislation would require a person 
who is a specialist in this field. To be a specialist in this field is 
going to mean one of those lawyers who is spending at least 
100 hours or ninety hours a week just in this field to know all 
the ins and outs and all the answers to all the questions. There 
is not a person in this room that has had the time to do this. I 
think if this bill passes it is going to come back to haunt those 
people who came here bearing the glad tidings of great joy for 
civilization by the passage of this magnificent piece of 
baloney. 

Mr. President, this bill was bad when introduced, it was 
amended and that only made it less bad. I heard the Majority 
Leader say, "It was give and take." All right. They gave to 
this vested interest group and they took away from the people. 
That is the give and take in this. At no time have I heard 
anybody say that the lobbyist for the people who are injured 
were in on any compromise. For the people who remained, 
the widows, the orphans, where were their lobbyists? The trial 
lawyers? Well, I think they were faced with a bad situation 
and they took what compromise they could get. Surely the 
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insurance companies are not concerned with those folks. 
Surely not the manufacturers. Let us just go back into this 
bill. I have not had a chance to read it. This was printed 
today. It was amended last night. I was just looking, as an 
example of strict liability and tort, at Section 8364 and it looks 
like to have the manufacturer liable, one, the product had to 
be manufactured in a defective condition. Was Agent Orange 
manufactured in a defective condition? No. It was expected to 
reach the user or consumer without substantial change in 
condition. Agent Orange reached the consumer without 
substantial change. Here is the hooker, the product was 
dangerous to an extent beyond that which would be contem
plated by the ordinary user or consumer. Those GI's in 
Vietnam who went in with Agent Orange are ordinary users. 
They are people who are ordinarily exposed to it and they had 
ordinary knowledge common to their community as to its 
characteristics. If those GI's that went into Vietnam, into the 
jungles, knew what was in Agent Orange, you could not have 
driven them in there with a herd of horses. It looks like by the 
way this bill is written, no manufacturer is liable. Those who 
vote for this bill, the next time we see one of these men say to 
them, "I voted for a bill, so you have no way to get to the 
manufacturer," then say, "I am a legal expert in this field. I 
know all the answers and you with those fingers that are crip
pled up ... " like the ones we saw in here the other day " .. .it is 
just too bad." We are trying to make the cost of industry less 
expensive so the consumer can buy goods cheaper, regardless 
of the human cost involved, by achieving the cost of 
cheapness through the sacrifice of human rights. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I was not going to rise to 
speak again on this issue but I must rebut the remarks of the 
gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell. No victim of Agent 
Orange is going to be denied h'is day in court by reason of this 
legislation. No victim of that malady is going to be prevented 
from showing that a manufacturer prepared a formula, if it 
did, that was disastrous in its final result on the human body. 
No victim of Agent Orange is in any way going to be 
prevented from a recovery under this act. 

Senator O'P AKE. Mr. President, I will be very brief. I 
would like to explain to my colleagues why I am voting for 
Senate Bill No. 784. 

There are things in this bill I also would like to see changed. 
It is a very, very technical bill with many legal complexities 
dealing with many, many issues but it is a far, far better bill 
than any other product liability bill that we have had the 
opportunity to vote upon. It is proof the legislative process, 
when given adequate time and dedicated input, can produce a 
product which is the best possible bill we can get this year, at 
least in the Senate of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. I 
do not see the dire results that have been predicted by some of 
those who have spoken. I certainly do not question the 
sincerity of the motives and commitment of those who oppose 
this bill. I think we do have an obligation to try to stabilize 
insurance premiums, although this bill will not reduce insur
ance premiums for the small businesses and others in the 
Commonwealth. There is no doubt in the long run it will 
stabilize those insurance rates and this is needed. I do not 

think it will have the devastating effect on victims and it is 
very difficult, by the way, to get representatives of victims of 
accidents to come here and try to get their help in writing a 
bill. 

Mr. President, the long and short of it is I think this is the 
best possible bill we can get that balances the interest of 
preserving rights of action for those who are the victims of 
accidents as a result of a defective products with the interest 
of predictability and stability for other people who are impor
tant in Pennsylvania and that is the business community, the 
small businesses that are really being hurt by the present status 
of the law. Therefore, Mr. President, I am going to vote for 
Senate Bill No. 784. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

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

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

Corman Holl 
Early Hopper 
Fisher Jubelirer 
Gekas Kelley 
Greenleaf Kusse 
Hager Lewis 
Hankins Loeper 
Helfrick McKinney 
Hess 

Andrezeski Lloyd 
Bell Murray 
Bodack Pecora 
Lincoln Romanelli 

YEAS-33 

Manbeck 
Mellow 
Messinger 
Moore 
O'Connell 
O'Pake 
Price 
Reibman 

NAYS-14 

Scanlon 
Sin gel 
Smith 

Rhoades 
Ross 
Shaffer 
Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stauffer 
Tilghman 
Wilt 

Stout 
Street 
Zemprelli 

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

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

SB 805 (Pr. No. 1140) - 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 ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I would just want to 
remind the Members of the Senate, it has been a long after
noon. This is a bill of great importance and there are some 
strong views in opposition as well as for the bill and I would 
ask the Members to search their conscience so that they vote 
properly as they indicated that they wanted to do on the issue 
of Senate Bill No. 805. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator WILT. Mr. President, I would like to change my 

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

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

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

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

YEAS-26 

Bell Hess Manbeck Shaffer 
Corman Holl Moore Snyder 
Fisher Hopper O'Connell Stauffer 
Gekas Jubelirer Pecora Street 
Greenleaf Kusse Price Tilghman 
Hager Lincoln Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick Loeper 

NAYS-22 

Andrezeski Lloyd O'Pake Singe! 
Bodack Lynch Reibman Smith 
Early McKinney Romanelli Stapleton 
Hankins Mellow Ross Stout 
Kelley Messinger Scanlon Zemprelli 
Lewis Murray 

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

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

SENATOR JUBELIRER TO VOTE FOR 
SENATOR HAGER 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, Senator Hager is 
working on Rules that will be involved here later and I would 
ask for a temporary legislative leave for him. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leave is granted. 

THIRD CON SID ERA TION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 827 ~,:r. No. 1134) - 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-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 

Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

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 
Representatives for concurrence. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 829 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 838 (Pr. No. 1116) - Considered the third time, 

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

following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 11 and 12, by striking out 
"DELETING CERTAIN DEFINITIONS AND" in line 11 and 
all of line 12 and inserting: changing the definition of "home 
health care agency'' and further providing for the effective date. 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 20 through 22, page 2, lines 1 
through 14, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 15, by striking out "2" and 
inserting: 1 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 15, by striking out "DEFINITIONS 
OF "HEALTH CARE FACILITY" AND" and inserting: defi
nition of 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out "are" and 
inserting: is 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 23 through 30, page 3, lines 1 
through 13, by striking out all of said lines on page 2; lines 1 
through 12 on page 3 and the bracket before" "HOME" in line 
13 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 14, by inserting after "PROVIDE": 
skilled 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 18, by striking out the bracket after 
"HOME." 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, lines 20 through 30; page 4, lines 1 
through 29, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting: 

Section 2. Section 906 of the act, amended December 13, 
1979 (P .L.532, No.118), is amended to read: 
Section 906. Effective date. 

[This] (a) Except as provided in subsection (b) this act shall 
take effect October 1, 1979; provided that implementation of 
reviews pursuant to this act shall not begin until April 1, 1980. 

(b) The provisions of this act relating to requirements for the 
operation of a home health care agency and any rules and regula
tions adopted pursuant to this act relating to home health care 
agencies shall take effect July 12, 1982. 

Section 3. Section 11 of the act of July 12, 1980 (P .L.655, 
No.136) entitled, "An act amending the act of July 19, 1979 
(P.L.130, No.48), entitled 'An act relating to health care; 
prescribing the powers and duties of the Department of Health; 
establishing and providing the powers and duties of the State 
Health Coordinating Council, health systems agencies and 
Health Care Policy Board in the Department of Health, and State 
Health Facility Hearing Board in the Department of Justice; 
providing for certification of need of health care providers and 
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prescribing penalties,' amending and adding certain definitions; 
further providing for powers and duties of the department, for 
the encouragement of competition and innovation, for coopera
tion with the department; further providing for certificates of 
need, for the promulgation of regulations and other procedural 
matters, for major medical equipment and for the licensure and 
regulation of health care facilities, and providing penalties," is 
repealed insofar as it is inconsistent with the provisions of section 
2 of this act. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 30, by striking out "4" and 
inserting: 3 

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 EARLY. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 
ON FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 913 (Pr. No. 1137) - 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 MELLOW. Mr. President, I would ask for a roll 
call vote and ask all the Members on our side of the aisle to 
vote "no." 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, if I may, I rise to oppose 
Senate Bill No. 913 and to reiterate the request of the 
gentleman from Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, for a "no" 
vote on the legislation. 

Mr. President, we discussed yesterday during the amend
ment procedure some of the problems that we are encoun
tering regarding cab service in Philadelphia and the very 
significant importance for us to improve that, both for the 
residents of the neighborhoods in Philadelphia and for the 
visitors who come to our city. The gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Street, and I are in complete agreement 
that there is a severe problem and it imposes a hardship to 
both the residents and the visitors. However, there is some 
disagreement as to how to approach that problem. 

Last year the General Assembly passed House Bill No. 1799 
which took a series of steps to effectively deal with the 
problem before us. Amongst those steps it increased substan
tially from the number of licenses that are available to cab 
operators in Philadelphia. Currently there are 1,400 licenses 
to operate cabs in Philadel::>hia and the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Street, is exactly right when he points 
out that only 500 or so of those are in use and, therefore, there 
is an unsatisfactory amount of cab service. What that is 
leading to is impromptu, or what is known as "hack" cab 
drivers just going into the neighborhoods with a vehicle and 
serving as cab service. The problem, of course, is in many 
instances they are not properly insured and, therefore, their 
customers are exposed to the danger of being in an accident 
and not being insured. The gentleman's concerns with regard 
to this are legitimate and the gentleman is accurate with 

regard to what is happening. However, when the General 
Assembly did pass House Bill No. 1799 last year we tried to 
deal with these problems and essentially what we did was the 
following: we increased to a current level of 1,400 the licenses 
for the city. Six months from now that will go up another 300 
to I, 700; six months after that that will go to 2,000. We have a 
situation where although we only have 500 cabs on the streets 
of Philadelphia now, we have licensing or legislation that will 
enable us to have as many as 2,000. Why are those cabs not on 
the street? Because also in that legislation we indicated that in 
order to operate a cab service one must have that cab on the 
street fifty per cent of the time. Yellow Cab was having severe 
financial and labor problems and as a result were unable to 
have their cabs on the street fifty per cent of the time. Mr. 
President, our answer was simply this: if you cannot have 
them on the street fifty per cent of the time, we want the 
license certificate back and we will give it to somebody who is 
going to serve the people who require this kind of service. We 
have given, as a General Assembly, this authority and this 
power to the PUC. It is a well thought out piece of legislation. 
The gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Price, did excel
lent work on it last year as did many others and t3e PUC 
seemed very responsive to it at first. However, what has 
happened is, the PUC has been, and I do not think it is so 
much unwilling, unable to enforce the tenets of House Bill 
No. 1799 of last year. What we have here is an enforcement 
problem. If the PUC were unable to require the cab operators 
in Philadelphia to keep a record of how often those cabs were 
on the street what we could do, in terms of enforcement, is 
audit those records to make sure that in fact those cabs are on 
the street, make sure that in fact those businesses are in 
compliance with what is now State law. The PUC, as a result 
of some combination of funding and personnel problems, has 
not been able to enforce that legislation. 

Therefore, I feel it is our role to determine what we are 
going to do about that problem. We are faced with an 
enforcement problem not with a licensure problem. Again, we 
have a clear definition of a need for this service in 
Philadelphia. I agree with the effort the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Street, has made to focus attention on 
the problem. My own colleague from the Democratic caucus, 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Hankins, very 
accurately portrayed what the problem was yesterday. 
However, we must go to the root cause, we must provide 
enforcement procedures that are functional and effective. I 
would be willing to participate in any way with the other 
Members of this Body on both sides of the aisle to come up 
with a piece of legislation or administrative recommendations 
to achieve our mutual goals with regard to the matter at hand. 

Senate Bill No. 913, however, is not an answer to the 
problem. Unlimited licenses are not an answer to the problem. 
The concept that people are being forced to purchase $15,000 
licenses should not be. A person under the legislation that was 
drafted last year should be able to get a license from the 
Public Utility Commission for $10 if they meet the other 
requirements of the commission regarding vehicles, vehiCle 
safety and insurance. We should not be forcing, as the 
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gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Street, said yesterday, 
the little guy into a position where he cannot participate in this 
business. The little guy, according to Pennsylvania law, 
should be able to get into this business for $10. He cannot get 
into it for $10 today because, for whatever reason, the Public 
Utility Commission is unable to enforce existing Pennsylvania 
statutes. That is the problem we must address ourselves to this 
summer. That is the legislation or administrative recommen
dations we must offer and, therefore, I encourage both sides 
of the aisle to cast a "no" vote on Senate Bill No. 913. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator PRICE. Mr. President, this debate on Senate Bill 

No. 913 has been most useful, I think, to focus attention on 
exactly what the problem of inadequate cab service in 
Philadelphia has been. We have tried the legislative regulatory 
route in the past. This bill, if enacted, is going to serve notice 
that people can get into the cab business in Philadelphia for 
the payment of that $10 fee that the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Lloyd, referred to and not have to pay 
a higher fee to transfer a certificate from somebody else. If 
that begins to happen, then we are going to find not only will 
more people have opportunities to go into the taxicab business 
in Philadelphia but that industry will thrive once again as it 
did in the early 1950's and before. This to me is a classic 
example of overregulation in an industry. By encouraging as 
this legislation does more to get into it, I think not only will 
they do so but we will have the desired goal of better taxicab 
service in Philadelphia. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I do not mean to 
interrupt the gentleman, but we seem to have a bit of an emer
gency situation I would like to deal with if I can. The House is 
ready to adjourn. We have one bill on our Calendar that 
needs to get to the House before adjournment. I am asking 
the gentleman if he would be so kind as to let me put the bill 
over temporarily and we could deal with House Bill No. 949, 
Printer's No. 1990, get it over to the House, and we will come 
back to the gentleman immediately thereafter. 

Senator HANKINS. Mr. President, I agree wholeheartedly. 
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senate Bill No. 913 

will go over in its order temporarily. 

HD 949 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

HD 949 (Pr. No. 1990) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 6 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HD 949 (Pr. No. 1990) - 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-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 913 CALLED UP 

SB 913 (Pr. No. 1137) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily on final passage, 
was called up, from page 5 of the Third Consideration 
Calendar, by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 913 (Pr. No. 1137)-And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator HANKINS. Mr. President, late last evening I voted 
in favor of the amendments to Senate Bill No. 913. Last night 
I took that position because I felt the additional cabs in 
Philadelphia are needed. I did not indicate at that time that in 
Washington, D.C. and in Baltimore, Maryland they have an 
open franchise ability to put as many cabs as they wish to in 
the streets for service to people who use the cab services in 
those cities, including also New York City and other places I 
have been. 

Mr. President, in Philadelphia particularly there has been a 
monopoly in the cab system, the Yellow Cab Company and 
the United Cab Company there for so many years. If the 
Members visited Philadelphia, they would see the worst type 
of equipment they ever saw and the worst type of services into 
certain areas of Philadelphia, including west Philadelphia, 
north Philadelphia, south Philadelphia, or wherever they 
might wish to call for cab service that they cannot get. 

After they go into that area, they find down in center city, 
up until recent months, I understand, they see some cabs in 
the center city area including the 30th Street Station and a few 
of the hotels where there might be six or seven cabs waiting 
for their fares. Other than that there is no adequate services in 
the City of Philadelphia. I wholeheartedly agree with that. I 
happen to be in a certain business myself and I get some 
twenty calls a day but I do not service taxi service and I know 
the problems we are having there and the requests we are 
getting even though this is unlimited. But I think in a sense 
with the other limitations on the 2,000 applications that are 
supposed to be existing, it takes months and months for an 
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individual to process one of these at $15,000 through the PUC 
and I have had this experience with many people who have 
applied with no success. I think probably this legislation 
might not be drafted in the manner I wish, but I think this is a 
step we have to take now because this is in such desperate need 
in Philadelphia we have to do something and particularly in 
the areas I just spoke about. 

Mr. President, I am asking the support of this to get into 
the right vein of what we are attempting to do here with this 
legislation. 

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: 

YEAS-28 

Bell Helfrick McKinney Rhoades 
Corman Hess Manbeck Shaffer 
Fisher Holl Moore Snyder 
Gekas Hopper O'Connell Stauffer 
Greenleaf Jubelirer Pecora Street 
Hager Kusse Price Tilghman 
Hankins Loeper Reibman Wilt 

NAYS-19 

Andrezeski Lincoln Murray Smith 
Bodack Lloyd Romanelli Stapleton 
Early Lynch Ross Stout 
Kelley Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 
Lewis Messinger Singe! 

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

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 921 (Pr. No. 1032) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

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

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

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Bell Hopper Messinger Singe I 
Boda ck Jubelirer Moore Smith 
Corman Kelley Murray Snyder 
Early Kusse O'Connell Stapleton 
Fisher Lewis Pecora Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Price Stout 
Greenleaf Lloyd Reibman Street 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Tilghman 
Hankins Lynch Romanelli Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Ross Zemprelli 
Hess Manbeck Scanlon 

NAYS-0 

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 923 (Pr. No. 1138) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, under the Senate Rules, 
any bill which would cause an expenditure of funds requires a 
fiscal note. It also says in Rule 16 (b), no bill shall be given 
third consideration without a fiscal note being attached 
thereto. 

Mr. President, in my mind there is no question there will be 
additional funds which would have to be appropriated by the 
Philadelphia School District to operate if this bill becomes 
law. 

Mr. President, I would therefore move that Senate Bill No. 
923, Printer's No. 1138, be recommitted to the Committee on 
Appropriations for a fiscal note. 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, without getting into 
debate, we disagree and we would ask for a "no" vote. 

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: 

YEAS-23 

Andrezeski Lincoln Murray Singe! 
Boda ck Lloyd O'Pake Smith 
Early Lynch Reibman Stapleton 
Hankins McKinney Romanelli Stout 
Kelley Mellow Ross Zemprelli 
Lewis Messinger Scanlon 

NAYS-25 

Bell Hess Manbeck Shaffer 
Corman Holl Moore Snyder 
Fisher Hopper O'Connell Stauffer 
Gekas Jubelirer Pecora Street 
Greenleaf Kusse Price Tilghman 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick 

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

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I rise and ask unanimous 
consent to offer amendments to Senate Bill No. 923. 

The PRESIDENT. Amendments are out of order at this 
time. The bill is on final passage. 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I am seeking unanimous 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. consent to offer amendments on third consideration and final 

passage. 
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The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. Will Senator 
Lloyd approach the rostrum? 

(The Senate was at ease.) 
The PRESIDENT. The decision by which Senate Bill No. 

923 was agreed to on third consideration, the question recurs, 
will the Senate agree to the bill? 

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

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2133), page 1, lines 12 and 13, by striking 
out "of the first class" and inserting: and each intermediate unit 
for all school districts 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2133), page 1, line 14, by striking out 
"within the school district" and inserting: or districts within 
intermediate units 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2133), page 2, line 4, by striking out 
"within the school district of the first class." and inserting: and 
each intermedite unit for all school districts within intermediaie 
units 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2133), page 2, line 10, by striking out 
"DISTRICTS OF THE FIRST CLASS" and inserting: All 
districts and each intermediate unit for all school districts withln 
intermediate units 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2133), page 2, lines 13 and 14, by striking 
out "the Philadelphia City Council President, and the Mayor of 
Philadelphia " 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 2133), page 2, line 15, by inserting after 
"quarter.": The reports shall be made available to the governing 
authority of the municipality in which the districts are located. 

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

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I would like to thank all 
the Members of the Senate for permitting me to offer these 
amendments and I would like to explain what they do. They 
are very simple in their impact. 

The legislation before us, Senate Bill No. 923, requires the 
School District of Philadelphia to provide quarterly financial 
reports rather than the annual financial report and projection 
that is currently required. These amendments simply state this 
will be the case for all school districts in the State of Penn
sylvania, not just Philadelphia. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I would ask the 
Members to give a negative vote on these amendments. I think 
it is important to note we had not seen these amendments 
prior to caucus as is customary. I would point out it was the 
Minority Leader himself who made the request and pointed 
out very clearly earlier this week amendments must be seen 
before being offered on the floor. We have not had that 
opportunity. On that basis, I think the amendments should be 
voted down. 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I want to state very clearly 
I understand the concern of the gentleman from Chester, 
Senator Stauffer. It is not my intention in any way to indicate 
in any way, shape or form that these are agreed-to amend
ments. I am also very much aware of the fact that copies of 
these amendments had not been distributed and the irregu
larity of that. What I am citing is it is a piece of legislation 
that does affect one school district in the Commonwealth and 
this is just an opportunity to make the conscious decision as to 
whether or not it should affect them all. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, it is difficult for me 
to understand, and I understand the bill is very bad for 
Philadelphia, and I certainly do not want to have amendments 
pass that are going to also make it bad for the City of 
Clairton, as well as the other districts I represent. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I would hope maybe with 
the exception of the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator 
Lloyd, that Senate Bill No. 923 enjoys no confirmation or any 
indication of any assent to its provisions. 

Mr. President, I am asking everybody to vote "no" on 
these amendments and for the first time today I am going to 
join my colleagues on the other side in asking for a unanimous 
"no" vote. 

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

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

YEAS-I 

Lloyd 
NAYS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Messinger Shaffer 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe) 
Bodack Jubelirer Murray Smith 
Corman Kelley O'Connell Snyder 
Early Kusse O'Pake Stapleton 
Fisher Lewis Pecora Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Price Stout 
Greenleaf Loeper Reibman Street 
Hager Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Hankins McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Helfrick Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 
Hess Mellow Scanlon 

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? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that Senate 
Bill No. 923 go over in its order on third consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. Senate Bill No. 923 will go over on third 
consideration. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1057 (Pr. No. 1171) - 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: 

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Bell Hopper Messinger Sing el 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Smith 
Corman Kelley Murray Snyder 
Early Kusse O'Connell Stapleton 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stout 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Street 
Hager Loeper Reibman Tilghman 
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Hankins 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Rhoades 

Lynch 
McKinney 
Manbeck 

Romanelli 
Ross 
Scanlon 

NAYS-1 

Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION, 
DEFEATED ON FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1379 (Pr. No. 1554) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, by innuendo and 
simply by natural suspicion I wonder if there is not an awful 
lot more to House Bill No. 1379 than meets us in both the 
form of several analyses and the substance and language of 
the bill. 

My first query is, are we, in fact, reconveying certain lands 
that somebody felt were important enough to take through 
the Department of Environmental Resources for the construc
tion of a park dam project? Interestingly enough sometime 
later through Administrative determinations, the part of 
which I am sure the Legislature did not contribute to, it has 
been determined this land be reconveyed to the former land
owners, the parties who were the owners before condemna
tion. An appraisal was made, I do not know who made the 
appraisal. I am sure there is not anybody in this General 
Assembly that knows who made the appraisal. It is going to 
be returned. It was taken for a condemnation price of $54,000 
and the Commonwealth would reconvey it and would main
tain a flood easement. Interestingly enough, it goes on to say 
that it is 2.29 acres of land and the property is supposed to be 
worth $100,000 at this time but the people who were the 
condemnees or the persons or landowners recoupin/ this 
property, are going to pay $86,000, which includes interest at 
five years over the period of time from 1971. 

On the face of it, there are several questions that have to be 
asked. Number one, who made these appraisals? Number 
two, there were 200 condemnees involved in this dam project, 
"D-A-M" as opposed to "D-A-M-N." Why are we recon
veying one parcel to a landowner who happens to be a 
neighbor of a gentleman who was a former candidate for 
Governor of the Commonwealth by the name of Drew Lewis. 
"Drew Who," as I believe so. 

Mr. President, if we had a bill before us that would provide 
for all of the predecessors in title to have the opportunity to 
buy their land back from a damn project that had been 
discontinued-and this time I use the word "D-A-M-N" and 
meaning damn-there probably would not be any suspicion. 
Perhaps if, in fact, there were not some innuendos by way of 
the media as to what was transpiring on this project with 
respect to certain rumored "pros" that took place somewhat 

immediately before House Bill No. 1379, maybe then there 
would not be any suspicion either. 

When we have those kinds of things that are not spoken but 
rumored, it then becomes extremely important to be abso
lutely sure of what we are doing. In my judgment, Mr. Presi
dent, the minimum criteria for that kind of assuredness is a 
qualified appraisal and, above all, if we want to divorce 
ourselves from the possibility of scandal, we offer this project 
back at public bid, not an individual sale back to an individual 
owner who was a predecessor in title at a figure that has not 
been established through some accreditation. 

Mr. President, to quote one of the Members on the other 
side of the aisle on a different subject matter, "I think it 
stinks." For that reason, I am asking every Member of the 
Senate to vote against House Bill No. 1379. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, just one observa
tion. House Bill No. 1057 that we just considered has basically 
the same premise in it as does House Bill No. 1379. I guess the 
difference is Republican and Democratic sponsorship as far as 
the gentleman is concerned. Under no circumstances by any 
stretch of the imagination is there any scandal involved in this 
reconveyance of this property. It was appraised and it has 
been appraised at $100,000 by A. B. Keetchler, who is a 
department appraiser, and I guess that is an acceptable 
appraisal. It is used in many land transfers that the Depart
ment of General Services is involved in. 

There are a number of things that are involved here. This 
home was built by the Petriellos just prior to 1970. They had 
occupied it only for a couple of years when in 1970, by 
condemnation, this property was taken. From that time until 
the present time there has not been any progress in regards to 
the dam project. That is of great concern. Many times in this 
Commonwealth we have taken property prematurely, put it 
away, taken it away from the owners, taken it off the tax base 
and caused a whole host of problems to communities while 
delaying the project or when, in fact, the project is not going 
to be completed at all. What has happened here, these people 
have agreed to take the property back at the price that was 
paid for condemnation plus the interest. As the gentleman 
indicated, it will come close to the total of about $86,000, 
depending upon the date of settlement. 

What the gentleman also failed to tell us is these people 
have signed off in an easement here. In the event the high dam 
is continued, they have agreed there will be a perpetual ease
ment and if their property were to flood, they would have no 
recourse or would take no action against the Commonwealth. 
There is a provision that they shall not be liable for compensa
tion for any flood damage. There are several other extenu
ating circumstances that are involved in this property that at 
some time affect the value of it. I do not think it is scan
dalous. I think it is fair and equitable. If there are other 
people who are interested in that, then I would suggest they 
approach the proper person for the possibility of introducing 
legislation that would give them the very same consideration. 

Mr. President, it is unfair and unjust for this Common
wealth to use that right of eminent domain in a projeet, 
abandon a project, fail to complete it and then to hold a 
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person's property. That is confiscatory, I would suggest, and 
this serves to straighten out what I think is a gross injustice in 
many instances in this Commonwealth. 

Mr. President, I would ask an affirmative consideration. 
Senator ZEMPRELLL Mr. President, I have no problem 

with the premise that we should not be maintaining property 
we do not use. My problem is with the procedure. To correct 
the gentleman, I did allude to the fact there was a flood ease
ment retained here. It is spelled out in detail and I think it is 
significant. It certainly has reflected itself in the value of the 
property if it was appraised at $100,000. The figure that was 
used would be $100,000 less the value of somebody's determi
nation of the easement, plus interest at five per cent. That 
conceivably means the flood easement alone would appear in 
basic arithmetic running in my head at this moment to be 
greater than what the original cost of the land was. If we 
perpetuate five per cent over ten years, it would come to 
$86,000. 

It would be my judgment in worth, in arithmetic, the value 
on that easement has been placed at $60,000, $65,000 in order 
to arrive at $86,000. Who made this appraisal? The gentleman 
that said so? An inside appraisal, a departmental person? 
Why are not the other 200 people who were involved in this 
project given the same opportunity as the landowners in this 
one particular setup? More important than that, Mr. Presi
dent, I agree with the gentleman 1,000 per cent, when the 
Commonwealth condemns property it does not put to any 
immediate use, that property should be returned and should 
be returned to everybody. The wisdom of this General 
Assembly was such that that is precisely what it did a number 
of years ago when it determined any capital project that is not 
implemented to completion within ten years of the date of 
condemnation is the subject matter of return to the land
owners. Such a situation existed on Route 48 in White Oak 
Borough in Allegheny County and it was just and proper. In 
that instance, Mr. President, the distinction was and the 
difference is, a qualified appraisal was made by outside 
appraisers, the percentage of five per cent interest was not 
used and the values were established by those and the bids 
were offered in such a way that a competitive base could be 
established because that is how we determine market value, 
not by some appraiser but what some independent person 
would pay for that property under bidding circumstances 
where the general public would have an opportunity to buy in. 

Mr. President, those are the procedures I argue with and 
those are the procedures that plant the seeds of suspicion and 
I certainly do not know if anything is wrong in this project. It 
may be very legitimate. It just leads me to believe we should 
be very cautious about dealing with this one piece of property 
under these circumstances. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I guess in the four
teen years that I have been here, this Legislature has dealt with 
this problem in more than one instance. It has always been my 
opinion that in effect the Commonwealth or any other polit
ical subdivision acquires land for a greater use by using the 
process of eminent domain. Now if the Commonwealth is in 
the real estate business or if they are in it for that purpose to 

condemn land, and though it might have increased in value, 
take advantage of it and sell it for a higher amount of money 
than what the property was taken for, I think that is a grave 
injustice. What I really think ought to be done is that property 
ought to revert to that owner without any penalty and for the 
price he paid alone and the interest notwithstanding. They did 
and have rented the property over this long period of time for 
a nominal fee, that is true. I, again, for the life of me cannot 
agree with the fact this Commonwealth can go around and go 
about its business of condemning that kind of property. If it is 
of the magnitude the gentleman is indicating, then it is even 
more serious than I can imagine. If they really condemned the 
amount of property they have done there, they have done a 
grave injustice to those municipalities and to the school 
districts and all of the other taxpayers of this Commonwealth. 
It is unjust and unfair. This might be one short step in recti
fying the problem and I think it is a step in the proper direc
tion. 

Mr. President, I would ask for an affirmative vote. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

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

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

YEAS-24 

Bell Helfrick Loeper Shaffer 
Corman Hess Manbeck Snyder 
Fisher Holl Moore Stauffer 
Gekas Hopper O'Connell Street 
Greenleaf Jubelirer Price Tilghman 
Hager Kusse Rhoades Wilt 

NAYS-24 

Andrezeski Lincoln Murray Scanlon 
Bodack Lloyd O'Pake Singe! 
Early Lynch Pecora Smith 
Hankins McKinney Reibman Stapleton 
Kelley Mellow Romanelli Stout 
Lewis Messinger Ross Zemprelli 

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

RECONSIDERATION OF BB 1379 

BILL OVER IN ORDER ON FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1379 (Pr. No. 1554) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate do now reconsider the vote 
by which House Bill No. 1379, Printer's No. 1554, just failed 
of final passage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that House 
Bill No. 1379 go over in its order and appear on the Final 
Passage Calendar. 
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The PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the bill will be 
placed on the Final Passage Calendar. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1485 (Pr. No. 1725) - 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: 

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singel 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

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

RECONSIDERATION OF HB 1057 

HB 1057 (Pr. No. 1171) - Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate do now reconsider the vote 
by which House Bill No. 1057, Printer's No. 1171, just passed 
finally. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request House Bill 
No. 1057, Printer's No. ll71, go over in its order. If the 
gentleman wants me to make it in the form of a motion I will 
do so. 

Senator O'CONNELL. I do, Mr. President. 

MOTION FOR BILL OVER IN ORDER 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that House 
Bill No. 1057, Printer's No. 1171, go over in its order. 

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

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I ask all Members of 
the Senate to oppose this motion. Certainly the issue with 
respect to House Bill No. 1057 is very much different than it is 
with House Bill No. 1379. If the gentleman is seeking retalia
tion, let him have his retaliation. 

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Blair, Senator 
Jubelirer, will state it. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I think the gentleman 
is out of order. This is a motion that a bill go over. I do not 
think the gentleman should be debating the merits of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I withdraw my point 

of order. 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, discretion is the 
better part of valor. I withdraw my motion on House Bill No. 
1057. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. Will Senator 
O'Connell approach the rostrum? 

(The Senate was at ease.) 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I withdraw the 
motion for the bill to go over in its order. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Jubelirer withdraws his motion 
that House Bill No. 1057 go over in its order. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I request reconsider-
ation of my motion to reconsider House Bill No. 1057. 

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

The PRESIDENT. The question recurs, those voting in 
favor vote to reconsider; those voting opposed vote not to 
reconsider and the effect of a "no" vote would allow the final 
passage to stand. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
A voice vote having been taken, the question was deter

mined in the negative, and the motion was defeated. 
The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 1057 is passed finally 

and the House will be so advised. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILLS 

The Secretary to the Governor being introduced, presented 
communications in writing from His Excellency, the 
Governor, advising that the following Senate Bills had been 
approved and signed by the Governor: 

SB 133, 134, 135, 156, 168, 169, 269, 316, 346, 425, 456, 
458,853,854,855,856,857,858,859,861,863,864,865,866, 
867,868,869,870,871,872,873,874,875,876,877,878,879, 
880,881,882,883,884,885,886,887,888,889,891,892,893, 
894, 895, 896, 897 and 898. 
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PERMISSION GRANTED COMMITTEE TO 
MEET DURING SESSION 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. Pn;sident, I announce a brief 
meeting of the Committee on sjate Government to be held 
immediately, during which time the Senate can proceed with 
its business. 

The PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the 
Committee on State Government will proceed with its 
recessed meeting. 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives being intro
duced, informed the Senate that the House has concurred in 
resolution from the Senate, entitled: 

Recess Adjournment. 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE BILL 

He also informed the Senate that the House has concurred 
in amendments made by the Senate to HB 949. 

HOUSE ADOPTS REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
OF CONFERENCE 

He also informed the Senate that the House has adopted 
Reports of Committees of Conference on SB 132 and 356. 

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

He also returned to the Senate SB 277 and 797, with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amend
ments in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. The bills, as amended, will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

BILLS SIGNED 

The President (Lieutenant Governor William W. Scranton 
III) in the presence of the Senate signed the following bills: 

SB 132, 319, 356, 406, HB 229, 243, 303, 793, 949, 1593, 
1594, 1596, 1598, 1612, 1644 and 1646. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 81 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 83 (Pr. No. 987) - The bill was considered. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration? 
Senator PRICE, on behalf of himself and Senator LLOYD, 

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 10, by inserting after "penalties,"": 
imposing a State excise tax on the net earnings or income of 
mutual thrift institutions; requiring the filings of reports and 
payment of the excise tax; providing certain exemptions; 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 10 and 11, by striking out "against 
the corporate net income tax" 

Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by removing the period after 
"assistance" and inserting: and making a repeal. 

Amend Bill, page l, lines 15 through 23; page 2, lines 1 through 
30; page 3, lines 1 through 30; page 4, lines 1 through 6, by 
striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting: 

Section 1. The act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known as 
the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," is amended by adding sections 
and articles to read: 

Section 315. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
taxpayer who qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may be entitled 
to a limited tax credit against taxable income for qualified 
employment incentive payments. 

Section 406.1. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
corporation which qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may be 
entitled to a limited tax credit against taxable income for quali
fied employment incentive payments. 

Section 502. l. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
corporation which qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may be 
entitled to a limited tax credit against taxable income for quali
fied employment incentive payments. 

Section 702. l. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
bank or savings institution which qualifies pursuant to Article 
XI-D may be entitled to a limited tax credit against taxable 
income for qualified employment incentive payments. 

Section 801.1. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
company which qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may be enti
tled to a limited tax credit against taxable income for qualified 
employment incentive payments. 

Section 902.1. Employment Incentive Payment Credit.-Any 
insurance company which qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may 
be entitled to a limited tax credit against taxable income for quali
fied employment incentive payments. 

ARTICLE XI-C 
TAXATION OF MUTUAL THRIFT INSTITUTIONS 

Section 1101-C. Definitions.-As used in this article "mutual 
thrift institution" shall be construed to mean every savings bank 
without capital stock incorporated by or under any law of this 
Commonwealth, every building and loan association, every 
savings and loan association incorporated under the laws of this 
Commonwealth and every Federal savings and loan association 
incorporated under the laws of the United States and located 
within this Commonwealth. 

Section 1102-C. Imposition Report and Payment of Tax and 
Exemptions.-(a) From and after the passage of this article, 
every mutual thrift institution shall annually, upon the fifteenth 
day of April of each year beginning in the year 1982, make a 
report to the Department of Revenue, setting forth the entire 
amount of net earnings or income received or accrued by said 
mutual thrift institution from all sources during the preceding 
year, and such other information as the department may require, 
and upon such net earnings or income the said mutual thrift insti
tution shall pay into the State Treasury, through the Department 
of Revenue, for the use of the Commonwealth, within the time 
prescribed by this act for making such annual report, a State 
excise tax at the rate of eleven and one-half per cent for the year 
1981 and thereafter, upon such annual net earnings or income, 
for the privilege of doing business in the Commonwealth. On or 
before the thirtieth day of April, 1981, and each year thereafter, 
each such mutual thrift institution shall file a tentative report and 
pay on account of the tax due upon such earnings or income 
received or accrued during that year not less than eighty per cent 
of the amount of said tax, the said amount to be computed by 
applying the current tax rate to eighty per cent of the net earnings 
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or income of such institution for the immediate prior year, or of 
the estimated net earnings or income of such corporation to be 
received or accrued during the current year. The remaining 

ortion of the tax due shall be date the institution's 
annual report is required herein to Should it subse-
quently be determined that the amount of the net earnings or 
income of the institution reported for the immediate prior year or 
of the estimated net earnings or income stated by such institution 
and employed in the computation of the tentative tax was under
stated by ten per cent or more, there shall be added to the tax 
determined to be due an additional one per cent of the amount of 
said tax for each per cent of such understatement, and said addi
tional tax shall bear interest from the date the tentative tax was 
due. 
----o>> If, however, any such mutual thrift institution closes its 

on the thirt -first day of D 
the tax shall be sed u 

be innin in the calendar ear 1981 and duri 
thereafter, and the annual report or income 
received or accrued during the fiscal years begmnmg in 1981 shall 
be made and the tax a able thereon shall be aid within one 
hundred five days after the close of each sue 
ninety days after the effective date of this articl is 
later, and the annual report of net earnings or income received or 
accrued during each fiscal year thereafter shall be made, and the 
tax due thereon shall be aid within one hundred five da s after 
the close , and the the fiscal 

:::;::c=...:.c:c..;:.:...,;;.;;;;..=:;;..;;,o;;;.r;;_.,;_ea;;;;.c:.;;h.:.. r shall be 
the tentative tax for such within one 

hundred twenty days after the close of the preceding fiscal year, 
or within one hundred twenty days after the effective date of this 

ichever is later, and the remainin ortion of the tax 
n the net earnin s or income received or accrued durin 

such year shall be paid within the time prescribed by this article 
for makin the annual re ort for such ear. 

shall be determined in accordance 
wi ted rinci les of accountin , either on a cash 
or accrua or combined cash and accrual basis, depending on the 
method of bookkeeping employed by each mutual thrift institu
tion, and in computing such net earnings or income, amounts 
credited or paid as dividends or interest to shareholders, holders 
of accounts or depositors shall be included among the allowable 
deductions. 

(d) Mutual thrift institutions subject to the provisions of this 
article shall be exempt from all other corporate taxes imposed by 
the Commonwealth for State purposes, and from all local taxa
tion imposed by political subdivisions of this Commonwealth 
under the authority of the laws of this Commonwealth, except 
taxes on real estate or transfers thereof. 

Section 1103-C. Settlement and Resettlement of Tax.-The 
settlement and resettlement of taxes imposed by this· article, 
including the granting of extensions of time to file reports and the 
rights of the taxpayer to present and prosecute a petition for 
resettlement, a etition for · r an a ea! to court, or to 
file a petition for refund, imposition of interest and 
penalties, shall be governed by the provisions of the act of April 
9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176), known as "The Fiscal Code," rele
vant to capital stock and franchise taxes. 

Section 1104-C. Timely Mailing Treated as Timely Filing and 
Pa ment.-Notwithstandin the rovisions of a State tax law 
to the contra whenever a re ort or any 
portion of a State tax is required by law to be received by the 
Department of Revenue or other agency of the Commonwealth 
on or before a day certain, the taxpayer shall be deemed to have 
complied with such law if the letter transmitting the report or 
payment of such tax which has been received by the department is 
postmarked by the United States Postal Service on or prior to the 
final day on which the payment is to be received. 

For the purposes of this article, presentation of a receipt indi
cating that the report or payment was mailed by registered or 
certified mail on or before the due date shall be evidence of timely 
filing and payment. 

Section 1105-C. Employment Incentive Credit.-Any mutual 
thrift institution which qualifies pursuant to Article XI-D may be 
entitled to a limited tax credit against taxable income for quali
fied employment incentive payments. 

Section 1106-C. Tax Credits.-An tax aid b 

ARTICLE XI-D 
CREDIT FOR EMPLOYMENT INCENTIVE PAYMENTS 

Section 1101-D. Credit for Payments. -Any person, partner
ship, proprietorship, corporation, bank, savings institution, 
company, insurance company or mutual thrift institution 
em lo in persons, who rior to 
assistance reci ients, shall be en t incentive 
payments to be provided as a credit against taxes imposed by 
Article III, IV, V, VII, VIII, IX or Xl-C. For the purposes of 
computing any tax liabilities against which the credit may be 
applied, deductions from taxable income shall be reduced by 
employment incentive payments. Employment incentive 
payments unused as a tax credit in any taxable year may be 
carried over against tax liabilities of the employer in the three 
immediate! su 

payments. 
Section 1103-D. Amount of Credit to be Claimed.-
(1) The employment incentive payment shall be tbe sum of 

thirty per cent of the first seven thousand dollars ($7 ,000) of qual
ified · , twenty er cent of the first 

ualified second ear wa es 
nt of the first seven thousand dollars 

($7 ,000) of u ar wa es for such ear. 
(2) Total employment incentive payments shall not exceed 

ninety per cent of total taxes paid by the employer against which 
the incentive payments may be claimed as a credit. Qualified 
wages must be cash remuneration to the employe, including any 
amounts deducted or withheld. 

Section 1104-D. Necessary Term of Employment.-To be 
eligible for employment incentive payments, the employment 
must continue for at least one year unless the employe voluntarily 
leaves the employment of the employer, becomes disabled, or is 
terminated for cause. If the employe leaves his position volun
tarily in less than one year, the thirty per cent credit shall apply 
only to the wages paid up to the time the employe voluntarily 
leaves his position. Employment initiated during the year may be 
claimed as an employment incentive payment in the subsequt;nt 
year. 

Section 1105-D. Administration of Article.-The Depart
ment of Revenue shall administer the provisions of this article, 
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promulgate appropriate rules, regulations and forms for that 
purpose, and make such determinations as may be required. 
Determinations made with respect to the tax credit provided in 
this section may be reviewed and appealed in the manner 
provided by law for other corporate or personal tax credits. 

Section 1106-D. Maximum Allowable Tax Credits.-The 
total tax credits granted under this article shall not exceed five 
million dollars ($5,000,000) for employes hired during the twelve
month period beginning January 1, 1982, and shall not exceed 
seven million five hundred thousand dollars ($7 ,500,000) for 
employes • hired during the twelve-month period beginning 
January 1, 1983, and shall not exceed ten million dollars 
($10,000,000) for employes hired during the twelve-month period 
beginning January 1, 1984. To insure that credits are not claimed 
in excess of this amount, an employer may claim the incentive 
payments only upon presentation of an authorizing certificate. 
Certificates will be issued to the employe by the Department of 
Revenue upon presentation of evidence of a qualifying offer of 
employment. If an employe does not accept the job for which the 
certificate is authorized, the certificate shall be returned by the 
employe to the Department of Revenue. If an employe terminates 
employment for any reason prior to the expiration of three years, 
the employer shall return the certificate, noting the date of the 
employe's hiring and termination, to the Department of Revenue. 
The Department of Revenue may issue certificates through the 
Office of Employment Security and may promulgate regulations 
to allocate certificates. 

Section 1107-D. Limitation on Credit.-Employment incen
tive payments shall not be available for employes hired after 
December 31, 1984, unless reenacted by the General Assembly. 
Not later than July 1, 1984, the Department of Revenue shall 
report to the General Assembly on the effectiveness of incentive 
payments to encourage the employment of general assistance 
recipients and recommend whether the program should be 
continued. Credits may be claimed against taxes payable for tax 
years beginning January 1, 1982, and thereafter, and may be 
claimed for any employe hired after the effective date of this 
article. 

Section 2. The act of June 22, 1964 (P.L.16, No.2), known as 
"The Mutual Thrift Institutions Tax Act," is repealed. 

Section 3. This act shall take effect immediately. 

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

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

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 117, HB 127, 428, SB 514 and 535 - Without objection, 
the bills were passed over in their order at the request of 
Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 566 (Pr. No. 1056) - Considered the second time and 
agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 581 and SB 585 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 635 (Pr. No. 1080) - Considered the second time and 
agreed to, 

Ordered, To be transcribed for a third consideration. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 637, 700, 812, 825, 831, HB 1065, 1202 and 1210 -
Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order at 
the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

COURT RULES REPORT NO. 1, 
RESOLUTION B, CALLED UP 

Senator JUBELIRER, without objection, called up from 
page 9 of the Calendar, Court Rules Report No. 1, Resolution 
B, as follows: 

Resolved That Court Rules Report No. 1 of 1981 trans
mitted to the General Assembly under date of March 24, 1981 
which is incorporated herein by reference be disapproved. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

COURT RULES REPORT NO. 1, 
RESOLUTION B, ADOPTED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do adopt Court Rules Report No. 1, Resolution B. 

The motion was agreed to and the resolution was adopted. 

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

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

for the purpose of considering certain nominations made by 
the Governor. 

Which was agreed to. 

NOMINATIONS TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I call from the table for 
consideration certain nominations previously reported from 
committee and laid on the table. 

The Clerk read the nominations as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
GAME COMMISSION 

June 2, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Robert E. Fasnacht 
(District Six), 955 Lincoln Heights Avenue, Ephrata 17522, 
Lancaster County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, for reap
pointment as a member of the Pennsylvania Game Commission, 
to serve until the third Tuesday of January, 1989, and until his 
successor shall have beem appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 
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JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
CENTRE COUNTY 

May 29, 1981. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsy Ivania: 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate David E. Grine, Esquire, 
141 Elm Street, Bellefonte 16823, Centre County, Thirty-fourth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge of the Court of 
Common Pleas of the Forty-ninth Judicial District of Penn
sylvania, composed of the County of Centre, to serve until the 
first Monday of January, 1982, vice The Honorable Richard 
Sharp, deceased. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

RECORDER OF DEEDS, REGISTER OF WILLS 
AND CLERK OF THE ORPHANS' COURT 

DIVISION OF THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
OF WARREN COUNTY 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Plummer F. Collins, 216 
Conewango Avenue, Warren 16365, Warren County, Twenty
fifth Senatorial District, for appointment as Recorder of Deeds, 
Register of Wills and Clerk of the Orphans' Court Division of the 
Court of Common Pleas of Warren County, to serve until the 
first Monday of January, 1984, vice William E. Rice, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to the nominations? 

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

NO MINA TIO NS TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I call from the table for 
consideration certain nominations previously reported from 
committee and laid on the table. 

The Clerk read the nominations as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
ASHLAND ST ATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate John R. Bilder, ll4 
Broad Street, Ashland 17921, Schuylkill County, Twenty-ninth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Ashland State General Hospital, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice Russell Jones, Locustdale, whose 
term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
ASHLAND STATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate George M. Walker, 218 
East Pine Street, Mahanoy City 17948, Schuylkill County, 
Twenty-ninth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member 
of the Board of Trustees of Ashland State General Hospital, to 
serve until the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, vice Frank P. Guinan, 
Mahanoy City, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
ASHLAND ST ATE GENERAL HOSP IT AL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Glenn W. Weist, 705 
Hobart Street, Gordon 17936, Schuylkill County, Twenty-ninth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Ashland State General Hospital, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice John Sorokach, Minersville, whose 
term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
COALDALE ST ATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Edward B. Michalik, 20 
East Lehigh Street, Summit Hill 18250, Carbon County, Twenty
ninth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Coaldale State General Hospital, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, vice Irene A. Pribila, Summit Hill, 
whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 
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MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
COALDALE ST ATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Florence Tarlton, 133 
West Abbott Street, Lansford 18232, Carbon County, Twenty
ninth Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Coaldale State General Hospital, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until her successor 
is appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
COALDALE STATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Joseph Vadyak, 327 
West Water Street, Lansford 18232, Carbon County, Twenty
ninth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Coaldale State General Hospital, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, vice Michael Serina, Lansford, whose 
term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
DANVILLE ST A TE HOSP IT AL 

June 3, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Joseph J. Millard, 104 
Spru1.:e Street, Danville 17821, Montour County, Twenty-seventh 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Danville State Hospital, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Joseph M. Evan, Plymouth, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF FARVIEW STATE HOSPITAL 

May 13, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Frank C. Grecco, Jr., 59 
Green Street, Carbondale 18407, Lackawanna County, Twenty
second Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Farview State Hospital, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
INDIANA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate David M. Siesko, 13th 
and Walnut Street 8, Berwick 18603, Columbia County, Twenty
seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a student member 
of the Board of Trustees of Indiana University of Pennsylvania, 
to serve for three years or for so long as he is a fulltime under
graduate student in attendance at the university, whichever 
period is shorter, vice Daniel J. Clifford, III, York, whose term 
expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF KUTZTOWN ST ATE COLLEGE 

May 22, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Diane L. Phipps, 206 
Bortondale Road, Media 19063, Delaware County, Ninth Senato
rial District, for appointment as a student member of the Board 
of Trustees of Kutztown State College, to serve for three years or 
for so long as she is a fUll-time undergraduate student in atten
dance at the college, whichever period is shorter, vice Mary Grace 
Ann Reilly, Rosemont, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MAJOR GENERAL, 
PENNSYLVANIA NATIONAL GUARD 

May 22, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Brigadier General Frank 
H. Smoker, Jr., Fort Indiantown Gap, R. D. 2, Annville 17003, 
Lebanon County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for appointment 
as Major General, Pennsylvania Air National Guard, to serve 
until terminated, as Commander, Headquarters, Pennsylvania 
Air National Guard. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
MILLERSVILLE ST ATE COLLEGE 

June 17, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate James D. Cleland, Jr., 
133 Lehman Street, Lebanon 17042, Lebanon County, Forty
eighth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Millersville State College, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice Helen McCollough Moyer, 
Richland, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 
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MEMBER OF THE MUNICIPAL POLICE OFFICERS' 
EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMISSION 

June 2, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Martin Schneider, 
D.D.S. (Elected Official), 355 South 16th Street, Lebanon 17042, 
Lebanon County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, for appoint
ment as a member of The Municipal Police Officers' Education 
and Training Commission, to serve until February 21, 1984, and 
until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice The Honorable 
Henry J. Schultz, Easton, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
PHILIPSBURG STATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

May 14, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Joan C. Holdren, R. D. 
3, Box 276, Philipsburg 16866, Clearfield County, Thirty-fourth 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Board 
of Trustees of Philipsburg State General Hospital, to serve until 
the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until her successor is 
appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF WHITE 
HA VEN CENTER 

June 3, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Doctor John P. Slovak, 
R. D. 1, Weatherly 18255, Carbon County, Twenty-ninth Senato
rial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of White Haven Center, to serve until the third Tuesday 
of January, 1987, and until his successor is appointment and 
qualified, vice Renee Dean, Stroudsburg, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE WORKMEN'S 
COMPENSATION APPEAL BOARD 

June 2, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate William R. Hagner, 
Esquire, Grubb Road, R. D. 2, Malvern 19355, Chester County, 
Nineteenth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of 
the Workmen's Compensation Appeal Board, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1983, and until his successor shall have 
been appointed and qualified, vice William J. Brady, Jr., 
Esquire, Philadelphia, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE BERKS COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Sheila J. Slimmer 
(Democrat), 1402 Orchard Road, Wyomissing 19610, Berks 
County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, for reappointment as a 
member of the Berks County Board of Assistance, to serve until 
December 31, 1982, and until her successor is duly appointed and 
qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE CENTRE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

May 12, 1981. 

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

ln conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Naomi Fischer (Repub
lican), 1201 William Street, State College 16801, Centre County, 
Thirty-fourth Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member 
of the Centre County Board of Assistance, to serve until 
December 31, 1983, and until her successor is duly appointed and 
qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE CLINTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 1, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Gurney F. Wagner, Sr. 
(Republican), 300 West Fourth Street, Lock Haven 17745, 
Clinton County, Twenty-third Senatorial District, for appoint
ment as a member of the Clinton County Board of Assistance, to 
serve until December 31, 1983, and until his successor is duly 
appointed and qualified, vice Wilbur L. Kephart, Lock Haven, 
whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE CLINTON COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 1, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Dominic A. Zanella 
(Democrat), 654 East Main Street, Lock Haven 17745, Clinton 
County, Twenty-third Senatorial District, for appointment as a 
member of the Clinton County Board of Assistance, to serve until 
December 31, 1983, and until his successor is duly appointed and 
qualified, vice Mrs. Emma Yarrison, Loganton, whose term 
expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 
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MEMBER OF THE HUNTINGDON COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Eleanor S. Kauffman 
(Republican), 22 East Shirley Street, Mount Union 17066, Hunt
ingdon County, Thirtieth Senatorial District, for reappointment 
as a member of the Huntingdon County Board of Assistance, to 
serve until December 31, 1983, and until her successor is duly 
appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE LANCASTER COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

May 12, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Merle E. Black, Jr. 
(Republican), 423 South Spruce Street, Elizabethtown 17022, 
Lancaster County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, for reap
pointment as a member of the Lancaster County Board of Assis
tance, to serve until December 31, 1983, and until his successor is 
duly appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE PERRY COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Sara Baer (Republican), 
R. D. 2, Box 181, Newport 17074, Perry County, Thirty-third 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Perry 
County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 1983, 
and until her successor is duly appointed and qualified, to fill a 
new position. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE PERRY COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Robert E. Hipple 
(Republican), 502 Maple Avenue, Marysville 17053, Perry 
County, Thirty-third Senatorial District, for appointment as a 
member of the Perry County Board of Assistance, to serve until 
December 31, 1982, and until his successor is duly appointed and 
qualified, vice Robert R. Baker, Marysville, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE PHILADELPHIA COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 8, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Calvin R. Tucker 
(Republican), 8506 Michener Avenue, Philadelphia 19150, 
Philadelphia County, Thirty-sixth Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the Philadelphia County Board of 
Assistance, to serve until December 31, 1983, and until his 
successor is duly appointed and qualified, to fill a new position. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

June 19, 1981. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Joseph F. Orso, Jr., 335 
Lyons Avenue, Williamsport 17701, Lycoming County, Twenty
third Senatorial District, for appointment as District Justice in 
and for the County of Lycoming, Class 1, District 02, to serve 
until the first Monday of January, 1982, vice Richard Eisenbeis, 
Williamsport, deceased. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to the nominations? 

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Ly11ch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that the Execu
tive Session do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 7 (Pr. No. 1114) Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 7. 
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On the question, made by the House to Senate Bill No. 333. I ask for a negative 
Will the Senate agree to the motion? vote. 

The yeas and nays were required by Senator JUBELIRER On the question, 
and were as follows, viz: Will the Senate agree to the motion? 

YEAS-48 The yeas and nays were required by Senator JUBELIRER 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Sing el 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SENATE NONCONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 277 (Pr. No. 1135) Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 277. I ask for a negative 
vote. 

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

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

YEAS-2 

Andrezeski Reibman 

NAYS-46 

Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Boda ck Jubelirer Moore Singe) 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Street 
Hankins Lynch Romanelli Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Ross Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Scanlon Zemprelli 
Holl Mellow 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that a 
Committee of Conference be appointed. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendments are nonconcurred in 
and the President pro tempore will appoint a Committee of 
Conference. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SB 333 (Pr. No. 1129) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 

and were as follows, viz: 

Andrezeski Holl 
Bell Hopper 
Boda ck Jubelirer 
Corman Kelley 
Early Kusse 
Fisher Lewis 
Gekas Lincoln 
Greenleaf Lloyd 
Hager Loeper 
Hankins Lynch 
Helfrick McKinney 
Hess Manbeck 

YEAS-0 

NAYS-48 

Mellow 
Messinger 
Moore 
Murray 
O'Connell 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Price 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Romanelli 
Ross 

Scanlon 
Shaffer 
Singel 
Smith 
Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stauffer 
Stout 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that a 
Committee of Conference be appointed. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendments are nonconcurred in 
and the President pro tempore will appoint a Committee of 
Conference. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 589 (Pr. No. 1118) Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 589. 

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

MOTION TO DIVIDE QUESTION 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I am sorry we are 
going to be discussing this bill for a little while but I think it is 
important. I was going to make a motion at the present time 
to adjourn. I think the motion would probably carry, but I 
have been talked out of the motion because the most persua
sive argument I heard was certain people wanted to vote on 
this bill and I think they have the right to do that. 

However, Mr. President, I now move that the questions in 
this bill be divided, if that is the proper language. There are 
two portions of this bill and I would like them to be voted 
upon separately. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman state how he would 
like the question to be divided? 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I would like the 
question divided-the first part of the question would be the 
entire bill through lines 1 and 2 on the top of page 4. The 
second question would be lines 3 through 18 on page 4. In 
other words, Mr. President, just to explain to the Members of 
the General Assembly, the Titusville Student Union Gymna
sium Program, I support and would be voted on as a separate 
question. 
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The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
The PRESIDENT. Senator Tilghman has moved to divide 

the question. The question before the Senate is will the Senate 
concur in the amendments placed by the House. Senator 
Tilghman has moved to divide that question. The question 
then becomes will the Senate concur in the amendments 
placed by the House in Senate Bill No. 589 from page 1, line 1 
through page 4, line 2? 

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

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Centre, Senator 
Corman, will state it. 

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, I am not sure what I 
would be voting if I voted in the affirmative. If I voted that 
way, would that then say the only thing in the bill was line 1, 
page 1 through-

The PRESIDENT. There are in fact two motions. The first 
will be to consider concurrence in the House amendments 
from page 1, line 1 through page 4, line 2. That will be 
followed by the question, shall the Senate concur in the 
amendments placed by the House on page 4, line 3 through 
page 4, line 20? 

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

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Allegheny, Senator 
Zemprelli, will state it. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, do I understand the 
issue now has been separated and would the Chair advise if 
the motion is successful to divide the issue what we precisely 
are voting on in the first instance? 

The PRESIDENT. The motion before the Senate is not 
whether this question will be divided. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. As a point of order, will the Chair 
please advise what the issue is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is will 
the Senate concur in the amendments placed by the House in 
Senate Bill No. 589 from page 1, line 1 through page 4, line 2? 

Mr. President, through what parliamentary device are we 
voting on less than a whole bill? 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman has requested the ques
tion be divided. The protocol of the Senate normally has been 
when it is requested that a question be divided, it is not neces
sary for that question to be voted upon. If the gentleman 
objects-

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, does such a request 
require unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. Will the 
Minority Leader approach the rostrum? 

(The Senate was at ease.) 
The PRESIDENT. Senator Zemprelli has inquired of the 

Chair as to whether there is a requirement for unanimous 
consent to divide the question. The protocol of the Senate has 
been and the Rule states that any Senator may call for the 
division of a question so it does not formally require unani
mous consent in this instance and it is proper now to put the 
question of will the Senate concur in the amendments placed 
by the House in the first part of the bill to be followed by the 
question of will the Senate concur in the amendments placed 
by the House in the second part of the bill. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I shall yield in favor 
of the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Dauphin, Senator 
Gekas, will state it. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, why can we not, if indeed 
it is going to be divided, vote on the second question, which 
was the most recent one placed in by the House and therefore 
it becomes the most recent amendment and therefore should 
be the one in priority which should be voted first? 

The PRESIDENT. Is the gentleman requesting the second 
part of the division be voted first? 

Senator GEKAS. Yes, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Does Senator Tilghman have objection 

to that? In the opinion of the Chair, Senator Gekas wishes to 
take the second part of that question first. He must now move 
to consider the second part of that question first. That motion 
will have to be voted upon by the Senate. 

MOTION TO CONSIDER SECOND 
PART OF QUESTION 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I move to consider the 
second part of the question first. 

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

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, I withdraw my motion 
temporarily, reserving the right to reappear at this micro
phone if developments require it. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Gekas withdraws his motion. 
The question then before the Senate is, will the Senate concur 
in the amendments placed by the House in Senate Bill No. 
5 89, from page 1, line 1, through page 4, line 2? 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I could advise the 
Chair of what I intended to do. I am sure what would happen 
would be additional mass confusion. For that reason I am 
satisfied to have the issue determined on the present status of 
the record and if the Chair would want to continue in that 
vein, I will not have anything further to say except to exercise 
my franchise to vote. 

The PRESIDENT. The question then before the Senate is, 
will the Senate concur in the amendments placed by the House 
in Senate Bill No. 589, from page 1, line 1, through page 4, 
line 2? 
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And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the motion? 

The yeas and nays were required by Senator TILGHMAN 

and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 

"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate 

becomes, will the Senate concur in the amendments placed by 

the House in Senate Bill No. 589, from page 4, line 3, through 

page 4, line 20? On that question, the Senate will be at ease. 

(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I now move that the 

Senate nonconcur in the second portion of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. If the gentleman will yield, the question 

before the Senate is, will the Senate concur? 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, I beg your pardon, I 

withdraw that motion. I would like to speak on the motion to 

concur. 
I am sorry to delay the lady and gentlemen of the Senate. I 

would recommend most heartily a "no" vote on this portion 

of the bill. I want to take us back a little bit through the 

Harristown debacle of a few years ago. We will recall that a 

group of people in the Harristown organization ran around 

this building in the late hours of the night and the late hours 

of the day and in a rather sleezy way foisted on the public of 

Pennsylvania a $400 million debt for the building we know as 

the Strawberry Square building, where the Department of 

Revenue is located. It was a shameful procedure. The same 

people in the Harristown organization have taken this bill in 

the House of Representatives and amended it to put in a 

portion that would change an act passed by the General 

Assembly in 1980, it was Act 228. At that time the gentleman 

from Philadelphia, Senator Smith, was chairman of the 

Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and it was 

decided that it might be a good thing for the Department of 

Environmental Resources to have their own building. It was 

felt it might help the Harrisburg area if that building were in 

downtown Harrisburg. The bond issue was proposed. At that 

time, Senator Kury, in a meeting of the Committee on Appro

priations said, "I think that this entire building should be for 

State offices in order that we can have the Department of 

Environmental Resources in there, as well as save rent on 

other agencies or departments that were scattered throughout 

the Harrisburg area." A task force was set up of the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Smith, Senator Kury 

and myself and we went over, with the Department of Envi

ronmental Resources and the Department of Property and 

Supplies, or General Services maybe it was then, the whole 

program. It was decided that we would put into the bond 

authorization bill, which at that time was House Bill No. 

2920, language which stated, "The State Office building, 

Harrisburg area ... " and this was what was added "provided 

however that no portion of the building shall be utilized for 

any commercial purpose." That passed the Senate, I believe 

unanimously, although I do not have the vote and I do not 

recall any discussion of it. It was the general opinion it was a 

good thing to try to save some money for the taxpayers of 

Pennsylvania. Since that time the Harristown people have 

continually tried to reserve the first two floors for commercial 

purposes. Before the passage of the act I referred to in 1980, 

Governor Thornburgh said, "I think the first two floors 

should be for commercial purposes." After that statement, he 

signed the act well-knowing the first two floors were excluded 

from commercial purposes and reserved for State occupancy 

only. Many people have come to see me and said the revital

ization and the life blood of Harrisburg depends on these two 

floors remaining commercial. That just is a lot of bunk. That 

is not true. We can go up and down Market Street and there 

are peanut stores and there are clothes stores, and there are all 

kinds of stores that could be revitalized if they really wanted 

to do something and get off the backs of the taxpayers of 

Pennsylvania. 
I said, "What are you going to put in these two floors?" 

They said, "Well we think we will put an art theater on the 

second floor." I do not know whether that is a fact or not or 

whether it will really be what would be there. I tried to point 

out to them that an art theater was not going to bring much 

business downtown for the simple reason that if people did go 

to-not a theater, but a movie house, I should say-that if 

they went to the movie they would probably be there in the 

evening not during the day. Nevertheless, I think this should 

be reserved for office space. To that end I heard the Higher 

Education Assistance Agency was considering moving to 

various locations out of the Townhouse Apartments. As a 

matter of fact their computer is not even in that building, it is 

in another building, so they are spread around a bit. Mr. 

Reeher and the gentleman from York, Senator Hess, and I 

met in my office two weeks ago and I said, "How much room 

are you looking for?" 
He said, "About 80,000 or 90,000 square feet." That is 

approximately what is in the first two floors and it would 

seem to me to make an awful lot of sense if we could take the 

Higher Education Assistance Agency in a new building where 

they are spending $76 million, put them into a decent office 

space, allow them to build a proper computer room, similar to 

the one we have downstairs, and Mr. Reeher said that would 

suit him fine, that he would certainly have no problems with it 

because they were looking around for space. 
Mr. President, my only reason for arguing against this 

portion of the bill and requesting a negative vote is to point 

out to the Members that the House has changed this to allow 
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commercial businesses to be on the first two floors of the 
building that is to be built by the State. I believe it is correct to 
point out to the Members that the Strawberry Square space on 
the mezzanine is not totally rented. When on earth will it be 
rented? What happens to the State income if there is a 
vacancy? There is no assurance that an enterprise that goes 
into the second floor will be there forever. Let us let the 
taxpayers save some money and please vote down this portion 
of this bill. 

Senator GEKAS. Mr. President, there is only one issue in 
this matter and it has to do with the wording of the amend
ments themselves. When the capital budget was passed back 
in 1980 it authorized the construction of a State office 
building in Harristown and then at the last moment there was 
an amendment added provided that no commercial space be 
accorded to this building, or words to that effect, whatever 
those words are, or "provided, however, that no portion of 
the building shall be utilized for any commercial purpose." 
This was put in at an occasion much like the one we are faced 
with here today, the last minute workings of the General 
Assembly on the last day of the last hour, so to speak, of the 
capital budget that authorized the State office building. All 
we are doing here is restoring this item of the State office 
building in Harristown to its original proper status by voting 
"yes" on these amendments. That is the technical status of 
the bill. What we are doing here, Mr. President, is more than 
that. We are putting into place one of the final pieces of the 
mosaic that stretches back to four Administrations of this 
Commonwealth who are interested in perpetuating the 
romantic relationship between the Capitol and the capital 
city. They have been inseparable, Mr. President, since John 
Harris first granted some of this land for the purposes of a 
capital city. Over the years they have been interdependent, 
they have been supporting one another, they have had tiffs 
from time to time, they have been separated from slight issues 
from time to time but by and large they are the heart and the 
soul of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as represented by 
a proper capital city. The placement of this seemingly unim
portant thing of two floors of commerciality looms large 
when we examine what has happened in the last few weeks. 
Not only did the Governor of the Commonwealth enunciate a 
policy for Harristown which included two floors of commer
cial space for this building but in his overall plan he 
envisioned it for the continuing relationship between the 
Capitol and the romantic capital city. Later, when a proposal 
of gigantic proportions came down from a developer, Mellon
Stuart, who wishes to do a mammoth revitalization of other 
portions of the downtown area of the capital city, that devel
oper made it a contingency that he would proceed if-and 
that is the big word in this particular issue, Mr. President-if 
the General Assembly in its wisdom would pass this provision 
permitting the commercial use of the first two floors of this 
DER building. We are in a position, Mr. President, of saying 
"yes" to this bill and pronouncing once and for all the rela
tionship between the capital city and the Capitol will be as 
beautiful and lasting as envisioned by John Harris. 

Senator MOORE. Mr. President, it is indeed a rare occa
sion for me to disagree with my friend and colleague, the 
gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Tilghman, but on this 
occasion I feel a compulsion to speak because I sincerely 
believe that concurrence in the question before us is vital to 
the economic development of the City of Harrisburg and to 
the entire central Pennsylvania corridor, part of which I 
represent. In addition, the Capitol complex itself will benefit 
from the spinoff effects of bringing private enterprise into the 
redevelopment of our capital city. The construction that is 
contemplated will improve the entire downtown area of the 
city and it will bring in additional tax revenues as well. 
Beyond that, the renewal of the center city of Harrisburg will 
impact favorably on safety of the streets of Harrisburg, 
around our Capitol and will attract visitors from all over the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative vote on concurrence 
in this important legislation. 

Senator HOLL. Mr. President, there has been a great deal 
of discussion through the past several years about 
Harristown. We all know it was placed there because of the 
involvement of taxpayers' money and a great deal of it. To 
say we should commercialize the first two floors of that 
building would mean we would be spreading offices 
throughout this capital city, so when people come from all 
over the State, they have to wonder where to go to find the 
Higher Education Assistance Agency or any other depart
ment. There we would have it close to the Capitol, close to 
where we are. If we would follow these suggestions all the 
way, we might say, let us move the Senate down to the Farm 
Show Building because we can commercialize this room here 
and get a high rental for it. Actually what we are doing, we are 
not paying rent for that in the same context as going out and 
paying for commercial space for the DER or any other depart
ment. We ought to keep everything we have in Harrisburg in 
close proximity to serve all of the people of Pennsylvania and 
to move a theater in there or a movie house or something else 
to satisfy some developer is just nonsense, downright 
nonsense. It is almost as bad as I said as moving the House 
and Senate to the Farm Show Building because we can make a 
few more dollars out of it. 

Senator MANBECK. Mr. President, it is not often I 
disagree with my colleague from the rich Montgomery valley 
where they have all the control and the money, but tonight I 
must take issue with them. I, too, have the taxpayers in mind 
when I try to save a dollar here and a dollar there. I believe 
Senate Bill No. 589 is one of the finest bills and will save the 
taxpayers many dollars if it will be passed. 

Mr. President, when Harristown was built, I was very much 
opposed to it. I thought it was a white elephant and I still 
think the taxpayers are paying for it. Having made one 
mistake does not correct the other one. I believe now that 
Harristown is in place and that there is a decision to build a 
hotel and various other stores and to rehabilitate the down
town of Harrisburg like many other cities across the United 
States; I think it would be a mistake to put office buildings on 
the first and second floor in the center of Harrisburg where we 
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have thousands of people coming every day to do business 
with State government, visitors coming here from all over the 
United States to see our beautiful Capitol and our beautiful 
city and the lovely countryside in central Pennsylvania. I 
think we should unanimously pass this bill. 

Senator HOLL. Mr. President, I do not hesitate for a 
moment to disagree with my very wealthy friend from 
Fredericksburg who comes to us with a great deal of knowl
edge and experience in amassing a fortune and he probably 
knows what he is doing. Let me assure the gentleman when 
people come from Montgomery County, those poor people 
down there trying to find an answer to a problem and I cannot 
tell them where to go because of offices or a department being 
scattered all over this city. I think we are making a terrible 
mistake. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I would like to voice an 
opinion, at least one opinion from the western part of the 
province. Harristown, as I recall, is part of a redevelopment 
of an area and I believe the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator 
Gekas, set forth about the heart and soul of the program 
itself. As I remember in its conception, it was its purpose to 
consolidate what had already been a spreading out of the 
different State offices and it was to bring them into the city 
and really help in the economic flow of the rehabilitation 
economically of the city. The theory, as I understood it then, 
and the fact the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, 
pointed out, the covenant that was put on, the enabling legis
lation, was the prohibition of the commercial aspect which 
was to have the utilization of all the space by offices of the 
Commonwealth. The theory of redevelopment was the people 
working there would then be in the economic flow of being 
able to make more valuable and more utilization of the other 
properties that were not part of the redevelopment but were 
approximate to it. 

From one point of view, as I say, if we go along with the 
proposal to allow the two floors of being commercially used, 
then we are denying that commercial use to those properties 
that are approximate to the redevelopment area and that are 
really frontage store fronts and they are not usually used for 
office spaces. I am sort of in a dilemma. I want to have the 
dream of John Harris as we all do. At the same time as the 
spirit of redevelopment in my community and every commu
nity we all represent, the theory is the redevelopment of a 
master plan. Now we have some form of intimidation for the 
capital city because someone says we are going to go along 
with a multi-million dollar plan if, as the gentleman points 
out, and only if the General Assembly in its wisdom changes 
the law. I feel some degree of intimidation by that. I am not a 
planner. In some respects, I suppose, I am going to have to 
reluctantly say I cannot join up with the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Senator Holl, I am going to have to vote, I 
guess, with the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, 
purely on the merits, as I see them. 

Senator HOPPER. Mr. President, I will be brief. As most 
of the Members know, I am a life long resident of this area 
residing across the river in Cumberland County. I went to 
school through grade twelve in that area. I have watched 

Harrisburg fade and I have watched it start to grow. Mellon
Stuart, the real estate promoter, has agreed with the condition 
the first two floors are used for retail and storerooms for 
retail people. Mellon-Stuart has agreed to revitalize several 
buildings including a hotel that I think probably will be very 
beneficial to downtown from the standpoint of the tourists. I 
agree with the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Gekas, and 
the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Manbeck. I would urge 
we vote in favor of these amendments. 

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

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, would you state the 

question, please? 
The PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is, will 

the Senate concur in the amendments placed by the House in 
Senate Bill No. 589, that portion of the bill which begins on 
page 4, line 3 and continues through page 4, line 20? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Montgomery, 
Senator Tilghman, will state it. 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, as I read the Rules of 
the Senate, a motion to adjourn is in order at anytime, is that 
correct? 

The PRESIDENT. That is correct, except during the calling 
of the roll. 

Senator TILGHMAN. l do not understand that to be the 
case, Mr. President. Can you point out to me where that Rule 
says except during the roll call? The Rule says in the Senate a 
constitutional motion to adjourn is in order at anytime. May 
we be at ease while you research that, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
The PRESIDENT. On the motion to concur, the Clerk will 

call the roll. 

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

YEAS-38 

Andrezeski Lewis O'Connell Singe! 
Bodack Lincoln O'Pake Smith 
Corman Lloyd Pecora Snyder 
Early Loeper Reibman Stapleton 
Fisher Lynch Rhoades Stauffer 
Gekas Manbeck Romanelli Stout 
Greenleaf Mellow Ross Street 
Hopper Messinger Scanlon Wilt 
Jubelirer Moore Shaffer Zemprelli 
Kelley Murray 

NAYS-7 

Bell Hess Kusse Tilghman 
Hager Holl Price 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative. 
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Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SB 601 (Pr. No. 1130) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 601. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

SB 724 (Pr. No. 1128) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 724. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe I 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Re'pfesenta
tives accordingly. 

SB 797 (Pr. No. 1136) - Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 797. 

On the question, 

Will the Senate agree to the motion? 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, may we just be at 
ease for one moment. Senate Bill No. 797, we are not even 
sure what it does. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, we examined the bill 

thoroughly. We have good advice that the bill is in good order 
and we would ask the Chair to roll the bill. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Scanlon 
Bell Hopper Messinger Shaffer 
Bodack Jubelirer Moore Singe! 
Corman Kelley Murray Smith 
Early Kusse O'Connell Snyder 
Fisher Lewis O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Lincoln Pecora Stauffer 
Greenleaf Lloyd Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Street 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Tilghman 
Helfrick McKinney Romanelli Wilt 
Hess Manbeck Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa
tives accordingly. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator O'CONNELL, from the Committee on State 
Government, reported, as committed, SB 86. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

URGING BRITISH GOVERNMENT TAKE ACTION 
TO PREVENT THE DEATH OF JOE McDONNELL 

Senator LYNCH offered the following resolution (Serial 
No. 51), which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules and Executive Nominations: 

In the Senate, July l, 1981. 

Four political prisoners, Bobby Sands, Francisllughs, Danny 
McCreek and Patrick (Patsy) O'Hara each died tragic deaths as 
victims of the British-Irish political climate. 

Joe McDonnell is still alive, and resides in prison as one 
convicted on the basis of political philosophy and belief. 

The British have failed to grant any of these persons the status 
of political prisoners, and in doing so have denied them the 
freedom of their beliefs. As many Americans find this to be an 
abnegation of human rights and a denial of human dignity; there
fore be it 

RESOLVED, That the Senate of the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania urge the British Government to negotiate with the Irish 
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Nationalists with the goal of settling their differences without 
additional deaths; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Senate of the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania urge the British Government to take action to prevent 
the death of Joe MacDonnell; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
the British Ambassador in Washington and Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher. 

DIRECTING COMMUNITY COLLEGE OF 
PHILADELPHIA RECOGNIZE AND BARGAIN 

WITH FACULTY FEDERATION, LOCAL 2026, 

AS COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGENT OF PART 
TIME TEACHERS AND VISITING LECTURERS 

Senator LLOYD offered the following resolution (Serial 

No. 52), which was read and referred to the Committee on 

Appropriations: 

In the Senate, July 1, 1981. 

WHEREAS, Six hundred teachers, consisting of part-time and 
visiting lecturers at the Community College of Philadelphia, were 
recognized as a union by the Pennsylvania Labor Relations Board 
in 1978. 

WHEREAS, The officers and the Board of Trustees of the 
Community College of Philadelphia have refused to recognize 
this fact; therefore be it 

RESOLVED, That Community College of Philadelphia (here
inafter designated CCP) shall recognize and bargain with the 
Faculty Federation of the CCP, American Federation of 
Teachers, Local 2026, (hereinafter designated AFT Local 2026) 
as the collective bargaining agent of the part-time teachers and 
visiting lecturers of the CCP (hereinafter designated PT /VL) 
until such time as the PT/VL's decide they no longer desire AFT 
Local 2026 to represent them pursuant to a Pennsylvania Labor 
Relations Board election; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That no budget presented by CCP for approval 
by the Pennsylvania Department of Education shall be approved 
unless it prohibits any further expenditure of funds, including but 
not limited to, fees to attorneys, to challenge the certification of 
AFT Local 2026 as the collective bargaining agent for the 
PT /VL's, and that the only exception to this prohibition is for 
the expenditure of funds for services rendered prior to the date of 
passage of this resolution; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
the Board of Trustees of the Community College of Philadelphia 
and to the Secretary of the Department of Education. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso

lutions, which were read, considered and adopted: 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Bethel 

Park Boys Varsity Baseball Team and to the Bethel Park Girls 

Varsity Softball Team by Senator Fisher. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Honor

able Carlos, Hank Gonzalez, Mayor of Mexico City by 

Senator Greenleaf. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 

Mrs. Peter W. Layman, Mr. and Mrs. C. 0. Landis, Mr. and 

Mrs. H. Hugh Willits and to Mr. and Mrs. Ernest Snider by 

Senator Hager. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Frederick 

Bursey Hess, Mr. and Mrs. John Claar, Mr. and Mrs. Vincent 

J. Cassidy, Mr. and Mrs. Philip L. Lockard, Mr. and Mrs. 

Peter Rajkov, Mr. and Mrs. Clayton Treese, Mr. and Mrs. 

Joseph E. Weaverling, Mr. and Mrs. Myron Weiand and to 

Mr. and Mrs. Jeremiah G. Foor by Senator Jubelirer. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 

Mrs. George Unice, Jr. and to Richard L. Groover by Senator 

Lincoln. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Miss Jill 

Ann Shaffer by Senator Manbeck. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Stephen 

Paul Yanchek, Sr. and to William I. Pentecost by Senator 

Mellow. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to The 

Reverend Michael A. Simone by Senator Murray. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Miss Lorri 

Ann Walko by Senators Murray and Reibman. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mrs. 

Josephine Anthony by Senator O'Connell. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 

Mrs. John Thomas and to Mr. and Mrs. Blair Wadding by 

Senator Pecora. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Knights 

of Columbus Our Lady of the Sacred Heart Council Number 

4282 of Nazareth by Senator Reibman. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the 

Johnstown Business and Professional Women's Club by 

Senator Singel. 
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mrs. Linnie 

Somerville, George Kosanovich, Mr. and Mrs. A. J. 

Schwabenbauer, Mr. and Mrs. James J. Moorhead and to 

Mr. and Mrs. James W. Hutchison by Senator Stapleton. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso

lution, which was read, considered and adopted: 

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of 

Denny J. Bixler by Senator Jubelirer. 

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE APPOINTED 
ON SB 277 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair announces, on behalf of the 

President pro tempore, the appointment of Senators GREEN

LEAF, FISHER and KELLEY as a Committee of Conference 

on the part of the Senate to confer with a similar committee of 

the House (if the House shall appoint such committee) to 

consider the differences existing between the two houses in 

relation to Senate Bill No. 277. 
Ordered, That the Clerk inform the House of Representa

tives accordingly. 

BILLS SIGNED 

The President (Lieutenant Governor William W. Scranton 

III) in the presence of the Senate signed the following bills: 
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SB 7, 589, 601, 724, 797, HB 1057 and 1485. 

BILL ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator JUBELIRER. 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: 

SB86. 

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

SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

ADOPTION OF FINANCIAL OPERATING 
RULES OF THE SENA TE 

Senator HAGER offered the following resolution (Serial 
No. 53), which was read as follows: 

In the Senate, July I, 1981. 

RESOLVED, That the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania hereby adopts the following rules which shall be 
known as the "Financial Operating Rules of the Senate": 

I. Personnel. 
1. Central Office. 
The office of the Chief Clerk of the Senate shall serve as the 

central office of the Senate for all personnel and payroll matters. 
2. Employees of the Senate. 

a. Personnel Files. 
Before any person is placed on any payroll of the Senate, 

there must be in the office of the Chief Clerk a payroll file 
containing: 

( l) Full name of employee. 
(2) Full address including county. 
(3) Date of employment/termination/or job 

transfer. 
(4) Actual functional job title or description to · 

include general hours of work, general job responsibili
ties and job location. 

(5) The name of the Senator or officer responsible 
for monitoring the employee's performance. 

(6) Letter of appointment signed by the autho
rizing Senator or officer including a delineation of the 
account from which the employee is to be paid. 

(7) The current compensation level with signature 
approval of the authorizing SenatQr or officer. Overtime 
payments may be authorized only in emergency mainte
nance and security situations with the signature 
approvals of the Senator or officer responsible for moni
toring performance, the authorizing Senator or officer 
and the President pro tempore. 

(8) All information nece53ary for tax withholding 
and benefit eligibility. 
b. Maintenance of the Personnel Files. 
It is the responsibility of the Chief Clerk to develop 

procedures necessary to maintain this payroll file information 
on a current basis. All payroll changes shall be reflected by the 
next appropriate payroll period providing said change is 
received in the office of the Chief Clerk prior to processing of 
the payroll. 
3. Personal Service Contracts. 

a. Personal.~"ntract files. 

For any person retained on a contractual basis by any 
officer or member of the Senate, there shall be in the office of 
the Chief Clerk a file containing: 

(1) A copy of the contract signed by the autho
rizing Senator or officer including: 

(i) Full name, address, including county and 
social security number of person (or Federal tax 
identification number) from whom the services are 
contracted. 

(ii) Duration of the contract. No contract may 
extend beyond the expiration of the term of the 
member or officer. 

(iii) Cost of the contract and terms of 
payment. 

(iv) Clear, detailed description of the type of 
service to be performed or product to be delivered. 
(2) The name of the Senator or officer responsible 

for monitoring the contractor's performance. 
b. Contract review. 
All personal service contracts shall be submitted to the 

Chief Clerk for review and approval regarding conformity 
with applicable laws and rules. 

c. Payment. 
Payments under contract shall be made in accordance 

with provisions of the contract provided that a voucher for 
such payment is received in the office of the Chief Clerk 
before the applicable deadline date. Contractor performance 
shall be reviewed by the monitoring individual so named in 
the file (Rule I.3.a(2)), who under conditions of satisfactory 
performance and conformity to the contract shall approve the 
voucher prior to processing. 
4. Authorized Accounts. 
Salaries, wages and related benefits shall be paid from 

accounts so authorized by the General Appropriation Act and 
from contingent accounts. Such accounts also may pay expenses 
related to personal service contracts. 

IL Travel Allowances and Reimbursements. 
I. Member Travel. 
Travel allowances or reimbursements may be paid to a 

member who is engaged in travel in the performance of legislative 
duties. Travel payments may be claimed in connection with the 
following: 

a. One round trip between home district and 
Harrisburg for each week a member is in actual attendance at 
a session of the Legislature ("Session Mileage"). 

b. Round trip travel between home district and 
Harrisburg for other legislative activities. 

c. All travel on intradistrict and interdistrict legislative 
business. 

d. All travel to attend committee meetings, hearings, 
conferences and seminars. 
2. Employee Travel. 

· Travel reimbursement may be paid to employees engaged in 
travel from their work place to the place of legislative business 
provided that the travel is necessary for the performance of offi
cial business. Except as provided in Rule 11.3.c., employees are 
not authorized to lease vehicles on a long-term basis, and no 
payments will be made with respect to long-term lease vehicle 
expenses incurred by employees. When away from the Harrisburg 
area and from their work place, employees may rent cars on a 
short-term basis for a period not in excess of that needed to carry 
out official business. 

3. Rental of Vehicle or Conveyance. 
a. Long-Term Rental. A member who leases a vehicle 

or conveyance on a long-term basis may be reimbursed for 
950Jo of the cost of such lease payments, a net amount not to 
exceed $350 or such other as may be authorized by the 
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations. Expenses 
attributable to insurance and operation of the vehicle or 
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conveyance are not included in determining the cost of the 
lease. No lease reimbursements will be made for any period 
after a member has left office. For rules regarding reimburs
ement of expenses of operation, see Rule 11.4.a.(3). No reim
bursement is permitted for lease purchase agreements. 

b. Short-Term Rental of Vehicle or Conveyance. A 
member or employee who rents a vehicle or conveyance on a 
short-term basis may be reimbursed only on an actual cost 
basis for the cost of the rental payments and expenses of oper
ation. 

c. Vehicle Rental by Chief Clerk. The Chief Clerk is 
authorized to lease no more than three vehicles for the opera
tion of the Senate. The actual expenses of the lease and opera
tion shall be paid by the Senate's Incidental Expenses 
account. 
4. Allowable Transportation Expenses. 

a. General. 
(1) Common or Chartered Carrier. A member or 

employee may be reimbursed for reasonable actual costs 
of carriage when traveling by common or chartered 
carrier, including expenses for parking, taxis, limousines 
and tolls. He cannot claim payment based on miles trav
elled. 

(2) Personal Vehicle and Noncommercial Convey
ance. A member or employee who uses his personal 
vehicle or a noncommercial vehicle or a noncommercial 
aircraft may be reimbursed on a mileage basis at a rate of 
20¢ per mile or such other rate as promulgated by the 
Senate Committee of Rules and Executive Nominations. 
For noncommercial aircraft usage, a highway mileage 
shall be determined from a road atlas. He may not claim 
reimbursement based on actual expenses. 

(3) Leased Vehicle. A member who uses a vehicle 
leased on a long-term basis may elect to be reimbursed 
either on a mileage basis (Rule Il.4.a(2)) or an actual cost 
basis. Having elected to claim reimbursement for the 
actual expense of the lease under Rule ll.3.a., the 
member then may not be reimbursed on a mileage basis. 
Such member may be reimbursed only for 950/o of the 
actual vehicle operating expenses. Actual vehicle oper
ating expenses shall include gasoline, oil, lubrication, 
repairs, tires, supplies and insurance. The mileage and 
actual cost basis may not be combined. 

(4) Session Mileage. The mileage rate for Session 
Mileage payments under Rule 11.1.a. shall be as set forth 
bylaw. 

(5) Out-of-State Travel. Nonmember officers of 
the Senate and their employees· may claim expenses for 
travel outside the Commonwealth, provided that such 
travel is approved in the manner described in Rule XI. 
All claims for members' and employees' travel outside 
the Commonwealth shall be filed with the office of the 
Chief Clerk in the manner described in Rule XI. 
b. No Duplication. 

(I) Session Mileage. Members claiming reimburs
ement for actual expenses of leased vehicle operation 
shall reduce such claim by an amount equal to the 
"session mileage" entitlement for the same period. Like
wise, a member electing to travel to the session by 
common carrier shall reduce such claim by an amount 
equal to the "session mileage" entitlement. 

(2) Reimbursement From One Source. If a member 
or employee is entitled to reimbursement from more than 
one source for legislative business performed on behalf 
of more than one committee or group, payment shall be 
received from only one source. 

5. Documentation. 
a. Expense Voucher. 

All requests for travel payments must be made on an expense 
voucher showing: 

(l) Dates of travel. 
(2) Legislative purpose of travel described in 

reasonable specificity. For all claims involving out-of
state travel, the voucher must be supported by sufficient 
documentation to describe the legislative purpose of the 
travel. 

(3) The number of miles travelled when claiming 
reimbursement on a mileage basis. Such mileage claims 
also should reflect an itinerary including point of origin, 
furthest destination, and intermediate points except 
travel within a member's district. 
b. Receipts. 

Receipts must be submitted to support the cost association 
with claims for: 

(1) Travel by common or chartered carrier. 
(2) Leased vehicle or conveyance operation. In 

addition, a copy of such lease must be on file with the 
office of the Chief Clerk. 

(3) Parking, limousine and toll charges when any 
of these items exceed $10. 

6. Authorized Accounts. 
Travel payments can be made from any of the following 

accounts. Long-term vehicle or conveyance rental payments may 
be made from all accounts except c and f. Authorized accounts 
are: 

a. Leadership Operations Accounts. 
b. Appropriations Committee Accounts. 
c. Legislative Management Committee Accounts. 
d. Senators' Legislative Accountable Expenses. 
e. Contingent Funds. 
f. Senators' Constitutional Session Mileage Account 

for "session mileage" travel. 
g. Senator's District Office Expenses. 
h. Incidental Expenses (long-term vehicle rental 

payments by this account shall be restricted to those vehicles 
authorized in Rule 11.3.c.). 

III. Meals and Lodging. 
1. General. 
A member may receive payments attributable to ordinary and 

necessary expenses for meals, lodging and incidental items 
provided that the member is engaged in the performance of legis
lative duties. Depending on the nature and location of the 
activity, as explained below, payments may be made in one of the 
following forms: per diem allowance; reimbursement for actual 
costs incurred; or, in the case of lodging rental payments, a 
combination of pro rated per diem allowance and reimbursement 
of the cost of lodging rental. 

2. Lodging Rental in the Harrisburg Area. 
A member who resides outside of Harrisburg and who rents 

lodging in the Harrisburg area may claim payments for the cost 
of the lodging lease and related expenses. No lodging rental 
payments will be made for any period after a member's term 
expires. 
· 3. Per Diem Allowance. 

a. Per Diem Entitlement. 
A member is entitle(\ to receive a per diem allowance for each 

day the member is engaged in the performance of specified legis
lative duties. Specified legislative duties include attendance at 
sessions of the Senate, attendance at official committee meetings, 
wherever held, and participation in all other activities necessary 
or appropriate to the carrying out of the responsibilities of a 
member. 

b. Types of Per Diem All{)wance. 
(I) Full Per Diem. A full per diem allowance not to 

exceed $58 or such other amount as may be established 
by the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations 
may be claimed as an allowance for meals and lodging. 
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(2) Pro Rated Per Diem. A member who claims the 
cost of lodging rental as provided in Rule IU.2., may not 
receive a full per diem allowance except when the per 
diem entitlement derives from attendance at official 
committee meetings outside the Harrisburg area. When 
the per diem entitlement derives from the performance in 
the Harrisburg area of the specified legislative duties 
defined in Rule III.3.a., a member may receive a pro 
rated per diem allowance up to an amount established by 
the Chief Clerk for meals and incidentals. 

4. Actual Costs. 
A member may claim actual costs for lodging, meals and 

other incidental items incurred in the performance of legislative 
duties. 

5. Employees' Travel. 
If an employee is engaged in travel away from his normally 

assigned place of work necessary for the performance of official 
business, the employee may be reimbursed for reasonable actual 
cost of lodging, meals and other incidental items. For rules 
regarding out-of-state travel, see Rule XI. 

6. Payment From One Source. 
If a member is entitled to a meal and lodging claim from more 

than one source for legislative business performed on behalf of 
more than one committee or group, payments shall be received 
from only one source. 

7. Review. 
All authorized and approved meals and lodging claims shall 

be reviewed for inadvertent duplication by the office of Chief 
Clerk prim to processing and payment. 

8. Recordkeeping. 
Where a per diem allowance or reimbursement is paid by a 

legislative service agency cofunded between both Houses of the 
General Assembly, a copy of the approved claim shall be 
furnished to the office of the Chief Clerk. 

9. Documentation. 
a. Per Diem Allowance. 

For payment of a per diem allowance, a member must submit 
a voucher showing the date, the legislative activity in which the 
member was engaged on that date, and the location of the 
activity. 

b. Actual Expenses of a Member or an Employee. 
For payment of actual expenses, a member or employee must 

submit a voucher showing the date, amount, place and the legisla- . 
tive activity in which the member or employee was engaged and 
must submit a vendor or credit card receipt or invoice for each 
item exceeding $10. 

c. Lodging Rental. 
A copy of each lease must be on file with the office of the 

Chief Clerk. A member must submit a voucher and, if appro
priate, an invoice or receipt.for any related expenses. 

10. Authorized Accounts. 
a. Payments shall be made from Senator's Legislative 

Accountable Expenses for: 
(1) Per diem allowance for legislative business on 

session days. 
(2) Lodging rental payment. 

b. Payment may be made from the following accounts 
for other authorized meal and lodging claims: 

(1) Leadership Operations Accounts. 
(2) Appropriations Committee Accounts. 
(3) Legislative Management Committee Accounts. 
(4) Senators' Legislative Accountable Expenses. 
(5) Contingent Funds. 
(6) Senators' District Office Expenses. 
(7) Incidental Expenses. 

IV. Equipment and Furnishing Control and Inventory. 
I. The office of the Chief Clerk shall act as the sole agent 

for improvements or renovations to Senate facilities at the 
Capitol Complex and for the purchase, control and inventory of 

durable equipment, furniture and furnishings with a useful life of 
one year or more and a cost of more than $100 for utilization in 
both the Capitol and district offices. Nonrecoverable items 
including, but not limited to, carpeting, draperies and air condi
tioners for use in and improvements or renovations to district 
office facilities shall be purchased pursuant to standards devel
oped by the Senate Committee on Management Operations. 

2. All requests for the purchase or rental of such equipment, 
furniture and furnishings must be reviewed and approved by the 
Chief Clerk. When due for renewal, rental contracts entered into 
prior to July 1, 1981 shall be reviewed by the Chief Clerk and if 
approved funded only as provided in Rule IV .8. 

3. All approved requests shall be processed by the office of 
the Chief Clerk, which shall maintain a full and current inventory 
of all durable equipment, furniture and furnishings secured on 
behalf of a member, officer or employee of the Senate. 

4. The Chief Clerk shall take all necessary and reasonable 
steps to ensure that the purchase or rental of durable equipment, 
furniture and furnishings with a useful life of one year or more 
and a cost of more than $100 shall be transacted at the lowest 
available price for the quality, compatibility and service of the 
items being purchased or leased. 

5. The Secretary of the Senate shall serve as the sole agent 
for the purchase of United States and Pennsylvania flags and 
shall provide for the publication and dissemination of educa
tional or informational literature pertaining to the Senate of 
Pennsylvania, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or the 
Government of the United States. 

6. The records of the Secretary of the Senate and the Chief 
Clerk shall be considered public records and be available for 
public inspection in the manner similar to that provided in these 
Rules. 

7. Documentation required: 
(a) Request for purchase or rental showing: 

(i) Date of request. 
(ii) Item requested. 
(iii) By whom request made. 
(iv) Purpose. 
(v) Signature approvals. 
(vi) Record of Rule IV .4. actions taken. 

(b) Vendor's invoice or receipt detailing: 
(i) Date of purchase or rental. 
(ii) Vendor's identity. 
(iii) Description of item purchased or rented. 
(iv) Length of rental contract when applicable. 
(v) Cost and payment terms of the purchase or 

rental. 
8. Authorized accounts: 

(a) Legislative and printing expense account as 
provided in General Appropriations Act. 

(b) The account as provided in the General Appropria
tions Act for the purchase of flags. 

V. District Office Expenses. 
I. Expenses authorized shall include: 

(a) Office rental up to $400 per month excluding utili
ties if separately metered. In the case of members having more 
than one district office, total monthly rental shall not exceed 
$700. 

(b) Utility services if-separately metered. 
(c) Insurance. 
(d) Printing services. 
(e) Telephone and answering services. 
(f) Postage and mailing services. 
(g) Publications and subscriptions. 
(h) Nondurable supplies. 
(i) Member and employee parking. 
U) Janitorial maintenance and cleaning services. 

2. Documentation required: 
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Vouchers, with receipts or invoices, appropriately docu
menting expenses and legislative purpose for each expenditure 
in excess of $25 per occurrence. A copy of the district office 
lease indicating the amount and payment terms shall be filed 
with the office of the Chief Clerk. Such copy may be refer
enced on the voucher and serve as appropriate documentation 
of the expense. 
3. Authorized accounts: 

(a) Senators' Legislative Accountable Expenses. 
(b) Senators' District Office Expenses. 

VI. Capitol Complex Offices. 
1. Expenses authorized shall include: 

(a) Utility services. 
(b) Insurance. 
(c) Printing services. 
(d) Telephone and answering services. 
(e) Postage and mailing services. 
(f) Publications and subscriptions. 
(g) Nondurable supplies. 
(h) Employee parking. 
(i) Janitorial maintenance and cleaning services. 
U) Other items authorized for expenses as defined in the 

General Appropriations Act. 
2. Documentation required. 

Vouchers with receipts and invoices appropriately docu
menting expenses and legislative purpose for each expenditure 
in excess of $25 per occurrence. 
3. Authorized accounts: 

(a) Legislative printing and expense account. 
(b) Postage account of Chief Clerk (for postage only). 
(c) Senators' Legislative Accountable Expenses. 
(d) Contingent Funds and Incidental Expenses. 
(e) Leadership Operations Accounts, exclusive of office 

rental. 
(f) Appropriations Committee Accounts, exclusive of 

office rental. 
VII. Official Expenses. 

I. General. 
While engaged in the performance of legislative duties, a 

member, officer, or employee expressly authorized by a member 
may claim actual expenses as set forth below. 

2. Participation in Conferences and Seminars. 
Expenses, such as registration fees, incurred in participating 

in legislative conferences and seminars may be claimed. Related 
travel expenses incurred are discussed in Rule II. Related meals 
and lodging expenses incurred are discussed in Rule Ill. 

3. Conducting Meetings. 
Expenses attributable to conducting legislative meetings may 

be claimed. Such expenses may include: food and refreshment, 
meeting room rental, and incidental items. 

4. Entertainment. 
Expenses incurred in connection with business entertainment 

may be claimed. Such expenses may include: meals, refresh
ments, and related items which are ordinary to the performance 
of a member's legislative duties, and for which there is a legisla
tive purpose. In general, these entertainment expenses will be 
incurred during, immediately preceding or immediately following 
a substantial and bona fide legislative business discussion. 

5. Documentation. 
a. Participation in Conferences and Seminars. 
Vouchers shall show the amount, date, place and legisla

tive purpose. Registration or other receipts must be attached. 
b. Conducting Meetings. 
Vouchers shall show or reference to records which show 

the amount, date, place and legislative purpose. Restaurant, 
hotel, or credit card receipt or invoices must be attached. 

c. Entertainment. 
Vouchers shall show or reference to records which show 

the amount, date, place, legislative purpose and if claimed by 

a member, the portion of the amount attributable to his enter
tainment expense. Restaurant, hotel or credit card receipt or 
invoices must be attached. 

d. Claims by Nonofficer Employees. 
Vouchers involving any official expenses claimed by 

nonofficer employees shall reflect the formal authorization by 
a member. 
6. Authorized Accounts. 
Payments shall be made from the following accounts: 

a. Leadership Operation Accounts. 
b. Appropriations Committee Accounts. 
c. Legislative Management Committee Accounts. 
d. Senators' Legislative Accountable Expenses. 
e. Senators' District Office Expenses. 
f. Contingent Funds. 
g. Incidental Expenses. 

VIII. Special Expenses. 
l. Type of authorized expenses: 

(a) Flowers, baskets of fruit or other appropriate items 
or memorial contributions to designated charities not to 
exceed $35. Recipients are limited to instances of death or 
illness for members, officers, employees or their immediate 
families, or former members or their immediate families or 
dignitaries including both incumbent or former elected or 
appointed officials or their immediate families. 

(b) Rental of common carrier and other expenditures 
inherent thereto for attendance at funerals of a member or 
members of a member's immediate family, former members, 
dignitaries, or officers. 
2. Documentation required shall include receipt, vendor 

invoice and general invoice showing: recipient, instance, descrip
tion of items delivered, date delivered and cost. 

3. Authorized accounts. 
Payment shall be made only from Contingent Funds and Inci

dental Expenses. 
IX. Miscellaneous Expenses of Standing and Special 

Committees. 
1. Rental of meeting rooms and hearing facilities and 

payments to qualified court reporters or stenographers to record 
the proceedings authorized by the chairman of a standing 
committee of the Senate, including the cost of transcripts. 
Witnesses called to such proceedings may be reimbursed for 
travel expenses. 

2. Committee printing and mailing costs for mailings 
relating to legislative business. 

3. Publications and subscriptions. 
4. Documentation required: 

Vouchers or vendors receipts or invoices stating vendor's 
name, services or amount of postage, date, place, and total 
amount due or paid. Postage purchases shall require a receipt 
stamped by the Postmaster. 
5. Authorized accounts: 

(a) Legislative Management Committees Accounts. 
(b) Leadership Operations Accounts. 
(c) Appropriations Committee Accounts. 

X. Sub-committee of Rules Committee. 
1. There shall be a permanent sub-committee of the 

Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations consisting of 
two Senators from the Majority Party and two Senators from the 
Minority Party. 

2. The duties of the sub-committee shall be: 
(a) To arbitrate a decision of the Secretary or Chief 

Clerk of the Senate relating to this Rule, in the event that a 
member, officer or employee shall disagree with a decision of 
the Secretary or Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

(b) To make a final decision in case of a dispute on a 
question of legislative intent or legislative purpose regarding 
an expenditure. 
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{c) To make a continuing review of these Rules as to 
expenditures and the reporting of expenditures, and, from 
time to time, to make such recommendations as are appro
priate. 
3. A record of the sub-committee's decisions shall be main

tained. 
XI. Out-of-State Travel. 

l. No nonmember officer of the Senate or any employee of 
any nonmember officer shall be reimbursed nor shall any of his 
or her expenses be paid for any travel outside the Commonwealth 
unless such travel has been approved by a majority of the 
membership of the permanent sub-committee of the Committee 
on Rules and Executive Nominations. All requests for such 
approval shall be made on forms, provided by the Chief Clerk, 
and shall include information relating to the destination, the esti
mated cost of such travel, the number of days involved, and the 
relationship that the travel has to the duties of the officer or 
employee making the request. In the case of an employee, the 
request shall also be approved by the officer. 

2. All members of the sub-committee who approve such 
travel shall indicate their approval by signing the request form. 
Should any member disapprove of the request, he or she shall 
note such disapproval on the form and provide an explanation. 

3. All such requests, whether approved or disapproved, 
shall be filed with the office of the Chief Clerk and shall be made 
available for public information on request to the office of the 
Chief Clerk. 

4. A copy of any request for reimbursement or for the 
payment of any expenses relating to out-of-state travel by a 
Senator or employee assigned to a Senator shall be filed with the 
office of the Chief Clerk within 30 days of such travel. Copies of 
these requests shall be made available for public information on 
request to the office of the Chief Clerk. 

XIL List of Employees. 
1. {a) The Chief Clerk shall have published quarterly and 
shall submit to each member of the Senate a listing of all 
employees of the Senate or any of its officers, committee 
chairmen, and members and all persons holding purchase of 
service contracts with the Senate or any of its officers, 
committee chairmen and members. The list for employees 
shall contain the full name of the employee, county of resi
dence, the job title of the employee, the compensation of the 
employee, and the name of the supervising Senator or officer 
for such employee. For individuals holding purchase of 
service contracts with the Senate, the list shall contain the 
name of the contractor, the address of the contractor, a state
ment of the nature of the duties of the contractor, and the fee 
of the contractor as well as the name of the Senator or officer 
responsible for monitoring the performance of the contractor. 

(b) The list shall be submitted by February l, for the 
quarter ending December 31; by May l, for the quarter ending 
March 31; by August I, for the quarter ending June 30; and 
by November I, for the quarter ending September 30. Said list 
shall also be updated on a monthly basis including additions 
and deletions and shall be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Chief Clerk. 
2. All vouchers and requisitions relating to all expenditures, 

expenses, disbursements and other obligations out of all appro
priated funds of the Senate shall be available for public inspec
tion during regular business hours in the office of the Chief Clerk 
or at such other location within the Capitol as the Chief Clerk 
shall prescribe. 

3. All requests to review payroll and independent contractor 
records of the Senate or any other vouchers or requisitions for 
funds appropriated to the Senate shall be made to the Chief 
Clerk, in writing, at least three working days prior to the date on 
which the review is requested. The request shall be signed by the 
party who will be making the review and it shall indicate the name 
of the organization or entity employing such· individual. The 

Chief Clerk shall establish a time during normal business hours 
for the review to occur and he shall provide that the review shall 
not interfere with the necessary functioning of the Chief Clerk's 
office. 

4. For any appropriation to any officer or member for 
which the records are not maintained in the office of the Chief 
Clerk, the officer or member receiving the appropriation shall 
monthly file with the Chief Clerk an accounting of all disburse
ments made from the fund which shall include a separate listing 
for each expenditure and the address of the payee and which shall 
include as a minimum the information required for public review 
by this section. Such accounting shall be filed monthly in the 
office of the Chief Clerk not later than 15 days after the end of 
the month. Such accounting shall be open for public inspection as 
in the case of other records provided for herein. 

XIII. Lapsing of Appropriations. 
1. Funds that remain unexpended or unencumbered in any 

appropriation of the Senate more than two years after the first 
day of the fiscal year for which such appropriations were made 
shall be lapsed into the General Fund. The President pro tempore 
and the Chief Clerk shall execute such documents as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of the rule. 

XIV. Personnel Policies. 
I . The Senate Committee on Management Operations 

created pursuant to section 1.1 of Act No. 417 of 1967 is autho
rized to prepare and adopt rules and regulations for uniform 
personnel policies and procedures, job specification and pay 
plans including periodic increments for Senate officers and 
employees. 

2. Each such rule or regulation or any amendment thereto 
shall be prepared in resolution form and shall be placed on the 
Senate calendar for final approval or disapproval. The committee 
may when approved by at least four members of the committee 
and by both Floor Leaders implement such rules and regulations 
pending final Senate consideration of them. Such resolution shall 
have the force and effect of law in accordance with its terms when 
it has been approved by the full Senate. 

XV. Accounting and Operations Manual. 
The Chief Clerk shall prepare an accounting and operations 

manual with separate sections applicable to members and their 
employees and fund custodians. This manual shall be submitted 
to the Senate Committee on Management Operations for its 
approval. 

Upon approval applicable sections of the Accounting and 
Operations Manual shall be distributed to all members and offi
cers. A complete manual shall be forwarded to the Legislative 
Audit Advisory Commission. 

The Chief Clerk shall be responsible for maintaining and 
updating this manual as a result of revisions or amendments 
promulgated by the Senate Committee on Management Opera
tions or the Subcommittee of the Committee on Rules and Execu
tive Nominations. 

XVI. Duration of Rules. 
These rules shall be in full force and effect until altered, 

changed, amended or repealed as provided herein. 
XVII. Changes to Rules. 

The consent of a majority of the Senators elected shall be 
necessary to alter, change or amend these rules. 

XVIIl. Procedure for Changing Rules. 
All alterations, changes or amendments to these rules shall be 

by resolution which shall not be considered until first referred to 
and reported from the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomi
nations; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That Senate Rule XXXV and sections I, 2, 3, S 
and 6 of Rule XXXVI be repealed. 

Senator HAGER asked and obtained unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of this resolution. 
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On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE RESOLUTION, SERIAL NO. 53, 
ADOPTED 

Senator HAGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 

adopt Senate Resolution, Serial No. 53. 

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

Senator HAGER. Mr. President, this resolution and the 

one which I am about to offer after consideration of this one 

are the resolutions necessary to bring into effect the changes 

which we have suggested for the operation of the Senate 
setting all of the rules for the reporting and disbursement of 

funds throughout all Senate operations and dividing the oper

ations of the Chief Clerk and the Secretary so the Chief Clerk 

is the chief financial officer and the Secretary is the chief legis

lative officer of the Senate. 
The second resolution will also remove all references to a 

Senate Librarian anywhere in the law or in the Rules of the 

Senate. 
And the question recurring, 

Will the Senate agree to the motion? 
The motion was agreed to and the resolution was adopted. 

AMENDING SENATE RULES VII, VIII, IX, 
SECTIONS 8.1 AND 12 OF XIV AND 

SECTION 2 OF XXX 

Senator HAGER offered the following resolution (Serial 

No. 54), which was read as follows: 

In the Senate, July 1, 1981. 

RESOLVED, That Senate Rules VII, VIII, IX, sections 8.1 
andl2 of XIV, section 2 of XXX be amended to read: 
VII DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY-PARLIAMENTARIAN 

1. At the beginning of each regular session convening in an 
odd-numbered year and at other times as may be necessary, the 
Senate shall elect a Secretary-Parliamentarian of the Senate. 

2. The Secretary-Parliamentarian of the Senate shall -
(a) assist the presiding officer in conducting the business of 

the session; 
(b) act in the capacity of Parliamentarian; 
(c) have under his direction the following functions: (1) 

Amending bills in the Senate; (2) preparing and publishing the 
Senate .calendar; q) publication . of the Senate History; !i)_ 
numbe~m~ Senate bills as t.hey are mtroduced and causing them 
to be d1stnbuted to the chairman of the committee to which they 
are referred and receiving a receipt for same; (5) printing of bills; 

(d) [approve and sign requisitions for material and supplies 
to be used by the Senate;] keep a record of the Senate action on a 
bill on a special record sheet attached to the bill after it has been 
reported from committee; 

(e) transmit all bills, joint resolutions, concurrent resolu
tions and appropriate memorials to the House of Representatives 

£;:;within twenty-four hours of final passage, and each shall be 
accompanied by a message stating the title lo the measure being 
transmitted and requesting concurrence of the House; 

(f) attest all writs, warrants and subpoenas issued by order 
of the Senate; certify as to the passage of Senate Bills and the 
approval of executive nominations; --

(g) be in charge of the Senate Library and assist Senators by 
making reference material available to them; 

(h) perform any duties assigned to the Senate Librarian by 
any statute; 

(i) supervise the Chief Sergeant-at-Arms and the Senate Bill 
Room. 

VIII DUTIES OF THE CHIEF CLERK 
1. At the beginning of each regular session convening in an 

odd-numbered year and whenever necessary, the Senate shall 
elect a Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

2. [The Chief Clerk shall -
(a) in the absence of the Secretary, attest all writs, warrants 

and subpoenas issued by order of the Senate and shall certify as 
to the passage of Senate bills; 

(b) in addition to his other duties the Chief Clerk shall keep 
the accounts for pay and mileage of members, officers and 
employes and prepare and sign warrants or requisitions for same; 

(c) semiannually, no later than February 15 and August 15 
of each year, submit to each member of the Senate a list of all 
employes of the Senate which shall contain each employe's name, 
county of residence, job description and salary as of February 1 
and August 1 respectively. He shall post a copy of the list in his 
office for thirty days after the date of compilation.] The Chief 
Clerk shall be the chief fiscal officer of the Senate and shall 
perform those duties prescribed in section 2.4 of the act of 
January 10, 1968 (1967 P.L.925, No.417), referred to as the 
Legislative Officers and Employes Law. In addition he shall 
perform those powers and duties prescribed in the Financial 
Operating Rules of the Senate. In the absence of the Secretary 
!he Chief Clerk shall attest all writs, warrants and subpoen~ 
issued b~ order of the Senate and shall certify as to the passage of 
Senate Bills and the approval of executive nominations. 

[IX DUTIES OF THE LIBRARIAN 
1. At the beginning of each regular session convening in an 

odd-numbered year and at such other times as may be necessary, 
the Senate shall elect a Librarian. 

2. The Librarian shall -
(a) be in charge of the Senate Library and assist Senators by 

making any reference material available to them; 
(b) number Senate bills as they are introduced and distribute 

them to the chairman of the committee to which they are referred 
getting a receipt for same; 

(c) keep a record of the Senate action on a bill on a special 
record sheet attached to a bill after it has been reported from 
committee.] 

XIV BILLS 
Passage of Bills 

Land Transfer Legislation 
8.1. No bills granting or conveying Commonwealth land or 

taking title thereto shall be reported by any committee of the 
Senate unless there has been filed with the Secretary-Parlia
mentarian and the Chairman of the Reporting Committee, a 
memorandum from the Department of General Services indi
cating the use to which the property is presently employed, the 
full consideration for the transfer, if any, a departmental 
appraisal of the property, including its valuation and a list of 
recorded liens and encumbrances, if any, the use to which the 
property will be employed upon its transfer, the date by which the 
land is needed for its new use, and the senatorial district or 
districts in which the land is located. The memorandum shall be 
filed within 60 days after a request is made for same and contain a 
statement by a responsible person in the Department of General 
Services indicating whether or not the departments involved favor 
the transfer which is the subject of the bill under consideration. 

Reference to Committee by President 
12. Every bill and joint resolution which may be introduced 

by a Senator or which may be received from the House of Repre
sentatives, shall, after being presented to the Chair, be referred 
by the President to the appropriate committee, (immediately,] 
but not later than the succeeding legislative day. 
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XXX EXECUTIVE NO MINA TIO NS 
Presentation and Reference 

. 2. Nomin~tions shall, after being read [by the Chief Clerk], 
without a motion, be referred by the presiding officer to the 
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations. After having 
been reported by the committee, the final question on every 
nomination shall be: "Will the Senate advise and consent to this 
nomination?" Which question shall not be put on the day on 
which the nomination or nominations are reported from 
committee, unless by unanimous consent. 
and be it further 

RESOLVED, That Senate Rule XXXV and sections I, 2, 3, 5 
and 6 of Rule XXXVI be repealed. 

Senator HAGER asked and obtained unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of this resolution. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE RESOLUTION, SERIAL NO. 54 
ADOPTED 

Senator HAGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
adopt Senate Resolution, Serial No. 54. 

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

Senator HAGER. Mr. President, in bending the Rules 
slightly, I have already talked about this one, but I think it is 
important for me to mention none of this could have been 
possible without the understanding and support of the 
Minority and particularly the Majority and Minority staffs 
who have worked diligently to make this possible today. As a 
matter of fact, this being the last item of business to come 
before the Senate other than petitions and remonstrances, let 
me bend the Rules a little bit more to tell the Senate from 
January to now has been a real pleasure working both with 
the Majority and the Minority, both Members and staff. 
There have been times, such as last night when everybody has 
had to be here until after midnight. I have very much admired 
the spirit in which everybody carried out their jobs. 

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

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I frankly think what 
this Body needs is another speech and I am prepared to give it. 

Mr. President, as the curtain draws down on the first half 
of the year, it is appropriate, I think, briefly to reflect on the 
action which the Senate has taken thus far. As I am used to 
speaking to an empty Chamber at this time with only my 
friends from the press and you, the President pro tempore and 
staff waiting to eagerly hear what I have to say, nevertheless, I 
still think I am going to say it. 

Mr. President, despite the transitional nature of the 
opening months with the adjustments to be made and the 
lessons to be learned, and certainly I, as a new Majority 
Leader, had an awful lot to learn, I do believe we have forged 
a record in this Senate of accomplishment and it is indeed 
noteworthy. 

Certainly there have been late nights, and tonight is no 
exception. Last night certainly was the ultimate. We have had 
heated moments, and, yes, there has been partisan wrangling. 
We like to avoid it but it has become a part of the Senate 
itself. Nonetheless, I believe there are many, many testaments 
to the cooperation and bipartisan efforts that do not go into 
the Journal. 

Mr. President, in many areas that typically defy agreement, 
solid, well-thought legislation was passed. Putting together 
and adopting a budget well before the constitutional deadline 
was a feat many deemed unlikely if not impossible. General 
tax increases were avoided in the face of heavy spending pres
sure. An answer to the highway funding woes was developed 
and implemented after long thought and much input and the 
capital budget certainly was important to be passed. 

Problems that had carried over from previous Sessions with 
a maximum of discussion and a minimum of positive action 
finally and at last advanced. We just passed the bingo bill, a 
bill that I was certainly concerned with, the shared custody 
bill is now in the House of Representatives; today was a 
monumental day because we passed the product liability bill 
in the Senate for the first time. Regulatory review, internal 
operating reforms and others. A tremendously difficult yet 
economically necessary answer to the problems of credit users 
and credit extenders was fashioned by this Senate with bipar
tisan effort and twenty-eight votes. 

New needs such as fresh money for volunteer fire compa
nies and water systems were addressed and passed. 

These were hard won solutions to vexing problems. 
Without the good faith efforts, study and discussion and 
cooperation and compromise and conciliation, we would have 
been unable to do what we have done. 

Lest we are tempted to rest on these laurels, however, we 
recall much still remains. For every issue we dispose of it 

I > 

seems two arise anew. 
When we return in the fall, we will have a smorgasbord of 

items awaiting us. The litany includes property tax and 
nuisance tax proposals, ailing pension systems, workers' 
compensation, the welfare reform, condominium conversion 
reform, the State store question and a host of others. 

Mr. President, we will need to continue to weather the 
critics and the nay sayers in order to move ahead. The summer 
months grant us an opportunity not only to work within our 
respective districts, but to work on consensus positions 
wherever and whenever possible on those critical issues. 

It has been a productive six months. From those on the 
outside, I have heard it has been one of the most productive 
Sessions ever in the years they have been watching the Senate 
of Pennsylvania. I~ is our hope this momentum will be main
tained in the fall. For the Members of the Senate, I owe a 
great deal of thanks for putting up with a new Majority 
Leader who, as I said before, was green and kind of scared 
when he came in here to take over the awesome responsibili
ties the Majority Leader has. 

I think without the cooperation I had not only from the 
Members of the Senate but also from the staff and those who 
run the Senate so well, my job would have been twice as hard. 
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To all those people, I offer my heartfelt thanks. To those of 
you who shared the near tragedy I suffered personally at 
home with my son, I again say, "Thank you." He is doing 
beautifully, he is doing fine. If a minor miracle can exist, 
Andy Jubelirer is an example of that can really happen. 

To everybody who is within the sound of my voice, I wish a 
healthy, happy and successful summer and I look forward to 
seeing everybody back here in the fall. 

Thank you, Mr. President, for the opportunity to make 
these remarks. I know you are anxious to stay and I am glad I 
could accommodate you. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS AMEND SURFACE 
MINING CONTROL AND RECLAMATION ACT 

TO PERMIT USE OF FEDERAL GRANT 
MONEYS FOR COSTS INCURRED BY STATE 

CONSTRUCTED WATER TREATMENT PLANTS TO 
CORRECT COAL MINE DRAINAGE PROBLEMS 

Senators ZEMPRELLI, JUBELIRER, SINGEL, 
LINCOLN, KELLEY, MELLOW, STOUT, FISHER, 
WILT, STAPLETON, HOLL, PECORA and ROSS offered 
the following resolution (Serial No. 220), which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Environmental Resources and 
Energy: 

In the Senate, July 1, 1981. 

WHEREAS, The Congress of the United States enacted in 
August of 1977 extensive legislation dealing with the regulation 
and control of surface mining activities; and 

WHEREAS, The Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act (Public Law 95-87, 91 Stat. 456) provides for an excise tax on 
coal to fund the Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fund which 
moneys are used for numerous grants to the various states to 
correct the scars and ills of abandoned mines; and 

WHEREAS, One of the permissible uses of such grants is for 
the construction and operation of water treatment plants to 
correct coal mine drainage damage; and 

WHEREAS, The Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement has through rules and regulations limited the use of 
Federal moneys to operate only water treatment plants 
constructed by Federal moneys; and 

WHEREAS, The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania has previ
ously constructed numerous water treatment plants to correct 
coal mine drainage problems but is unable to utilize any Federal 
grants to assist in the maintenance and operation of such plants; 
and 

WHEREAS, This unfortunate restriction is seriously eroding 
the ability of the Commonwealth to solve its mine drainage prob
lems; therefore be it 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
memorialize the Congress of the United States to make appro
priate amendments to the Surface Mining Control and Reclama
tion Act to permit the use of Federal grant moneys to fund the 
maintenance and operation costs incurred by State constructed 
water treatment plants; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That copies of this resolution be, upon final 
adoption, transmitted by the Secretary of the Senate to the Presi
dent pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the United Sta,tes and to each 
member of the Pennsylvania Congressional delegation. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

The following announcements were read by the Secretary of 
the Senate: 

SENA TE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

THURSDAY, JULY 9, I981 

10:00 A.M. LEGISLATIVE REAPPOR-

TIONMENT COMMISSION 

(Public Hearing) 

FRIDAY, JULY IO, 

10:00 A.M. LEGISLATIVE REAPPOR-

TIONMENT COMMISSION 

(Public Hearing) 

MONDAY, JULY 27, 

10:00 A.M. AGING AND YOUTH 

(Public Hearing on Senate 

Bills No. 418 and 565) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

1981 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

1981 

Room 461, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until Monday, September 14, 1981, at 
3:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time, unless sooner 
recalled by the President pro tempore. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 7:13 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 


