
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

1Jltgislatiut ~nunml 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 1983 

SESSION OF 1983 167TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 55 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, July 6, 1983. 

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

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor William W. 
Scranton Ill) in the Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Dr. ROBERT S. STOUDT, 
Pastor of Penbrook United Church of Christ, Harrisburg, 
offered the following prayer: 

0 God, in this historic Chamber we stand before You, 
acknowledging the fact that You are Lord and that we are 
Your humble people. You are Creator, we are creatures. You 
are the potter, we are the clay. 

Move among us on this occasion, then, so that as Your 
people, we may complete those tasks that we ought; as Your 
creatures, we may be conscious of our duty to You; and as 
Your clay, we may be fashioned willingly by You, as we con
tinue to serve You. 

Be with this Body of Legislators this day. Remove their dif
ferences, allay the tensions that exist between parties and give 
them one mind out of which Your will might proceed accord
ing to Your desire for us. Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of 
July 5, 1983. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MOORE. Mr. President, I request temporary leg
islative leaves of absence for Senator Loeper, Senator Hager 
and Senator Fisher. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I request temporary 
legislative leaves of absence for Senator Reibman and Senator 
Zemprelli. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leaves are granted. 

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives presented to the 
Senate the following bills for concurrence, which were 
referred to the committees indicated: 

July 5, 1983 

HB 330 - Committee on Environmental Resources and 
Energy. 

HB 743 - Committee on Finance. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator FISHER, from the Committee on Environmental 
Resources and Energy, reported the following bill: 

SB 867 (Pr. No. 1021) 

An Act designating Octoraro Creek in Lancaster and Chester 
Counties, as a component of the Pennsylvania Scenic Rivers 
System; requiring cooperation and coordination by State agencies 
in implementing the purposes of the Pennsylvania Scenic Rivers 
Act; limiting liability; and authorizing the expenditure of moneys 
to further the purposes of this act. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator FISHER, from the Committee on Environmental 
Resources and Energy, reported the following resolution: 

SR 62 (Pr. No. 1009) 

Urging the President to create an Office of Special Assistant to 
the President for Coal. 

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

GENERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication, which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

In the Senate, July 6, 1983. 
We, the Senators whose signatures are affixed hereto respect

fully request that the Honorable William W. Scranton, III, as 
presiding officer of the Senate of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl
vania, place the nomination hereafter set forth before the Senate 
for a vote pursuant to the provisions of Article IV, Section 8(b) of 
the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which 



842 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE JULY 6, 

provides in part " .... The Senate shall act on each executive nom
ination within 25 legislative days of its submission. If the Senate 
has not voted upon a nomination within 15 legislative days fol
lowing such submission, any five members of the Senate may, in 
writing, request the presiding officer of the Senate to place the 
nomination before the entire Senate body whereby the nomina
tion must be voted upon prior to the expiration of five legislative 
days or 25 legislative days following submission by the Governor, 
whichever occurs first.. .. " 

We respectfully set forth the following facts relative to the 
nomination hereinafter set forth: 

1. The nomination was presented to the Senate on May 23, 
1983;and 
, 2. The nomination has been before the Senate for a period of 

time in excess of 15 legislative days. 
The nominee in the position is as follows: 

Samuel McCullough Member 
Public School Employees' 
Retirement Board 

Edward P. Zemprelli 
Eugene F. Scanlon 
Robert J. Mellow 
Francis J. Lynch 
James E. Ross 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com

munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

In the Senate, July 6, 1983. 

We, the Senators whose signatures are affixed hereto respect
fully request that the Honorable William W. Scranton, III, as 
presiding officer of the Senate of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl
vania, place the nomination hereafter set forth before the Senate 
for a vote pursuant to the provisions of Article IV, Section 8(b) of 
the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which 
provides in part " .... The Senate shall act on each executive nom
ination within 25 legislative days of its submission. If the Senate 
has not voted upon a nomination within 15 legislative days fol
lowing such submission, any five members of the Senate may, in 
writing, request the presiding officer of the Senate to place the 
nomination before the entire Senate body whereby the nomina
tion must be voted upon prior to the expiration of five legislative 
days or 25 legislative days following submission by the Governor, 
whichever occurs first.. .. " 

We respectfully set forth the following facts relative to the 
nomination hereinafter set forth: 

1. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 18, 
1983;and 

2. The nomination has been before the Senate for a period of 
time in excess of 15 legislative days. 

The nominee in the position is as follows: 

Robert S. Ross, Jr. Member 
Esq. Pennsylvania Industrial 

Development Authority 

Edward P. Zemprelli 
Eugene F. Scanlon 
Robert J. Mellow 
Francis J. Lynch 
James E. Ross 

The PRESIDENT. The communications will be laid on the 

table. 

CALENDAR 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SB 713 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

SB 713 (Pr. No. 1079) - Without objection, the bill was 

called up out of order, from page 3 of the Third Consider

ation Calendar, by Senator MOORE, as a Special Order of 

Business. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 713 (Pr. No. 1079) -The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 12, 1943 (P. L. 259, No. 120), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "Foreign Casualty Insurance 
Premium Tax Allocation Law," requiring treasurers to make 
payments within 60 days of receipt of State moneys to the pension 
or retirement fund. 

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-45 

Bell Howard Moore Shumaker 
Bodack Jubelirer Musto Singe! 
Brightbill Kelley O'Connell Snyder 
Corman Kratzer O'Pake Stapleton 
Early Kusse Pecora Stauffer 
Fisher Lewis Reibman Stout 
Greenleaf Lincoln Rhoades Street 
Hager Lloyd Rocks Tilghman 
Helfrick Loeper Ross Wenger 

Hess Lynch Scanlon Wilt 
Holl Mellow Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hopper 

NAYS-0 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill 

to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

GUESTS OF SENATOR H. CRAIG 
LEWIS PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, it is my pleasure to intro

duce to my colleagues good friends of mine who are visiting 

Pennsylvania from the Phoenix, Arizona area. I would be 

most appreciative if the Senate would extend its usual warm 

welcome to Walter and Helen Semingson who are in the 

gallery. 
The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Lewis 

kindly rise so the Senate may give you its traditional warm 

welcome? 
(Applause.) 



1983 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE 843 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

Senator WILLIAMS asked and obtained unanimous The PRESIDENT. The Chair notes the return of Senator 

consent to address the Senate. Reibman who will be taken off temporary legislative leave of 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I was in my office absence. 

when we voted on Senate Bill No. 713. I would like to be 
recorded as voting "aye." 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, at this time I request 
a recess of the Se[:late and ask the Republican Members to 
report immediately to the first floor caucus room for a 
Republican caucus. On behalf of Senator Tilghman, I remind 
the Members of the Committee on Appropriations that there 
is a meeting of the Committee on Appropriations scheduled at 
2:00 p.m. in Room 461. We expect to conclude our caucus by 
that time and will then call the Members of the Committee on 
Appropriations on the public address system to come at the 
approximate hour of 2:00 p.m., but it could be within fifteen 
minutes of that time. We expect to be back on the floor at 
approximately 2:30 p.m. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I request the Demo
crats come to the caucus room after the meeting of the Com
mittee on Appropriations for a very short caucus. 

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a Republican caucus 
which will convene immediately, to be followed by a meeting 
of the Committee on Appropriations in Room 461 at 2:00 
p.m., to be followed by a Democratic caucus, the Chair 
declares the Senate in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

HB 224 TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator MOORE. Mr. President, I move that House Bill 
No. 224, Printer's No. 1161, be taken from the table and 
placed on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 224 will be placed on the 

Calendar. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I request temporary legisla
tive leaves of absence for Senator Scanlon and Senator Lewis 
who are at a meeting in the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leaves are granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

REPORT ADOPTED 

SB 128 (Pr. No. 1082 - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
entitled "The Administrative Code of 1929," requiring the moni
toring of corresponding regulatory agencies; further providing 
for budget procedures; continuing the Office of Consumer Advo
cate; providing for the assessment for the fiscal year 1983-1984; 
and making a repeal. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate adopt the Report of Committee of Conference on 
Senate Bill No. 128. 

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

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

YEAS-47 

Andrezeski Hess Lynch Shumaker 
Bell Holl Mellow Sin gel 
Boda ck Hopper Moore Snyder 
Brightbill Howard Musto Stapleton 
Corman Jubelirer O'Connell Stauffer 
Early Kelley O'Pake Stout 
Fisher Kratzer Pecora Street 
Furno Kusse Reibman Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lewis Rhoades Wenger 
Hager Lincoln Ross Wilt 
Hankins Lloyd Scanlon Zemprelli 
Helfrick Loeper Shaffer 

NAYS-0 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave 
of absence for the rest of today for Senator Williams who has 
been called to a special meeting. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that the leg
islative leaves of absence granted to Senator Fisher and 
Senator Loeper be cancelled. They are here in person to vote. 
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The PRESIDENT. The record will so indicate. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

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

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, earlier, at the 
opening roll call when Senate Bill No. 713 was voted on, I was 
at a legislative meeting on the House side. Had I been present, 
I would like the record to indicate that I would have voted for 
that piece of legislation. 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL WHICH HOUSE HAS INSISTED 
ON ITS AMENDMENTS NONCONCURRED 

IN BY THE SENATE 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 270 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL WHICH HOUSE HAS NONCONCURRED 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE RECEDES FROM ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE 

TO HB 84 

HB 84 (Pr. No. 1301) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending "The Administrative Code of 1929," 
approved April 9, 1929 (P. L 177, No. 175), further providing 
for the indebtedness of the Pennsylvania Energy Development 
Authority; repealing provisions relating to the Board of Trustees 
of Eastern Pennsylvania Psychiatric Institute; and making edito
rial changes. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do recede from its amendments nonconcurred in by the 
House to House Bill No. 84. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Hess Lynch Shumaker 
Bell Holl Mellow Singe! 
Bodack Hopper Moore Snyder 
Brightbill Howard Musto Stapleton 
Corman Jubelirer O'Connell Stauffer 
Early Kelley O'Pake Stout 
Fisher Kratzer Pecora Street 
Furno Kusse Reibman Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lewis Rhoades Wenger 
Hager Lincoln Ross Williams 
Hankins Lloyd Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Loeper Shaffer Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

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

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 
AS AMENDED OVER IN ORDER 

SB 476 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

SB 876 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator ROSS. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 880 (Pr. No. 1034)- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act itemizing appropriations required from the Motor 
License Fund for the fiscal year July 1, 1983 to June 30, 1984 for 
the proper operation of the several departments of the Common
wealth authorized to spend Motor License Fund moneys. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I must reluctantly ask 
the Members of the Senate to vote "no" on Senate Bill No. 
880 today. This bill is a $L2 billion Motor License Fund 
budget for the 1983-84 fiscal year. Under normal conditions it 
is a measure which would receive substantial bipartisan 
support, but these are not normal times. These are times 
fraught with budget and tax difficulties, and Senate Bill No. 
880 is no exception, If approved in its present form, it would 
require, according to the Governor's Office of Budget, 
approximately $150 million in higher Motor License Fund 
taxes to fund this program. This would not be the first time 
we have confronted the question of Motor License Fund taxes 
under the Thornburgh Administration. To the contrary, 
higher Motor License Fund taxes seem to be the rule rather 
than the exception these last four and one-half years. We have 
raised them not once, but four times, totaling $393 million. 
There was a two cents a gallon increase in the gas tax in 1979 
that raised approximately $100 million. There was the $90 
million increase in a variety of motor vehicle fees in 1980. 
There was the 3.5 percent oil franchise tax enacted in 1981 to 
raise a projected $163 million. There was the $40 million axle 
tax enacted by this Administration shortly after the guberna
torial elec!ion last November. 

I regret to say we are at the same old stand once again this 
year. My quarrel, therefore, is not necessarily with the sub
stance of Senate Bill No. 880, it is with the timing of its con
sideration. My quarrel is with the means to fund it at existing 
levels that we do not have before us. Bring the funding mech-
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anism to the floor before you ask us to authorize the expendi
ture level of highway work for the next fiscal year. 

I think the vote today is going to continue the responsible 
approach that the Senate Democrat caucus has taken to the 
budget process throughout June and here in July. We are once 
again facing the same procedure where we are going to be 
asked to approve a budget which does not have proper 
funding. I think to get bipartisan support for this measure or 
for any measure dealing with the funding of State govern
ment, the Majority party and the Administration are going to 
have to come forth with responsible positions such as coming 
up with the taxes prior to passing something rather than 
passing a bill that does not have the funding or passing a tax 
that does not fund what they passed to fund State govern
ment. I think the record will show that many Democrats in 
this Senate supported those four tax increases that have been 
given to this Administration over the past four years. My 
remarks today are not to mean we will not support good 
responsible funding of the highway system in Pennsylvania in 
the future. The vote today is going to express how we feel 
about the whole budget process. It has not been done in an 
honest manner. It has not been done in a manner which 
reflects the seriousness of the problems we face. I do not 
know whether this bill will pass today or not, but I am asking 
the Members on the other side of the aisle to think very seri
ously about what they are doing here today, and after they 
have done that, vote "no." 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair notes the presence on the 
floor of Senator Lewis and cancels his temporary legislative 
leave of absence. The Chair also notes the presence on the 
floor of Senator Scanlon and cancels his temporary legislative 
leave of absence. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, perhaps I am being hypo
critical to stand up and make this speech because I did not 
join those Democrats who voted for the last tax increase on 
the axle tax. I did not join the Democrats who voted for the 
franchise tax of a couple of years ago. I did not join with the 
Republicans who voted for those two taxes. What the gentle
man has just asked the Members in this Senate to do is to not 
pay our State employees their wages. That is what it is. I do 
not know how many tens of thousands of good union 
members of AFSCME will not be paid if the gentleman is suc
cessful in his plea. May I remind the Members that the first 
payroll will be on Thursday, which is tomorrow. 

Mr. President, I have been brought up in a way that always 
emphasized that when a man worked he should be able to take 
his wages home on payday and not a week or a month or two 
months later. So many of our AFSCME workers who work 
for PennDOT, regardless of the fact the Democrats do not 
seem to care or are not paying attention, are union men who 
are being denied wages. They do not have the backup. The 
money is there. Yes, this budget spends more than what the 

tax forecast portends, but the Governor can blue-line, in part, 
the amount appropriated over and above the tax forecast. 
Under the Constitution the Governor can so act. I plead to the 
people on both sides in this Chamber to pass this bill so we 
can have our workers paid. It is already too late to make 
Thursday because it has to go to the House for concurrence. 
If the House follows this up, let the House explain to 
AFSCME why their members are not getting the wages for 
which they have been working. May I remind the Members 
that it is hard working on those roads in ice and snow and it is 
just as hard in the horrible heat of the summer. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I do not wish to 
prolong this debate because I think it is something we have 
talked about quite enough in the past week and a half. I want 
to remind the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell, spe
cifically, that it is July 6th and I did not choose to wait until 
July 6th to call this bill up. The Majority party did. It is their 
show. If they were so concerned about paydays and payless 
paydays, why was this bill not called up the second week of 
June or the third week of June or the fourth week of June? It 
is July 6th. So they have a payday on Thursday, why did you 
not wait until then to pass it, then you could have gone home 
and said you did your job. But you are not doing your job. 
You are not acting responsibly. You are asking us once again 
to vote for a bill that does not have the revenues to fund it. 
Short and simple, there is $152 million needed to fund Senate 
Bill No. 880 that is just not there. If those people do not get 
paid on Thursday, it is the fault of the Republican Majority in 
this Senate and the Republican Governor. It is your responsi
bility to run things. You are the ones who wanted the leader
ship you have. I would have had this bill in front of this Body 
on June 6th if I would have been running the show. We would 
not have waited until the last minute and come up with these 
hysterical pleas for paydays. We are not talking about one 
payday being missed, we are talking about $152 million that is 
going to be needed and it is going to be taken out of the 
pockets of the taxpayers in Pennsylvania to fund a highway 
program. Now you can cry and wail and gnash your teeth all 
you want, but I do not think you can change those facts. This 
is a Senate bill. Even if it goes to the House, under the Consti
tution it has to go through the committee system and be read 
across that desk over there three times before it can be passed. 
So do not play games. We are not talking about these people 
not getting paid on Thursday whether this bill passes today or 
not. They are not going to get paid on Thursday if there are 
fifty votes in this Senate for it. The fact is it is July 6th and 
this is the first time I have had an opportunity to discuss the 
PennDOT budget-the first time, July 6th, not June 6th-so I 
am telling the Republican Members if they want some respon
sible help from the Democrats who have acted responsibly, do 
not play games. Put the bill up in time to vote when some 
good can be done and put the funding measures up with it. 
That is all I am asking. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, in response to the gentleman 
from Fayette, Senator Lincoln, I will wail, I will cry out, I will 
gnash my teeth, but I want to make damn sure that the people 
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who work for the State get their wages. I will not be part of a 
callous plan of trying to get the Members of this Senate to say 
not to pay them at all. lf this bill is expeditiously handled in 
the House of Representatives without more of the political 
statesmanship that their party has shown us, if they would 
just forget using State employees and welfare recipients as 
pawns, these people could be paid by next week. But no, what 
the gentleman proposes is not to pay them at all. Vote "no," 
then they will not get any money. 

Mr. President, I say to the gentleman that he answer to 
AFSCME. He can tell AFSCME why he is up here today 
saying, "Do not pay the members of AFSCME who work for 
PennDOT." 

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: 

Bell Hess 
Brightbill Holl 
Corman Hopper 
Fisher Howard 
Greenleaf Jubelirer 
Hager Kratzer 
Helfrick Kusse 

Andrezeski Lewis 
Bodack Lincoln 
Early Lloyd 
Furno Lynch 
Hankins Mellow 
Kelley Musto 

YEAS-27 

Loeper 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Rhoades 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 

NAYS-22 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Rocks 
Ross 
Scanlon 

Snyder 
Stauffer 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

Singe! 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Williams 
Zemprelli 

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

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

SB 876 CALLED UP 

SB 876 (Pr. No. 1030) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page 2 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator 
SCANLON. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 876 (Pr. No. 1030) - The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation from a restricted revenue 
account within the General Fund to the Public Utility Commis
sion. 

Considered the third time, 

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

lowing amendment: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines l and 2, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting: 

Making appropriations from a restricted revenue account within 
the General Fund to the Public Utility Commission. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 11, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting: 

Section I. The following sums are hereby appropriated from 
the restricted revenue account within the General Fund to the 
Public Utility Commission to provide for the operation of the 
commission for the fiscal period July 1, 1983 to June 30, 1984, 
for the purposes and in the amounts shown: 

(l) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of the Public 
Utility Commission including the chairman and 
commissioners, Office of the Director of Opera
tions, Bureau of Public Information, Office of 
Special Assistants, Office of Intergovernmental 
Affairs and the Secretary's Bureau ........ $6,215,000 

(2) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of the 
Offices of Counsel and Administrative Law Judge .. 
..................................................... .4,667,000 

(3) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of rates, 
research and transportation including the Bureau of 
Conservation, Economics and Energy Planning, 
Bureau of Nonrail Transportation, Bureau of Rail 
Transportation and the Bureau of Rates ... 5,826,000 

(4) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of investiga
tions and enforcement including the Bureau of 
Audits and the Bureau of Safety and Compliance. 
Funds from this appropriation shall be used to initi
ate audit surveillance of major utility construction 

. projects ........................................... 4,483,000 
(5) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 

expenses for proper administration of the Bureau of 
Consumer Services. Funds from this appropriation 
shall be used to secure equipment and adequate 
temporary or permanent staff to maintain a reason
able completion rate on the toll free telephone lines 
into this bureau. A reasonable completion rate shall 
be a rate where, on a monthly average, at least 20% 
of all calls to the bureau are completed. Progress 
toward this goal shall be reported to the Chairmen 
of the Appropriations Committees of the House of 
Representatives and Senate on a quarterly basis ...... 
...................................................... 1,488,000 
Section 2. This act shall take effect July 1, 1983 or if enacted 

subsequent to that date, then immediately. 

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, this amendment proposes 
to add approximately $2 million to the Public Utility Commis
sion budget for the purpose of authorizing a full funding level 
for their budget in keeping with the request made by the 
Public Utility Commission. I think the reasoning behind the 
budget request has merit and it is for that purpose that I ask 
each of the Members of the Senate to support this amend

ment. 
Mr. President, we should note, since there has been a great 

deal of discussion about funding expenditures and increases in 
taxes, the Public Utility Commission budget is not funded 
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from the General Fund, but, rather, is funded from assess
ments made against the utilities themselves. In fact, the utili
ties are permitted then to pass along these costs to the 
ratepayers. While we do have to be mindful of the cost that is 
going to be imposed upon ratepayers, we should note in the 
first instance that we are not talking about any expenditures 
that have to come from the General Fund. Each $1 million of 
the Public Utility Commission budget carries in the pass 
through to the consumers a cost obligation of approximately 
six cents on an annual basis. The amendments I have offered 
would have a cost impact of approximately twelve cents for 
the next entire fiscal year for each of the ratepaying consum
ers in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. What then is it 
that they may expect in terms of benefits for this modest 
expenditure? 

The Public Utility Commission has told us that at this 
funding level they will not only be able to add many new audi
tors, but also to add additional consumer service personnel. I 
think we all understand that with additional auditors there 
will be better track kept on the expenditures which translate 
into the foundation used for rate increases made by the utili
ties. Obviously, consumer service personnel are going to have 
a very direct front line benefit in handling any of the questions 
or needs that the very consumers who will be asked to pay 
twelve cents for the year for the services will have. 

Most importantly, however, Mr. President, through the 
addition of this funding for the Public Utility Commission, 
they will be able for the first time to initiate audits of utility 
construction projects. There have been a great deal of ques
tions raised about the expenditures being made by utilities in 
their construction projects, whether cost overruns are out of 
control and whether the monies that are being spent are being 
done so wisely. We all know full well that every dollar spent 
on those construction projects is a dollar that has to be passed 
through to the consumers to be paid in their future utility 
bills. With these expectations in mind, I think it is clear that a 
twelve cent expenditure for the next year for the consumers 
has the clear potential for resulting in savings in utility bills to 
those consumers far in excess of the amount they will have to 
pay for those services. I would request an affirmative vote on 
the amendment. 

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

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

YEAS-22 

Andrezeski Lewis O'Pake Singe! 
Boda ck Lincoln Reibman Stapleton 
Early Lloyd Rocks Stout 
Furno Lynch Ross Williams 
Hankins Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 
Kelley Musto 

NAYS-27 

Bell Hess Loeper Snyder 
Brightbill Holl Moore Stauffer 
Corman Hopper O'Connell Street 
Fisher Howard Pecora Tilghman 
Greenleaf Jubelirer Rhoades Wenger 

Ha1;ier 
Helfrick 

Kratzer 
Kusse 

Shaffer 
Shumaker 

Wilt 

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 LEWIS, by unanimous consent, offered the fol-

lowing amendment: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting: 
Making appropriations from a restricted revenue account within 

the General Fund to the Public Utility Commission. 
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 11, by striking out all of 

said lines and inserting: 
Section 1. The following sums are hereby appropriated from 

the restricted revenue account within the General Fund to the 
Public Utility Commission to provide for the operation of the 
commission for the fiscal period July 1, 1983 to June 30, 1984, 
for the purposes and in the amounts shown: 

(1) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of the Public 
Utility Commission including the chairman and 
commissioners, Office of the Director of Opera
tions, Bureau of Public Information, Office of 
Special Assistants, Office of Intergovernmental 
Affairs and the Secretary's Bureau ........ $5,930,000 

(2) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of the 
Offices of Counsel and Administrative Law Judge .. 
..................................................... .4,250,000 

(3) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of rates, 
research and transportation including the Bureau of 
Conservation, Economics and Energy Planning, 
Bureau of Nonrail Transportation, Bureau of Rail 
Transportation and the Bureau of Rates ... 5,420,000 

(4) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for the proper administration of investiga
tions and enforcement including the Bureau of 
Audits and the Bureau of Safety and Compliance. 
Funds from this appropriation shall be used to initi
ate audit surveillance of major utility construction 
projects ........................................... 3,875,000 

(5) For the salaries, wages and all necessary 
expenses for proper administration of the Bureau of 
Consumer Services. Funds from this appropriation 
shall be used to secure equipment and adequate 
temporary or permanent staff to maintain a reason
able completion rate on the toll free telephone lines 
into this bureau. A reasonable completion rate shall 
be a rate where, on a monthly average, at least 20% 
of all calls to the bureau are completed. Progress 
toward this goal shall be reported to the Chairmen 
of the Appropriations Committees of the House of 
Representatives and Senate on a quarterly basis ...... 
...................................................... 1,245,000 
Section 2. This act shall take effect July 1, 1983 or if enacted 

subsequent to that date, then immediately. 

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, this amendment is essen
tially in line with the spending program currently proposed 
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under Senate Bill No. 876. In fact, it represents a 4 percent 
increase which was the request made by the Governor's 
Budget Office for submission from all of the departments 
when they were doing the early budget work-ups. The specific 
impact is that there would be a $177 ,000 increase in the appro
priation for the Public Utility Commission. 

The much more important aspect of this amendment is that 
it would break down the authorizations into categories such as 
we do with all of the other agencies and departments of State 
government rather than simply appropriating a lump sum 
amount to the Public Utility Commission. The specific areas 
for which the expenditures are authorized will be itemized and 
the amounts appropriated for those itemizations will be 
clearly set forth so there will be more of an opportunity for 
oversight, screening and performance auditing in terms of the 
direct expenditures made by the Public Utility Commission. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request a tempo
rary legislative leave of absence for Senator Shaffer who has 
been called to his office. 

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

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I have no reason to expect 
that the vote on this amendment will be any different than on 
the prior amendment. If that is the case, I have no objection 
to a fast roll call. 

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

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

YEAS-22 

Andrezeski Lewis O'Pake Singe I 
Bodack Lincoln Reibman Stapleton 
Early Lloyd Rocks Stout 
Puma Lynch Ross Williams 
Hankins Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 
Kelley Musto 

NAYS-27 

Bell Hess Loeper Snyder 
Brightbill Holl Moore Stauffer 
Corman Hopper O'Connell Street 
Fisher Howard Pecora Tilghman 
Greenleaf Jubelirer Rhoades Wenger 
Hager Kratzer Shaffer Wilt 
Helfrick Kusse Shumaker 

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? 
It was 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-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe] 
Bodack Howard Musto Snyder 
Brightbill Jubelirer O'Connell Stapleton 
Corman Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Early Kratzer Pecora Stout 
Fisher Kusse Reibman Street 
Furno Lewis Rhoades Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lincoln Rocks Wenger 
Hager Lloyd Ross Williams 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 165 (Pr. No. 175) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 6, 1951 (P. L. 69, No. 20), 
entitled "The Landlord and Tenant Act of 1951," prohibiting 
nonrenewal or termination of a lease on the basis of certain activ
ities. 

Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator SCANLON, on behalf of Senator ZEMPRELLI, 

by unanimous consent, offered the following amendment: 

Amend Title, page I, line 5, by inserting after "thereto,"": 
defining "tenants' organization or association"; and 

Amend Sec. l, page I, line 9, by striking out "The" and insert
ing: Section 101 of the 

Amend Sec. l, page 1, line 11, by striking out "section" and 
inserting: definition 

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 11 and 12: 

Section 102. Definitions.-As used in this act. 
*** 
(5) "Tenants' organization or association" shall mean a group 

of tenants organized for any purpose directly related to their 
rights or duties as tenants. 

Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, page l, line 17, by striking out "2" and insert-
ing: 3 

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

its order at the request of Senator SCANLON. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 
AND LAID ON THE TABLE 

HB 189 (Pr. No. 1402) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act amending the "Real Estate Tax Sale Law," approved 
July 7, 1947 (P. L. 1368, No. 542), extending time for claims for 
unpaid taxes; and extending waiting periods. 

Considered the third time, 

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

lowing amendment: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 308), page 3, line 19, by striking out 
"section 502" and inserting: sections 502 and 503 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 502), page 3, line 28, by inserting after 
"TAXPAYERS": for up to twelve (12) additional months 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 503), page 3, line 30, by inserting after 
"county" where it appears the second time: enact legislation pur
suanttO section 502,then the county commissioners 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 503), page 4, line 10, by striking out resi
dential" and inserting: owner-occupied 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 503), page 5, line 20, by striking out 
"residence" and inserting: owner-occupied property 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, line 23, by striking out "residential" 
and inserting: owner-occupied 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, line 26, by striking out "residential" 
and inserting: owner-occupied 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6, line 3, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting: 

Section 4. Sections 308(a)(4), 502 and 503, added by this 
amendatory act, shall expire January 1, 1985. 

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

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

amended? 
Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 

bill, as amended, was laid on the table. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 595 and 596 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 
AND LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 634 (Pr. No. 1077) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for 
minimum terms for aggravated assault, theft by deception, rape 
and involuntary deviate sexual intercourse committed against 
persons over 60 or under 12 years of age. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Title, page I, line 3, by inserting after "for": robbery, 
Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "or": aggra

vated assault, rape and involuntary deviate sexual intercourse 
committed against persons 

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

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

amended? 
Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 

·bill, as amended, was laid on the table. 

SB 703 (Pr. No. 1078) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," further providing 
for certain fiscal training for managers or certain employees. 

Considered the third time, 

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

lowing amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 9 and 10, by striking out "THE 
AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 599.l(A)" and inserting: 
Section 599.l(d) 

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

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

amended? 
Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 

bill, as amended, was laid on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair notes the return to the floor 
of Senator Zemprelli and his temporary legislative leave of 
absence will, therefore, be cancelled. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 714 (Pr. No. 1080) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 28, 1895 (P. L. 408, No. 289), 
entitled, as amended, "Foreign Fire Insurance Premium Tax 
Allocation Law," requiring treasurers to make payments within 
60 days of receipt of the State moneys for relief or pension associ
ations. 

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: 
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Andrezeski Holl 
Bell Hopper 
Bodack Howard 
Brightbill Jubelirer 
Corman Kelley 
Early Kratzer 
Fisher Kusse 
Furno Lewis 
Greenleaf Lincoln 
Hager Lloyd 
Hankins Loeper 
Helfrick Lynch 
Hess 

YEAS-49 

Mellow 
Moore 
Musto 
O'Connell 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Rocks 
Ross 
Scanlon 
Shaffer 

NAYS-0 

Shumaker 
Singe! 
Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stauffer 
Stout 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill 

to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

SB 780 (Pr. No. 1081) -The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1225, No. 316), 
entitled "The Game Law," providing for the release of the 
mailing list for the Pennsylvania Game News. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of 

the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe! 
Bodack Howard Musto Snvder 
Brightbill Jubelirer O'Connell Stapleton 
Corman Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Early Kratzer Pecora Stout 
Fisher Kusse Reibman Street 
Furno Lewis Rhoades Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lincoln Rocks Wenger 
Hager Lloyd Ross Williams 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

HB 166 (Pr. No. 944) - The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending "The Game Law," approved June 3, 1937 
(P. L. 1225, No. 316), further providing for the disturbing oF 
traps; and providing penalties for harassment of wildlife. 

Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 

bill was laid on th.e table. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 193 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 

order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 199 (Pr. No. 1019) -The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act regulating contractors, subcontractors and suppliers in 
dealings with governmental agencies; making certain activities 
unlawful; and providing penalties. 

The bill was considered. 

On the question, 

Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration? 

Senator REIBMAN offered the following amendment: 

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

Amend Sec. 2, page 1, line 14, by striking out ", by private 
agreement," 

On the question, 

Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

It was agreed to. 

Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed over in 

its order at the request of Senator REIBMAN. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 200 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 

order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 379 (Pr. No. 1411) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for the licensing and regulating of public 
adjusters and public adjuster solicitors. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider-

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill 

to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 108 and 161 - Without objection, the bills were passed 

over in their order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 446 and 447 - Without objection, the bills were passed 

over in their order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 455 (Pr. No. 579) - The Senate proceeded to consider

ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act regulating continuing care facilities; imposing duties 
upon the Insurance Commissioner; requiring certificate of 
authority; revocation of certificates; regulating disclosure state-
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ments; advertisement; regulating financial reserves; requiring 
escrows; regulating residents' agreements; establishing an advis
ory council; granting right of organization; regulating liquidation 
and rehabilitation; imposing civil liability; providing for the right 
to investigate and subpoena, liens, cross-collateralization, cease 
and desist orders and audits; imposing fees and regulations; and 
making criminal penalties. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 
AND LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 474 (Pr. No. 978} The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1974 (P. L. 34, No. 
15), entitled, "Pennsylvania Municipal Retirement Law," 
further providing for the payment of expenses of the board; and 
providing for approval of budget. 

The bill was considered. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration? 
Senator CORMAN offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 2, line 29, by striking out 
"JUNE OF ANY FISCAL" and inserting: December of any 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 2, line 30, by striking out 
"FISCAL" 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 3, line 1, by striking out 
"APPROPRIATE" and inserting: appropriations 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 3, line 3, by striking out 
"JUNE" and inserting: December 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 3, line 3, by striking out 
"FISCAL" and inserting: calendar 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 117), page 3, line 4, by striking out 
"FISCAL" and inserting: calendar 

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

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

amended? 
Senator CORMAN offered the following amendment: 

Amend Bill, page I, lines 28 and 29; page 2, lines 1 and 2, by 
striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting: 

Section 1. Section 104(1) of the act of February I, 1974 
(P.L.34, No.15), known as the Pennsylvania Municipal Retire
ment Law, amended May 17, 1980 (P .L.135, No.50), is amended 
to read: 

Section 104. General Powers of the Board.-The board shall: 
(1) Appoint a secretary who shall appoint the clerical and other 

employes of the board, whose positions, [including the secre
tary's,] excluding the secretary's and assistant secretary's, shall 
be under the classified service provisions of the act of August 5, 
1941 (P.L.752, No.286), as amended and the secretary shall fill 
future vacancies in accordance with such provisions. The com
pensation of all persons so appointed shall be fixed by the board 
and shall be consistent with the standards established by the Exec
utive Board of this Commonwealth; 

*** 

Section 2. Section 112 of the act, amended June 10, 1982 
(P:L.446, No.131), is amended to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 28, by striking out "2" and insert
ing: 3 

4 
Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 5, by striking out "3" and inserting: 

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

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

amended? 
Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 

bill, as amended, was laid on the table. 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 495 (Pr. No. 542) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 31, 1971 (P. L. 398, No. 
96), entitled "County Pension Law," further defining "county 
employe." 

Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 
bill was laid on the table. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 538, 547, 610 and 616 - Without objection, the bills 
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 641 (Pr. No. 1020) The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, allowing certain provisions for energy 
conservation or load management. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 642, HB 682, SB 779 and 788 - Without objection, the 
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 853 (Pr. No. 998) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 22, 1981 (P. L. 558, No. 
166), entitled "A supplement to the act of July l, 1981 (P. L. 142, 
No. 47), entitled 'An act providing for the capital budget for the 
fiscal year 1981-1982,' itemizing public improvement and furni
ture and equipment projects to be constructed or acquired 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; ... .," requiring a portion of the replacement 
housing units in the Pittsburgh State Correctional Institution to 
be used for mental treatment of persons charged with or con
victed of crimes. 
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Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

SB 905 (Pr. No. 1100) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of (P. L. , No. ), enti-
tled "An act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
I 983-1984," itemizing transportation assistance projects to be 
acquired or constructed by the Pennsylvania Department of 
Transportation, together with their estimated financial cost; 
authorizing the incurring of debt without the approval of the elec
tors for the purpose of financing the projects to be constructed or 
acquired by the Department of Transportation; stating the esti
mated useful life of the projects; and making an appropriation. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator SHAFFER, from the Committee on Community 
and Economic Development, reported the following bills: 

SB 664 (Pr. No. 1102) (Amended) 

An Act to promote the welfare of the people of the Common
wealth by the economic development of certain areas of the Com
monwealth found to be impoverished areas; providing for the 
establishment of development loan and guarantee projects in 
such areas; creating the Municipal Economic Development 
Agency as a body corporate and politic; prescribing the rights, 
powers and duties of the agency; providing for investment tax 
credit against State taxes to certain industrial and commercial 
enterprises; granting tax deductions against State taxes to busi
ness firms locating, expanding or substantially rehabilitating 
facilities in certain impoverished areas; and making an appropri
ation. 

SB 822 (Pr. No. 957) 

An Act amending the act of August 23, 1967 (P. L. 251, No. 
102), entitled, as amended, "Industrial and Commercial Devel
opment Authority Law," further providing for the removal of 
authority board members and for competitive bids on certain 
contracts. 

SB 861 (Pr. No. 1007) 

An Act amending the act of July 22, 1974 (P. L. 610, No. 207), 
entitled "Nursing Home Loan Agency Law," extending the pro
visions of the law to include personal care boarding homes; and 
adding the Secretary of Aging to the membership of the agency. 

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 STATE BOARD OF 
EXAMINERS OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

June 3, 1983. 

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 Gene M. Buckno, 
C.P.A., (Eastern), 2525 Livingston Street, Allentown 18104, 
Lehigh County, Sixteenth Senatorial District, for appointment as 
a member of the State Board of Examiners of Public Accoun
tants, to serve for a term of four years and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice Jerome A. LaManna, C.P.A., 
West Reading, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD OF 
EXAMINERS OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

June 3, 1983. 

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 Ernest 0. Wood, 
C.P.A., (Western), 485 Miranda Road, Upper St. Clair 15241, 
Allegheny County, Thirty-seventh Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the State Board of Examiners of 
Public Accountants, to serve for a term of four years and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, vice John L. Harvey, 
C.P.A., Mount Lebanon, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE REAL 
ESTATE COMMISSION 

June 13, 1983. 

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 L. Helsel, Sr., 690 
Swatara Creek Road, Middletown 17057, Dauphin County, Fif
teenth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
State Real Estate Commission, to serve until October 21, 1987, or 
until his successor has been appointed and' qualified, but not 
longer than six months beyond that period, vice Samuel B. 
Saxton, Allentown, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

June 7, 1983. 

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



1983 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE 853 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Michael G. Moschetti, 
237 Painter Avenue, Greensburg 15601, Westmoreland County, 
Thirty-ninth Senatorial District, for appointment as District 
Justice in and for the County of Westmoreland, Magisterial Dis
trict 0210, to serve until the first Monday of January, 1984, vice 
Michael G. Moschetti, 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-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe! 
Bodack Howard Musto Snyder 
Brightbill Jubelirer O'Connell Stapleton 
Corman Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Early Kratzer Pecora Stout 
Fisher Kusse Reibman Street 
Furno Lewis Rhoades Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lincoln Rocks Wenger 
Hager Lloyd Ross Williams 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

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. 

RESOLUTION OFFERED 

Senator SIN GEL. Mr. President, on behalf of myself and 
several others, I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Singe! asks unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of a resolution. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I object to the resolu
tion being offered today and I request it go through the 
normal procedure of being referred to the Committee on 
Rules and Executive Nominations. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Singe!, therefore, reads in place 
and presents a resolution. 

GENERAL COMMUNICATION 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
Senate Resolution numbered, entitled and referred as follows, 
which was read by the Clerk: 

July 6, 1983 

AMENDING SENATE RULE XIII, SECTION 9 

Senators SIN GEL, KELLY, MELLOW, ROSS, 
STAPLETON, ROCKS and ZEMPRELLI offered the fol
lowing resolution (Senate Resolution No. 68), which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomi
nations: 

In the Senate, July 6, 1983. 

A RESOLUTION 

Amending Senate Rule XIII, section 9. 
RESOLVED, That Senate Rule XIII, section 9, be amended to 

read: 
XIII MOTIONS 

* * * 
Motion for Previous Question 

9. Pending the consideration of any question before the 
Senate, a Senator may call for the previous question, and if sec
onded by four Senators, the President shall submit the question: 
"Shall the main question now be put?" If a [majority] two-thirds 
vote is in favor of it, the main question shall be ordered, the 
effect of which shall cut off all further amendments and debate, 
and bring the Senate to a direct vote. First upon the pending 
amendments and motions, if there be any, then upon the main 
proposition. The previous question may be ordered on any 
pending amendment or motion before the Senate. 

* * * 

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 Mr. and 
Mrs. Michael O'Shea, the Reverend Michael J. Polak and to 
St. Anthony's Chapel of Troy Hill by Senator Bodack. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Richard 
Nelson Crain and to Mrs. Fannie M. Weigel by Senator 
Hopper. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Daniel F. 
Leonard by Senator Lloyd. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Joseph A. 
Provenza by Senator Pecora. 

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do now proceed to consideration of all bills reported 
from committees for the first time attoday's Session. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The bills were as follows: 

SB 664, 822, 861 and 867. 

And said bills having been considered for the first time, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for second consid

eration. 
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PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

Senator SIN GEL. Mr. President, just a few moments ago, I 

offered a resolution that would have amended Senate Rule 

XIII, Section 9, to require that a two-thirds vote would be 

necessary in order to succeed in a motion to call the previous 

question. The obvious purpose of the resolution was to make 

sure the motion to call the previous question to choke off 

debate was not done lightly and was not taken capriciously 

and used as a tool of the Majority to stifle debate on very criti

cal questions. I think we saw an example of that last week. As 

one who has no fear of full and open debate on any issue, I 

think at the very least we ought to make it a little bit more dif

ficult to stop debate on issues of that type of magnitude. 

I think we have a responsibility to be a deliberative Body. I 

think we abrogate that responsibility when, for the sake of 

appearing to be efficient, we terminate debate a little bit pre

cipitously. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I have offered the resolution. I 

ask for its speedy consideration in the Committee of Rules 

and Executive Nominations. I also ask the clear thinking 

Members of this Body to join me in an effort to be states

manlike and to discuss things in a full and open manner. 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I rise to discuss a legisla

tive procedure that was used about 2:00 a.m. in the morning 

on Friday of last week, when there was a motion to call the 

previous question which had the effect of cutting off debate. 

In terms of the parliamentary structure, that motion is nonde

batable and the maker of the motion may interrupt a speaker 

to make that motion. 
Mr. President, I, and others, feel that it was extremely inap

propriate to have done so for two reasons. It was for these 

reasons that I, and others, have expressed our intense concern 

over those matters on Friday morning. 

The first reason, Mr. President, is the debate which was 

taking place at that time was both substantive and on a criti

cally important issue to Pennsylvanians. 

Secondly, and more importantly, Mr. President, the 

motion represented an abrogation of free speech. The Demo

cratic Members of this Body were not engaged in a filibuster 

at the time of the motion. The Democratic speakers at that 

time were not dealing with tangential issues. The legislative 

record shall show, for example, the gentleman from Cambria, 

Senator Singe!, very substantively discussed during the 

evening the effect of taxation on cigarettes; the gentleman 

from Allegheny, Senator Early, sincerely questioned the 

impact of the payment schedule regarding sales taxes; and the 

gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis, who was interrupted 

at the time of the first motion, was providing a substantive 

overview of the issue that was before us. 

The real issue, Mr. President, is one of freedom of speech. 

There simply is not anything more fundamental in the demo

cratic form of government than free expression. There is no 

more basic place in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to 

conduct a free exchange of ideas than on the floor of the 

Senate of Pennsylvania. If we trace the societal evolution of 

this, maybe we can gain a better perspective. We start out as a 

society and determine the best way for us to function is to 

have representative government. The people then, in turn, 

elect other people to represent them. Those elected representa

tives meet at a designated place to review what is in the best 

interests of those who have elected them. They meet in a des

ignated place and in an open forum. To inhibit that process, 

when it is not being abused, is repugnant to everything we 

stand for in a representative democracy. 

Historical perspective, Mr. President, shows that people in 

our country, and a lot of them, have died to maintain the right 

to freedom of speech. I feel to have inhibited that on the floor 

of this Body in the manner in which that was done was 

improper. I do not believe for a single moment the gentlemen 

who offered the motions were consciously acting to inhibit 

free exchange of ideas. Rather, they were reacting to the 

immediate situation. It is our responsibility, however, to 

maintain a sense of the big picture, to understand where we 

are coming from and where we are going to, and where we are 

in that big picture at any given time. We also have a responsi

bility to be able to react and respond to the immediacy of situ

ations within that big picture. We should not become crea

tures of reaction alone. We must maintain a sense of perspec

tive and I feel that is what we have failed to do by cutting off 

debate on Friday morning. 

Mr. President, the issue was important. It regarded the 

funding of this State, the people's right to representative gov

ernment and the expression of ideas was very much at the 

core. I hope we will be most reticent in the future in this Body 

to use as a legislative or parliamentary tool something that can 

inhibit a concept that is so basic to the very reason we are here 

in the first place. If that is not to be the case, history again 

shows that many simply will not tolerate any incursion on that 

inalienable human right. 

Senator ROCKS. Mr. President, I have hung around for 

this order of business to reinforce some of the thoughts that 

have been expressed, as we have that opportunity under Peti

tions and Remonstrances, by the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Senator Lloyd, and the gentleman from 

Cambria, Senator Singe!, following the introduction of a res

olution that would change a Senate Rule. Sticking around, I 

recollect myself, not just for the other morning activities of 

the very dramatic parliamentary move to cut off debate, but 

in my own career in the State Legislature as a very young man 

serving my first term in the House of Representatives, I had 

an occasion where given the emotion of the hour in what was 

a heated controversy at the time for the State of Pennsylvania, 

I stood in place for a motion to move the previous question. 

Following that instance in my own legislative life, I remember 

conversations that were very real with some senior Members 

of the House of Representatives. I recall the self-examination 

that I was forced to go through in ever considering again that, 

what I believe, most dramatic parliamentary move to move a 

previous question. 
As has been stated rather eloquently by the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Senator Lloyd, we are each elected to a deliber

ative Body, and in this Senate, as long as thcre is a Senate 
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Chamber, there will be a Majority party and there will be a 
Minority party. When we are in the Minority party, we are 
fully charged with a responsibility to a constituency that sends 
us here, to a party we represent and to the entire citizenry of 
our own State. We are charged with being heard because we 
will not change much by vote totals. The voice of a Minority is 
sometimes all it has in a deliberative Body. Our process is 
built upon that. 

Looking back over past weeks, it becomes frustrating when 
even an attempt to debate certain issues in a Chamber that 
each one of us is greatly honored to serve in, having gone 
through an election, asking people to select us to be here as 
their representafr;es, that even a simple resolution that would 
allow us to debate a question gets somewhat run through a 
parliamentary process that does not even allow debate on 
that. I offer the Members the example of today's resolution 
whereby a Member of this Senate would naturally ask for 
unanimous consent for that to be addressed. Yes, it would 
take a little time, as it would take a little time even at 2:00 
a.m., 3:00 a.m. or 4:00 a.rn. in the morning to pass a half 
billion dollars in taxes. That time spent is not time wasted. 
Regrettably, today, we once again go without formal debate 
on the whole question of whether or not we have a right to be 
heard at a time in the order of business of the day. I go back 
to this personally, where in an attempt to open up this 
Chamber to electronic media coverage a lot of parliamentary 
maneuvering was done last week just to be heard at the proper 
time. If there are reasons Senators disagree with what is pro
posed, those reasons should be heard in the fullest and most 
meaningful context of very real debate because that is why we 
are charged with coming here as representatives of the people. 

I think it was a very, very serious point that was made by 
the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Singe!, with regard to 
his resolution today to change a Senate Rule. I think the gen
tleman from Philadelphia, Senator Lloyd, very properly takes 
this time to express not just the frustration of an early 
morning hour on July 1st, but the very seriousness of what a 
deliberative Body like ours is about, and the great tradition 
that we are charged to uphold. 

Mr. President, once again I thank you for letting us take the 
opportunity under this order of business to allow us to at least 
be able to express ourselves. I hope that even as we go through 
the very highly charged hours ahead of us, that of passing a 
budget that appears to be difficult, that an impasse is very 
much upon us when it comes to deciding how we are going to 
fund the programs in the State of Pennsylvania, that a Minor
ity party has a role to play and we take it seriously. If there is 
any one real regret from July lst at 2:00 a.m. or 3:00 a.m. in 
the morning· in here, it is that I join with my Democratic col
leagues in assuring the Members there was no abuse that took 
place in this Chamber and that the highly dramatic, if not the 
most dramatic, parliamentary motion to move a previous 
question that shuts down any debate at all, is one we better 
consider seriously for the future of what we are to be about as 
Senators in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, I can assure the Members 
will be brief. Being the one who the motion was made 

against when the motion was made to move the previous ques
tion, I have to tell the Members that I was extremely disap
pointed. Needless to say, the evening was long when it hap
pened. Needless to say, I did my best to keep things under 
control, but, needless to say, there was a statement made on 
the floor of this Senate that was extremely inaccurate. I refer 
to the statement by the gentleman from Chester, Senator 
Stauffer, when he indicated individuals do not have to pay 
sales tax until they collect it. I think a mistake of that magni
tude should have been discussed at great length and it should 
not have been left with the Members of this particular Body to 
vote on a particular bill with the information as inaccurate as 
that was. 

Mr. President, I have talked with the Majority Leader on 
this particular issue and he assured me that if that is true that 
that particular part of the bill was extremely unfair to the 
small businessmen of the State of Pennsylvania, he would 
check into that. I would like to emphasize that. 

I have been told the retailers had no objection to that par
ticular part of the bill. I would like to emphasize that I could 
see why the retailers had no objection to that particular part 
of the bill because retailers will get their money most of the 
time at the time of the transaction, which means they will have 
the money in their hands. The part of that particular bill that 
was extremely unfair, which I hope the Majority party will 
check on, is the individual businessman who is not fortunate 
enough to have the money paid immediately at the time of the 
transaction. If that particular bill should pass, those individ
uals who are small businessmen will have to pay within twenty 
days a sales tax to the State which they will not have an oppor
tunity to collect until considerably beyond the twenty days 
that is indicated in that particular piece of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (William J. Moore) in the 
Chair. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I would like to 
respond to the point made by the gentleman that my remarks 
were incorrect. I do not agree the context in which I made the 
statement was incorrect. Maybe we can take a moment now 
and straighten out the situation so that we all have an under
standing of exactly what we are talking about when we talk 
about the collection of the sales and use tax. 

The responsibility of any business person is that of a trus
tee-ship on the part of the Commonwealth to collect the sales 
tax and the responsibility under the law is that the sales tax is 
supposed to be collected up front, which means at the time the 
transaction is made. I thought when we were having this dis
cussion the other evening that we were talking about normal 
billing transactions because, obviously, we could have an 
unusual transaction in which extended terms would be given 
and so forth. If someone were willing to give extended terms 
and include the sales tax in that and be willing to pay the 
money to the Commonwealth in advance, the point the gentle
man made would, indeed, be correct and accurate. However, 
that would certainly not be a problem as far as the taxpayer 



856 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE JULY 6, 

was concerned because if he was not in a position to give those 
kinds of extended terms he would be somewhat foolish to do 
so. 

Under the present law as it exists today, the twenty-day rule 
we legislated on the other evening is the practice in the months 
of May and June when retailers must pay within twenty days 
and that has been the law in the Commonwealth for a long, 
long time. I am aware of no hardship, no problem or any 
complaint that has existed with regard to that. The only thing 
we did in the tax bill we considered the other evening was to 
make operable for all twelve months of the year the system 
that is now operable for the months of May and June. 

Mr. President, I would also point out, if there is any confu
sion in anyone's mind, that the twenty-day rule means they 
pay over to the Commonwealth the sales tax collected twenty 
days after the first of the following month. That means they 
do not remit within twenty days but they remit within twenty 
days plus the amount of days accrued from the time the trans
action was made. Therefore, if we take an average, which 
would be fifteen days, they would actually have thirty-five 
days in which to pay the money over to the Commonwealth. I 
think most people in the general parlance of the business com
munity would agree that any terms greater than thirty-day 
terms would be considered extended terms. Therefore, the 
point I made, that the business people would be able to collect 
the tax and remit the money as collected, would be true 
because they would have, on an average, thirty-five days 
within which to make payment to the Commonwealth for 
transactions that are normally concluded within thirty days or 
less. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, the gentleman uses terms 
such as "up front," "extended terms," and "the thirty-day 
rule." It is obvious the gentleman is a retailer and only a 
retailer. Retailers do get the sales tax at the time the trans
action is made. Retailers were in favor of this particular provi
sion in the bill. The gentleman said that anything over thirty 
days is an extended term. 

The gentleman lives in a fantasy world. If anyone is in the 
real world of business, thirty days is considered cash. With 
many individuals who are not retailers, and I prefaced my 
remarks last week when I said with the exception of retailers, 
there is no problem with the twenty days because the retailer 
has the cash. He has the cash in his hand. The reality in the 
business world is, with the exception of the retailers, individ
uals have to, one, send an invoice. Assuming the invoice goes 
out on the tenth day of January or the tenth day of any 
month, as far as the State of Pennsylvania is concerned, they 
want that sales tax on the twentieth of the following month 
according to this bill. An invoice that goes out on the tenth 
day of January-now keep in mind the State of Pennsylvania 
wants its money on the twentieth day of February-or if an 
invoice goes out today, the person who receives that invoice 
will probably do nothing with it until the following month. If 
they are prompt, they will probably pay by the thirtieth of 
February and they would be considered a good customer if 
they paid by the thirtieth day of February. The State of Penn-

sylvania wants it on the twentieth, which means those individ
uals, if they are fortunate enough to have capital to that 
extent, have to pay it out of their pockets or most of them 
have to go out and borrow the money. 

Mr. President, the gentleman said he is not aware of any 
hardship. That is because the gentleman is a retailer. Of 
course he is not aware of it. A small businessman is having a 
difficult time trying to pay the sales tax money because he 
does not have it. What I took exception to was the statement 
the gentleman made that they do not have to pay that tax until 
they are paid. I would like to inform the gentleman that in the 
real world out there to pay within sixty days is considered a 
good customer. According to this piece of legislation, they 
have to pay the sales tax within twenty days. I will give the 
gentleman the benefit of the doubt, that it is the twentieth of 
the following month and that I will concede. That individual 
has a slim chance, practically no chance, of getting his money 
so that he can remit it to the State. What the gentleman said, 
that I took exception to, was the fact that they do not pay it 
until they get paid. I know the gentleman is going to hang his 
hat on extended terms but, what is extended terms? An indi
vidual businessman is dealing with customers and if he in turn 
would say, as the gentleman said, give us the sales tax up 
front, let us assume he sends out an invoice for $100,000, does 
the gentleman honestly believe someone is going to send the 6 
percent sales tax, or $6,000, immediately? That is fantasy. 
They are not going to send him $6,000. They are not going to 
send him $100,000 or $106,000 for at least forty-five days, 
fifty days or sixty days. So the provision in that piece of legis
lation means that that individual who sells and who makes a 
$100,000 sale is going to have to go to the bank and borrow 
$6,000 within twenty days of the following month, long 
before he ever gets his money. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I do not want to con
tinue this too long but I think a point has been made here that 
demands response, and that is the kind of transaction that the 
gentleman is talking about. The sales and use tax is basically a 
retail tax. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Early, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator EARLY. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, would the gentleman 

give us an illustration of a $100,000 transaction that would be 
subject to the 6 percent sales tax that would not be considered 
a private transaction or a retail type of sale? I would be inter
ested in an illustration of the type of merchandising to which 
he refers. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, if the gentleman would be 
kind enough to go out the back door he will find a large hole 
and in that large hole there is going to be a building built that 
will probably cost a minimum of $5 million, $6 million or $7 
million, Mr. President, but I think that may be low. We do 
not have to go out of the parking lot before the gentleman will 
see an illustration of what I am referring to. 
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Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, I am confused by that 
response. I would still like a description of what we are talking 
about in the transaction. I know the gentleman was varying as 
to the amounts and so forth in trying to ridicule me, but the 
gentleman should lay aside his personal thoughts and give me 
a straight answer. What is it we are talking about purchasing 
that would be subject to the sales tax that would not be con
sidered a private transaction or a retail type of purchase? That 
is what I want to know. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, every item that goes into 
that particular piece of construction, whatever the cost, and 
every construction item throughout the State of Pennsylvania 
is an example of what the gentleman is looking for. 

Senator STAUFFER. Mr. President, in the case of con
struction, we have a schedule of payments for every type of 
construction whether it is a home being built or a huge build
ing of the type that the gentleman describes. Part of the sched
ule of payments would be sales tax that was applicable along 
with the particular amount of capital that was being paid in 
on the project. I would think that would be well planned and 
well arranged in the financing. I have never, in all the years I 
have dealt with the sales tax, heard anyone in the construction 
business complain that their business was endangered because 
they had a problem meeting the sales tax payments in the 
months of May or June. I keep corning back to the May or 
June point because in the legislation that was proposed we are 
only doing what has been the practice. I think the gentleman 
has made a point in his argument that in theory sounds good 
but in practice really has no merit at all. I do not believe we 
are going to have any kind of a problem. I think if there was a 
problem, it is something we could deal with. The realities are 
that this is the kind of situation that will be dealt with in the 
marketplace in an ordinary fashion and no one will be put 
into any kind of jeopardy. 

The reduction in the sales tax commission that was pro
posed was a different story because that did cut the amount of 
return that a business would receive for acting as the collector 
for the Commonwealth. Under these circumstances, I think 
we have a theoretical concern much more than a real one. 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I would like to specifically 
answer the question of the gentleman from Chester, Senator 
Stauffer. 

Last Friday evening two of the people I met with in my 
office in my district were the president and controller of a spe
cialty steel company in my district in Philadelphia. One of 
their areas of concern applies precisely to what the gentleman 
from Chester, Senator Stauffer, has indicated. They pay sales 
tax on their trucks, forklifts and other such equipment. That 
is precisely the kind of transaction the gentleman from Alle
gheny, Senator Early, is referring to. I might add, Mr. Presi
dent, that all of this underscores the very real need for sub
stantive debate on a tax issue as large as the one we dealt with. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, as I indicated at the start, 
the gentleman is familiar with retailing, but that is the extent 
of it. Let me give the gentleman an example. He said there is 
no real problem. Individuals who sold the steel on that partic-

ular project or on any project will have to submit their invoice 
to the general contractor. The general contractor will review it 
and will, in turn, send it to the architect. The architect will 
review it and it will then go to the State of Pennsylvania. They 
will review it. It will then go back to the contractor and he is 
given the okay to pay that particular invoice. If this would 
take sixty days, that would be an absolute minimum. Multiply 
that by all the construction that goes on in the State of Penn
sylvania, sixty days is an absolute minimum. The gentleman 
says there is no problem. He is not aware of a problem. He is 
not aware of a problem because he does not know there is a 
real problem out there. There has been a real problem out 
there. 

Mr. President, the gentleman made the statement that those 
individuals do not have to pay. He specifically said you do not 
have to pay until it is remitted. Under those conditions, we 
can tell all the individuals involved in construction throughout 
the State of Pennsylvania that the gentleman from Chester, 
Senator Stauffer, says you do not have to remit until you get 
paid. Mr. President, there is nothing that could be farther 
from the truth from the statement that was made last week. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I think there is some 
response called for in the criticism leveled on this side for the 
cutting off of debate by moving the previous question in the 
midnight Session of last Thursday night and Friday morning. 

Mr. President, I sat here and listened to the history and 
political science lesson and, as a history major, I can assure 
the gentleman who made the comments that we over here do 
not take the tool of moving the previous question lightly. It 
has been used very rarely. It has been used by Democrats and, 
yes, it has been used by Republicans. I suppose it is up to 
those who are on one side or the other to judge whether, 
indeed, it has been a fair tool or one that has been abused, as 
has been leveled by the Minority against the Majority. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to review the events before 
the so-called lesson they tried to impart upon us is dealt with 
on a one-sided basis. We adjourned to a midnight Session 
until 12:01 a.rn., some five or six hours before that time took 
place. When we came back at midnight on time and ready to 
go, it was then and then only that I was advised that at that 
time the Democratic Members chose to go to caucus. That 
caucus could have been held at 11:00 p.rn. or 10:00 p.rn. and 
the Members on that side would have had ample time to have 
an adequate dinner and plenty of time to relax and still come 
back for caucus. I, frankly, felt it was an affront to the 
Majority to come back at midnight and then be told there 
would be a caucus. I had to deal with that with my Members 
and gave the Minority Leader the courtesy extended to him 
that there would be a caucus. Finally, at 1:00 a.rn. this side 
insisted we had to get things started, but that took up a full 
hour. That not being enough, we were subjected to what I 
thought was a humiliating situation. I know the gentleman 
well and I respect him as he knows, but I, frankly, felt it was a 
humiliating situation to have to face an objection to dispens
ing with the reading of the Journal from the previous Session. 
In my nine years here that has never been done. I am sure, 
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from talking with others, nobody has ever heard of such a 
spurious type of objection and the time it took to do that. 
Frankly, I felt it was an affront to every Member of the Senate 
that that had to be done at that time. It was not my intention 

to raise this, but I will be darned if I am going to sit here with 
a holier than thou attitude on one side while this side has to 
suffer the embarrassment and humiliation that I felt that par
ticular situation called for. 

The next thing we had, Mr. President, was the subject of 
the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Howard, on legislative 
leave the entire week given the reasons full well that Senator 
Howard, who certainly has a reputation of integrity, was in 
the State of Minnesota dealing with Members of the Min
nesota Legislature and the Senate, in particular, on pension 
reform. As Chairman of the Committee on Finance, I think 
he had every right to be where he was. Legislative leave under 
these Rules was properly granted. Again, an objection was 
made and it took an extraordinary amount of time until the 
objection to his legislative leave was withdrawn. 

Mr. President, I believe the tactics which were used from 
midnight on until roughly 1:30 a.m. or almost 2:00 a.m. were 
dilatory in nature and I think set the atmosphere for the 
evening which ended up in a move for the previous question. 

We were then subjected to a very lengthy speech by the 

Minority Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. He 
has a right to speak as long as he wants, but he did speak long 
and I believe there was an attitude and a perception on this 
side with the number of speeches that were going on and the 
manner in which the Session began that there was a mood
and I think that private conversations verified this-to delay 
that Session as long as could be until some of our Members 
got tired or sick. We did have one Member who suggested to 
us that he was becoming ill and he could not go on and with 
the attitude we felt we faced over here, I think there is some 
justification at least for the second mover of the motion and 
the first mover withdrew it, to move the previous question, 

feeling that was the situation that was taking place and there 
was at least an attempt to be dilatory. When the previous 
speakers indicate to us there was no attempt to do that, they 
do that today and, perhaps, in their eyes, and I respect their 

sincerity, that was true. I believe there were others on that side 
who felt very strongly that the longer they could delay the 
more they could keep the vote from being taken, the more 
opportunity there was to break up this side, for somebody to 
get ill, for somebody to leave the floor and for somebody not 
being able to vote so that the issue that was before us, the tax 
package we proposed, would not be able to be run and would, 
therefore, end up being delayed until the weekend and 
hopefully break up the momentum which we felt we had. 
Acting in a responsible manner, they have asked us to present 
a tax package. We did and we had the votes for it. They have 
told us time and time again there would be no votes from that 
side of the aisle for anything. We expected that and we take 
you at your word. Therefore, we acted in what we thought 
was the only way we could. 

I take the move to a previous question as a very serious 
matter. I was instrumental in asking the first maker of that 
motion to withdraw that motion because I felt it was not 
appropriate at that time. I do not think after what had taken 
place that we could be at least so criticized and so wrong that 
we should sit here and take that without at least giving 
another side. Believe me, gentlemen, there was another side. I 
hope I have presented that. I think what took place in the 

Session, the walking out by the Democratic caucus following 
their Minority Leader without any reason whatsoever, just to 
leave the floor to lend whatever they thought was some dra
matic effect to that particular Session, there was no attempt at 
that time to have anything but the vote. Nothing was done, 
but the Rules of this Senate were, indeed, followed. The Rules 
were followed and, gentlemen, if they do not like the Rules, 
they have an opportunity, as the gentleman from Cambria, 
Senator Singe!, has done, by introducing a resolution to 
change them. This Body from time to time does, indeed, 
change Rules. Frankly, I think if they are going to tell me the 
performance on that side was so perfect and the performance 
on this side was something less than what was politically hon
orable, my answer to them is "bunk." 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I do not believe anyone 
would seriously question the sincerity of any Member of this 
Body or either political party. I do, however, take strong issue 
and differ in opinion from the gentleman from Blair, Senator 
Jubelirer. I do not believe his recitation of the facts represents 
any justification for the use and imposition of the previous 
question. 

Mr. President, the previous question is a legitimate part of 
the law of parliamentary procedure. It is to prevent the 
obstruction of consideration and the obstruction and preven
tion of deliberation. I believe the episode that occurred last 
week cannot be justified at all. The gentleman from Blair, 
Senator Jubelirer, made a recitation about the lateness of the 
hour and the Democratic caucus commencing about midnight 

and said it should have been done earlier. Must I remind the 
gentleman-and may I put it into public record-that on the 
second consideration of that bill, it was not yet in print. I was 
one Member who refused to object in order not to be an 

obstructionist so the Majority could bring it up for proper 
consideration on Friday morning at 12:01 a.m. The first time 
we had that bill in print on our desks was when we were told 
to come back here at 12:01 a.m. I tend to believe it would have 
been highly irresponsible for the Democratic Members of this 
Body to not caucus when it was the first time this bill was in 
print. I dare say an hour is even an inadequate amount of time 
in which to caucus. Nonetheless, we were compelled because 
the Majority, and they have that right, were forcing the issue 
for the debate in the consideration of third consideration at 
l:OOa.m. 

I happen to be the Member to whom the gentleman referred 
to as being the first one in his memory and knowledge to ever 
exercise the right of objecting to the Journal not being read. It 
is a fundamental rule of parliamentary law and everything else 
that when a recording is taken, we always' approve the 
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minutes. It is so unfortunate we do not have the minutes 
printed. The good old Congress has the Government Printing 
Office and they have their previous day's activity printed 
every day before they approve the minutes in print before 
them. We do not and we are asked everyday to blindly buy a 
pig in a poke. I regret it took me so long to exercise that right, 
but the reason I did was to establish first and foremost by roll 
call who was here physically and who was not. This was my 
right and my duty and I did it. I make no apologies for it. 
However, since apologies are now mentioned, may I suggest 
to the gentleman from Blair, Senator J ubelirer, and those col
leagues he represents, as well as those Members on my side of 
the aisle, I apologize to anyone who was offended by my 
requesting that the.previous day's Journal be read. I apologize 
for any other considerations that I may have offended any of 
my colleagues on that day or any other day. I hope they would 
give me the same consideration of good faith judgment as I 
gave to the gentleman from Blair, Senator J ubelirer. 

Mr. President, when the gentleman talks in terms of raising 
the issue about legislative leave, I think that is always a legiti
mate consideration, especially when a Body is meeting at 
12:01 a.m. at the end of a week. As the gentleman will recall, 
my remarks were particularly to raise the question not so 
much as to the legitimacy as to why the gentleman from 
Bucks, Senator Howard, was not present, but the fact that the 
gentleman from Bucks was the chairman of the committee 
and this called for billions and billions of dollars. I thought 
the least that could be done in a priority was for the gentleman 
to have been present to afford his expertise for us in consider
ation of that bill. 

Mr. President, let us get to the root of the issue, the lengthy 
speeches. I do not recall any lengthy speeches. What is a 
lengthy speech? Twenty-five minutes? Thirty minutes? That is 
reasonably moderate. Most speeches I recall do not exceed ten 
minutes at the most in this Body or on that night. The most 
important element that started this debate today was the reso
lution the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Singe!, intro
duced and I cosponsored because as I initiated these remarks, 
I spoke in terms of a very legitimate basis and purpose for the 
previous question to prevent obstruction of consideration and 
deliberation. Let the record show that the Rules of this Body 
specifically set forth that a Member on a question may be rec
ognized not just once as a matter of right, but twice after 
anyone else has spoken once. It goes a step further and says 
that a Member may speak three times with unanimous consent 
of the Body. In the debate last Friday, there were Members 
who had not spoken even once. I consider it bad judgment on 
the part of anybody, especially in the Majority position, it is 
oppressive upon the Minority and upon any individual 
Member of this Body who wanted to speak on that issue, or 
on any other issue, to deny him or her the opportunity to 
speak even once. Had the situation been different, had people 
been speaking twice and asking for three times, I can under
stand it. The record is very clear. I believe it was an exercise of 
not only poor judgment, but it was also absolutely wrong, 
given all the facts and circumstances that the Majority of this 

Body imposes upon the Minority of this Body and particularly 
on those individuals who wanted to speak even once and were 
denied. They will answer. Therefore, I think it causes us to 
give serious consideration to the resolution to amend the 
Rules as suggested by the gentleman from Blair. Make it two
thirds of the Body because when two-thirds of this Body are 
offended by an obstruction of a number of the Minority, then 
it is their duty to exercise the previous question to get things 
done as the gentleman from Chester, Senator Stauffer, said in 
the debate last Friday. 

Mr. President, I would only urge that we always benefit 
from the mistakes of the past. There is nothing wrong with the 
gentleman from Blair or any other Member of the Majority 
saying, "We made a mistake, an error in judgment." I would 
respect them for it. It was not their first one. It will not be 
their last one. I think in the pursuit of a deliberative Body per
ceiving and achieving successes of consideration, we should 
amend the Rules so the mistake of last Friday in termination 
of the right to speak by a Member even once on an issue 
would be prevented in the future. 

Senator SNYDER. Mr. President, I would like to speak on 
the virtue of brevity. I think it is time we revised our debating 
fechniques to fit the times we are in. I cannot imagine a more 
dramatic instance of it than the fact that our gallery is com
pletely empty during the debate we are now engaged in. Going 
back many years, there was a time when this gallery was filled. 
The people wanted to hear what the Members of the Senate 
had to say. When there was a big issue corning up, we would 
find the people of Harrisburg up there in the gallery. This is 
no longer the case. I cannot recall the incident last week when 
the previous question was moved, but I have a recollection 
there was hardly anyone in. the gallery then. I think if we 
learned to say what we want to say in two or three minutes 
rather than twenty minutes, we could frequently embody the 
substance of what we have on our minds. We will not only 
have saved a great deal of time and wear and tear on our
selves, but remove any need for moving the previous question. 

I do know when one writes a speech, it is no great problem 
to write one that runs forty minutes. It takes a little more art 
to reduce it to twenty minutes and it takes real craftsmanship 
to reduce it to five minutes, but it can be done. I think in our 
presentations here, and I am not referring to the particular 
event of last week but, in general, if we would say it more 
briefly, we will not only get our work done faster but we will 
also be following the immortal advice of whoever it was who 
said, "When you have something to present, stand up, speak 
up and sit down and you will have done the job." 

Senator SINGEL. Mr. President, as the one who has more 
or less precipitated this whole discussion, let me say that I 
would not for one moment entertain a notion of passing up 
the opportunity to hear all of this debate. I think it has been 
very informative. I think everybody has added meaningfully 
to the discussion and it makes the point that what we are 
about in this Body is deliberation, consideration and debate. 

I think the gentleman from Lancaster, Senator Snyder, is 
absolutely correct. We have to be more careful. We have to be 
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more artful about what we say and how we say it. I, for one, 
am going to take that advice to heart. I also am going to 
champion the right to say what we have to say. 

Something the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator 
Rocks, said makes a lot .of sense to me. In the Minority, 
debate is sometimes all we have. We do not have control over 
the committee structures and we do not have the power to 
move legislation through as effectively as we might want. 
Therefore, it sometimes falls to us to be the loyal opposition 
and to make the points that have to be made. 

Mr. President, to return to the basic issue here today, all we 
are saying is let us consider a change in the Rules that makes it 
less possible to abuse the right to choke off debate. I must say 
it is with some sadness that I noted the move was an arbitrary 
and a unilateral one to prevent consideration of even that 
motion on the floor today. 

I want to thank the President for his indulgence in this dis
cussion today and to thank my colleagues who have stayed 
around to discuss the matter at some length, and to say I think 
we should consider changing the Rules so that we can allow 
full, free, fair and open debate on this floor. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, as we are concluding, I 
invite the Majority Leader, before he makes any final motion 
for today's Session, to give some idea to the Members what 
we could expect later in the week or for the rest of the week 
regarding Session activities, et cetera. 

Senator ROCKS. Mr. President, I, too, await the Majority 
Leader's description of coming events. I want to thank both 
him and my Senate colleagues for the opportunity under Peti
tions and Remonstrances today to discuss what has been a 
concern. At this moment I find myself charged by my own 
leadership, with as we say here, "watching the desk," and to 
give my briefest response to the Majority Leader. 

It becomes evident from today's exchange that the power of 
debate sometimes clears up, for even ourselves, what may be 
misconceptions. That is a very, very important aspect of any 
debate format. The day we are reduced in this Capitol build
ing to responding to hearsay in hallways as opposed to 
responding right in front of Pennsylvania's public and the 
people we represent, dealing with the facts }Ve have to make 
decisions upon and create very important policy in here, is a 
sad day for us. Having made that preface, I would tell the 
Majority Leader being very much a part of last week's activ
ities that the call for a caucus was a very serious concern on 
the part of Democratic Members. In fact, we in the Minority 
did not call for a 12:01 a.m. Session in this Chamber, but we 
understood it. We understood the need for a Calendar day to 
pass so that a legislative consideration the Majority wanted to 
have before them could take place. We are very sensitive to 
that. We also became aware, only moments before the 
midnight hour, of two serious amendments that were being 
offered by this side of the aisle. One of those amendments was 
by our very own leader who, himself, was returning at a rather 
rapid pace from Pittsburgh where he had been called, and we 
were awaiting discussion of that amendment. 

I can assure the Majority Leader, on behalf of every Demo
cratic Member, that at no moment, either in our caucus room 
or on our way to this floor, was there any intention to delay a 
vote we knew was going to be taken during a Session that 
began at 12:01 a.m. in the morning. However, we had a very, 
very serious concern that there be, in a proper debate format, 
the exchange of ideas that we are charged with in a deliber
ative Body. 

As a matter of fact, in very quick response to the gentleman 
from Lancaster, Senator Snyder, I, for one, do not write 
speeches for this floor. I think very few Senators do. The 
ideas we hope to have expressed here were ones that we 
thought were critical before we cast one of the more signifi
cant votes that will be cast in this Session of the General 
Assembly. I want to assure the Majority Leader while there is 
always a possibility of misconception and there may have 
been some sense in feeling there were delaying tactics that 
were planned by a Minority Party, but that was, in fact, not 
the case and it was never discussed by the Democratic Minor
ity in this Senate Chamber. Maybe, based on that and in 
today's exchange that we were able to have, we learned an 
important lesson and, that is, in the context of debate, we get 
to deal with the facts. That is as important a part of the debate 
format as anything else that takes place. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

The following announcements were read by the Secretary of 
the Senate: 

SENA TE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

THURSDAY, JULY 7, 1983 

4:00 P.M. CONFERENCE COMMITTEE Room 460, 

on Senate Bill No. 706 4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

MONDAY, JULY II, 1983 

11:00 A.M. LAW AND JUSTICE (to 

consider testimony from 

Liquor Control Board 

Enforcement Agent Reese 

Brown) 

1:00 P.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION 

AND PROFESSIONAL 

LICENSURE (to consider 

the approval of I. State 

Board of Examiners of 

Public Accountants: 

2. Proposed Rulemaking 

to require proof of com

pliance with the Depart

ment of Community Affairs 

insulation standards) 

Room 461, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

Room 460, 

4th F1oor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 
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2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(recessed meeting of July 

6th to consider Senate 

Bills No. 247, 250, 

443, 603, 850 and 860} 

Room 461, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1983 

3:00 P .M. Independent Regulatory 

Review Commission 

Honors Suite, 

333 Market St. 

WEDNESDAY, JULY 13, 1983 

IO:OO A.M. JUDICIARY (Public 

Hearing on Senate Bills 

No. 792 and 831) 

11:00 A.M. Public Employee Retire

ment Study Commission 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Room 459, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

MONDAY, JULY 18, 1983 

IO:OO A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION 

AND PROFESSIONAL 

LICENSURE (Public 

Hearing on the nomina-

tion of Frank Fischl as 

a Commissioner of the 

Public Utility Commission) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

THURSDAY, JULY 28, 1983 

3:00 P.M. Independent Regulatory 

Review Commission 

Hi;mors Suite, 

333 Market St. 

MINORITY REPORT OF SENATE 
COMMITTEE APPOINTED PURSUANT TO 

SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 12 

Senator EARLY submitted the following communication, 
which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

June 30, 1983 
The Honorable Henry G. Hager 
President Pro Tempore 
Senate of Pennsylvania 
Room 292 Main Capitol 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Dear Senator Hager: 
Attached please find the Minority Report of the Task Force 

created pursuant to Senate Resolution 12. 

Very truly yours, 

EDWARD M. EARLY 
Minority Chairman 

HARDY WILLIAMS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be filed in the 
Library. 

\ 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

RECALL COMMUNICATIONS 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing communications in writing from His Excellency, the 
Governor of the Commonwealth, which were read as follows, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomi
nations: 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
SHAMOKIN STATE GENERAL HOSPITAL 

July 6, 1983. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as 

Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomina
tion dated June 24, 1983 for the appointment of Daniel L. Venn, 
1600 West Fem Street, Shamokin 17872, Northumberland 
County, Twenty-seventh Senatorial District as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Shamokin State General Hospital, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1989, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, vice Jacqueline M. Reed, Shamokin, 
whose term expired. 

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of 
nomination on the premises. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF NURSE EXAMINERS 

July 6, 1983. 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as 
Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomina
tion dated June 24, 1983 for the appointment of Natalie 
Pavlovich, R.N., Ph.D., P. 0. Box 96002, Pittsburgh 15226, 
Allegheny County, Thirty-seventh Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the State Board of Nurse Examin
ers, to serve for a term of six years and until a successor is 
appointed and qualified but in no event longer than six months 
beyond that term, vice Jean A. Williams, R.N., Springfield, 
whose term expired. 

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of 
nomination on the premises. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

NOMINATIONS BY THE GOVERNOR 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing communications in writing from His Excellency, the 
Governor of the Commonwealth, which were read as follows, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomi
nations: 

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

July 6, 1983. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
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In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Daniel L. Venn, 1600 
Fern Street, Shamokin 17872, Northumberland County, Twenty
seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Shamokin State General Hospital, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1989, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, vice Ann Coyne, Locust Gap, whose 
term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE ST A TE BOARD 
OF NURSE EXAMINERS 

July 6, 1983. 

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 Natalie Pavlovich, R.N., 
Ph.D., P. 0. Box 96002, Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, Thirty
seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
State Board of Nurse Examiners, to serve for a term of six years 
and until a successor is appointed and qualified but in no event 
longer than six months beyond that term, vice Margaret F. Fuhs, 
R.N., Springfield, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

HOUSE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE SENATE 

TO SB 706, AND APPOINTS 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the 
Senate that the House insists upon its amendments noncon
curred in by the Senate to SB 706, and has appointed Messrs. 
COHEN, D. R. WRIGHT and PITTS as a Committee of 
Conference to confer with a similar committee of the Senate 
(if the Senate shall appoint such committee) to consider the 
differences existing between the two houses in relation to said 
bill. 

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 
APPOINTED ON SB 706 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces, on 
behalf of the President pro tempore, the appointment of 
Senators WENGER, HOPPER and ROCKS as a Committee 
of Conference on the part of the Senate to confer with a 
similar committee of the House (already appointed) to con
sider the differences existing between the two houses in rela
tion to Senate Bill No. 706. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, move that the 
Senate do now recess to the call of the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate now stands in 
recess to be reconvened at the call of the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

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

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator .JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until Monday, July 11, 1983, at 12:45 
p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time, unless sooner recalled by 
ther'resident pro tempore. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 11 :59 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 


