
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

ilegtslattue Journal 
WEDNESDAY I JUNE 13, 1984 

SESSION OF 1984 168TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBL V No. 42 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1984. 

The Senate met at 10:30 a.m., Eastern Daylight Saving 
Time. 

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

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Mr. ROBERT CAMPBELL, 
Pastor of Port Royal Presbyterian Church and Mexico Pre
sbyterian Church, offered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Gracious God, Lord of mercy and Sovereign of the world, 

we praise You for Your goodness in caring for the people of 
the earth. You give seed and rain, sun and earth to feed us. 
You lovingly structured us to love and care for one another. 

So, Lord, today I pray for the individual Members of the 
Senate o(Pennsylvania. You know their hearts; You know 
their pains and their joys; You know their needs. I pray that 
You act on behalf of their needs for You are the Lord of 
mercy, the Lord of love, who offers grace to a hurting world. 

Lord, as You minister to each Senator, I pray that You 
remind them as well that You seek to work through them, that 
they have special tasks to do in this world. As You minister to 
them, give them eyes to see and hearts that are open so that 
Your call to them, the call to legislate with justice and fair
ness, is clear to them. 

Lord, each of them knows how difficult and demanding 
this task is. They have many people who try to guide them, 
who seek to influence them. Help each Senator, I pray, to 
listen with compassion, to discuss and debate with open 
minds, but, in the final analysis, to vote for justice, Your 
justice, as they do their task. 

In the name of Jesus Christ, the Knower of hearts and 
Lord of the earth, we pray. Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of 
June 12, 1984. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would request a 
Capitol leave for Senator Howard and those Members of the 
Committee on Finance who are in attendance at that meeting 
which is conducting hearings currently on the lottery. I am in 
the process of identifying those Members of the Senate who 
are properly attending the hearing of the Committee on 
Finance, and I will identify them individually momentarily. 

I would further ask a temporary legislative leave for 
Senator Brightbill who is presenting certain awards to his 
school district in Lebanon and will return approximately in 
the next half hour or so. I request a legislative leave for 
Senator Kusse who, in his function as Chairman of the Com
mittee on Transportation, is attending a meeting with 
PennDOT officials. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request a legislative 
leave of absence for Senator Scanlon who is meeting with 
members of the Pittsburgh City Council in Pittsburgh. 

The PRESIDENT. Are there objections to temporary leg
islative leave for Senator Brightbill, legislative leaves for 
Senator Kusse and Senator Scanlon? 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I also would ask for a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Rocks who will be 
attending that same meeting of the Committee on Finance of 
which Senator Jubelirer spoke. 

The PRESIDENT. Are there objections to temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Howard and Senator Rocks? The 
Chair hears none and those leaves are granted. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

Senator MELLOW asked and obtained leaves of absence 
for Senator ROSS and Senator HANKINS, for today's 
Session, for personal reasons. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR 

RECALL COMMUNICATION 
LAID ON THE TABLE 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication in writing from His Excellency, the Governor 
of the Commonwealth, which was read as follows, and laid on 
the table: 
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MEMBER OF THE ST A TE 

CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

June 13, 1984. 

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 March 7, 1984 for the reappointment of George B. 
Wolff (Farmer), 486 Houtztown Road, Myerstown 17067, 
Lebanon County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, as a member 
of the State Conservation Commission, to serve until May 30, 
1987, and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

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

DICK THORNBURGH. 

GENERAL COMMUNICATION 

FEDERAL SURPLUS PRO~ERTY PROGRAM 
PLAN OF OPERATION 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 

communication, which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Department of General Services 

Harrisburg 

June 12, 1984 

TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE 
COMMONWEAL TH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pursuant to the "Federal Property and Administrative Ser
vices Act of 1949,'' the Department of General Services transmits 
herewith the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's Permanent.Plan 
of Operation, as required for participation in the Federal Surplus 
Property Program. 

The Federal Surplus Property Program, created by the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949, as amended, 
and modified by Public Law 94-519, permits the transfer of 
federal surplus personal property to states and local organiza
tions for public purposes and other limited purposes. The federal 
act provides that the Administrator of the General Services 
Administration is authorized to transfer without cost (except for 
costs of care and handling) any federal surplus personal property 
to the state agency responsible for the distribution of all federal 
property transferred for donation within the states. 

The Federal Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
provides that the legislature of each state must develop a plan of 
operation for its State Agency for surplus property before the 
State can participate in the federal surplus property donation 
program. The Act further provides that a temporary State Plan 
of Operation can be filed with the General Services Administra
tion as an interim enabling device until such time as legislative 
approval of a plqn for permanent operation is obtained. In 1977, 
the Department of General Services filed a temporary plan of 
operation with the General Services Administration for partici
pation in the program. 

The Act of May 5, 1965 (P.L. 40 No. 34) authorized the 
Department of Property and Supplies (now General Services) and 
its designated bureau or agents to enter into contracts with any 
agency of the United States of America for acquisition, accep
tance, receipt, warehousing and distribution of federal surplus 
property pursuant to the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949. Within the Department of General Services, 
the Bureau of Supplies and Surplus Operations has been desig
nated to administer the Federal Surplus Property Program. 

Adoption of a concurrent resolution would satisfy the Federal 
requirement of a legislatively-approved permanent Plan of Oper
ation for participation in the federal surplus property donation 
program. This permanent Plan of Operation will serve as the fed
erally mandated replacement for the temporary plan, which was 
submitted to the General Services Administration in 1977. 

Legislative approval of the permanent Plan of Operation 
through the adoption of a concurrent resolution is required in 
order for the Commonwealth to continue its participation in the 
Federal Surplus Property Program which benefits many impor
tant entities, including units of local government, school districts, 
fire companies, police departments and public health organiza
tions. 

As Secretary of the Department of General Services, I, there
fore, urge your approval of a concurrent resolution adopting this 
permanent Plan of Operation for participation in the Federal 
Surplus Property Program. 

WALTER BARAN 
Secretary of General Services 

The PRESIDENT. This report will be filed in the Library. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator BELL, from the Committee on Consumer Protec

tion and Professional Licensure, reported the following bill: 

HB 2099 (Pr. No. 3172) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, providing for industrial 
cogeneration and small power productions. 

APPROVAL OF REGULATION 

Senator BELL, from the Committee on Consumer Protec

tion and Professional Licensure, reported the following PUC 

regulation has been recommended for approval to the Inde

pendent Regulatory Review Commission: L-840100. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, Senator Lloyd is 

attending the meeting of the Committee on Finance and I 

would request a temporary Capitol legislative leave of absence 

for Senator Lloyd. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, the same with 

Senator Shumaker. 
The PRESIDENT. Are there objections to temporary 

Capitol leaves for Senator Lloyd and Senator Shumaker? The 

Chair hears none and those leaves are granted. 

DISCHARGE RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 

communication, which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

In the Senate, June 13, 1984. 

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 
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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 24, 
1984;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: 

Kenneth D. Hill Member 
Council of Trustees 
of Cheyney University 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Stanley A. Miller Member 
Board of Claims 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Joseph S. Harvey Member 
Council of Trustees 
of Clarion University 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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: 

l. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
1984;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: 

Lawrence B. Abrams, Member 
III Board of Directors 

of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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: 
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In the Senate, June 13, 1984. 

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(1:>) 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 it& 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 24, 
1984;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: 

Sandra A. Beynon Member , 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

We, theSenators 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, an)" 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: 

l. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
1984;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: 

Werner Fricker Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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: 

l. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
I984;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: 

Thomas P. Gordon Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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

1. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
1984;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: 

Malcolm B. Petrikin, Member 
Esq. Board of Directors 

of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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 A. Shinn Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Richard C. Waybright Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Joseph F. Welch Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 
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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 legisla!ive 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 24, 
1984;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: 

Eleanor W. Winsor Member 
Board of Directors 
of the Energy 
Development Authority 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984; 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: 

Marionlee J. Biscontini Member 
Health Care 
Policy 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, June 13, 1984. 

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: 

I. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
1984;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: 

John M. Feeney, Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

of Allegheny County 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Donald J. Lee Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

of Allegheny County 

Edward P. Zemprelli 
Eugene F. Scanlon 
Robert J. Mellow 
Francis J. Lynch 
James E. Ross 
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The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com
munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows: 

In the Senate, June 13, 1984. 

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: 

l. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
l984;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: 

James H. McLean, Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

of Allegheny County 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Doris A. Smith, Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

of Allegheny County 

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, June 13, 1984. 
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 24, 
1984;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 K. Young, Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

of Lehigh County 

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, June 13, 1984. 
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: 
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1. The nomination was presented to the Senate on April 24, 
1984;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: 

Anthony C. Falvello, 
Esq. 

Judge 
Court of Common Pleas 
of Luzerne County 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Joseph A. Smyth, Judge 
Esq. Court of Common Pleas 

,. 

of Montgomery County 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Morton Krase Judge 
Municipal Court 
of Philadelphia 

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, June 13, 1984. 

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 24, 
1984;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: 

Royal D. Hart Member 
Pennsylvania Board of 
Probation and Parole 

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, June 13, 1984. 

We, the Sen\ltors 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-
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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 24, 
1984;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 L. Blackburn Prothonotary and Clerk of 
Courts of Armstrong County 

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, June 13, 1984. 
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 24, 
1984; 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: 

Lee C. Bolan Member 
Board of Assistance 
of Perry County 

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 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE 
AMENDMENTS AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE 

SB 658 (Pr. No. 2095) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 14, 1961 (P. L. 324, No. 188), 
entitled "The Library Code," further providing for municipality 
powers to make appropriations and impose taxes to fund librar
ies; and providing for the confidentiality of library circulation 
records. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do concur in the amendments made by the House as 
amended by the Senate to Senate Bill No. 658. 

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

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 inform the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair notes on the floor the pre
sence of Senator Lloyd who was here to vote on that motion. 
The Chair also notes the presence on the floor of Senator 
Brightbill. Both temporary leaves will be cancelled. 

REQUEST FOR RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, at this time I would 
request a brief recess of the Senate, first, for purposes of a 
meeting of the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomina
tions to begin immediately in the Rules Committee room at 
the rear of the Senate Chamber. Also, on behalf of Senator 
O'Connell, the Chairman of the Committee on State Govern
ment, who wishes to announce there will be a meeting of that 
committee immediately in the fourth floor meeting room, 
either Room 460 or Room 461. Senator Wilt and Senator 
Rhoades, both committee Chairmen, indicate that Senator 
Wilt will have a meeting of the Committee on Public Health 
and Welfare and Senator Rhoades will have a meeting of the 
Committee on Game and Fisheries immediately following the 
meeting of the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomina
tions, all of which should be short meetings and one should 
follow the other. We can go to the Committee on Rules and 
Executive Nominations, the Committee on Public Health and 
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Welfare and the Committee on Game and Fisheries, all in the 
Rules Committee room, and the Committee on State Govern
ment in the fourth floor meeting room. We will try to com
plete those meetings as promptly as possible. Then I would 
ask the Republican Members of the Senate to report to the 
first floor caucus room upon announcement. 

I hope, Mr. President, we can be back to the floor within 
the hour. If not, we will probably end up with some sort of 
luncheon break and be back shortly thereafter, but we are 
going to at least try to get through the schedule today as expe
ditiously as possible. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. The committee meetings have been 
agreed to, Mr. President. We would also want to caucus upon 
the conclusion of the committee meetings. 

GUESTS OF SENATOR HARDY 
WILLIAMS PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I would like to ask the 
Senate to give its usual warm welcome to the Speed boys and 
Speed girls from West Philadelphia High School who are the 
guests of the Senate today. They are senators and officials in 
school and all are outstanding students, some with national 
acclaim. It also happens to be my high school. 

The PRESIDENT. Would Senator Williams' guests please 
rise so the Senate may give you its traditional warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, as a Member of the 
Senate Committee on Finance, which is presently conducting 
a hearing, I will be going to that hearing and if votes come up, 
I would request temporary Capitol leave so I can be voted. 

The PRESIDENT. Is there objection to temporary Capitol 
leave for Senator O'Pake? The Chair hears none and that 
leave is granted. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Shumaker has returned to the 
floor and his temporary Capitol leave will be cancelled. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I am advised that 
Senator Lloyd was here earlier and is now off the floor attend
ing a meeting of the Committee on Finance. I would request a 
temporary Capitol leave on his behalf. 

The PRESIDENT. Is there an objection to a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Lloyd? The Chair hears none and 
that leave is granted. 

RECESS 

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of committee meetings 
of the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations, the 

Committee on Game and Fisheries, the Committee on State 
Government, the Committee on Public Health and Welfare, 
to be followed by Republican and Democratic caucuses, with 
the possibility of lunch, the Chair declares the Senate in 
recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would request a 
temporary Capitol leave for this afternoon's Session for 
Senator Fisher who, as Chairman of the Committee on Envi
ronmental Resources and Energy, is meeting with DER offi
cials, for Senator Pecora who is meeting with members of the 
Governor's staff, for Senator Helfrick who is meeting with 
the Pennsylvania Game Commission in his district and for 
Senator O'Connell who, as Chairman of the Committee on 
State Government, is attending a meeting in Seven Springs. I 
would ask for legislative leaves for those four Members. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer requests 
temporary legislative leaves for Senator Fisher, Senator 
Pecora, Senator Helfrick and Senator O'Connell. Are there 
any objections? The Chair sees none and the leaves are 
granted. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Stapleton who is attending a 
meeting here in the Capitol complex to discuss environmental 
resources problems. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Mellow requests 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Stapleton. Are there any 
objections? The Chair sees none and the leave is granted. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

Senator WILT, by unanimous consent, from the Commit
tee on Public Health and Welfare, reported the following 
bills: 

SB 1107 (Pr. No. 2099) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of May 23, 1945 (P. L. 926, No. 369), 
entitled "An act for the protection of the public health by regu
lating the conduct and operation of public eating and drinking 
places within this Commonwealth; .... ," requiring chemical food 
fresheners to be identified. 

HB 537 (Pr. No. 1403) 

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

HB 1850 (Pr. No. 2413) 
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An Act amending the "Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Preven
tion and Research Act," approved December 18, 1980 (P. L. 
1241, No. 224), extending the expiration date of the act. 

Senator O'CONNELL, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on State Government, reported the following bill: 

SB 959 (Pr. No. 1181) 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with 
the approval of the Governor and the Secretary of Agriculture, to 
sell and convey a certain lot or tract of land situate in the Town
ship of Collier, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

Senator RHOADES, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Game and Fisheries, reported the following 
bills: 

SB 1027 (Pr. No. 1283) 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consoli
dated Statutes, providing for titling fees and regulations for 
boats. 

HB 542 (Pr. No. 3176) (Amended) 

An Act amending "The Game Law," approved June 3, 1937 
(P. L. 1225, No. 316), further providing for the operation of 
vehicles with flashing or rotating red lights and audible warning 
devices, and for unlawful acts; and making a repeal. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON 
RULES AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

Senator JUBELIRER, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations, reported 
the following nominations, made by His Excellency, the Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, which were read by the Clerk as 
follows: 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
HISTORICAL AND MUSEUM COMMISSION 

May 7, 1984. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate William H. Combs, 810 
Mount Moro Road, Villanova 19085, Montgomery Coun4', Sev
enteenth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission, to serve until 
the third Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor shall 
have been appointed and qualified, vice Maxwell Whiteman, 
Elkins Park, whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
HISTORICAL AND MUSEUM COMMISSION 

May 7, 1984. 

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 Denise L. Robison, 2100 
South Shore Drive, Erie 16505, Erie County, Forty-ninth Senato
rial District, for reappointment as a member of the Pennsylvania 
Historical and Museum Commission, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1987, and until her successor shall have been 
appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

April 2, 1984. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate John M. Feeney, 
Esquire, 872 Canterbury Lane, Pittsburgh 15232, Allegheny 
County, Forty-third Senatorial District, for appointment as 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County, to 
serve until the first Monday of January, 1986, vice the Honorable 
Nicholas P. Papadakos, elected to Supreme Court. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

April 2, 1984. 

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 Donald J. Lee, Esquire, 
3225 Kennebec Road, Bethel Park, Pittsburgh 15241, Allegheny 
County, Thirty-seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County, to 
serve until the first Monday of January, 1986, vice the Honorable 
Patrick R. Tamilia, elected to Superior Court. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

April 2, 1984. 

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 H. McLean, 
Esquire, 3237 Postgate Drive, Bethel Park 15102, Allegheny 
County, Thirty-seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County, to 
serve until the first Monday of January, 1986, vice the Honorable 
Robert Horgos, elected to another position. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

April 2, 1984. 

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 Doris A. Smith, Esquire, 
7042 Meade Place, Pittsburgh 15208, Allegheny County, Forty
third Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge of the Court 
of Common Pleas of Allegheny County, to serve until the first 
Monday of January, 1986, vice the Honorable Joseph A. Del 
Sole, elected to Superior Court. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, MUNICIPAL COURT 
OF PHILADELPHIA 

April 2, 1984. 

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 Morton Krase, 9719 
Laramie Road, Philadelphia 19115, Philadelphia County, Fifth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge, Municipal Court 
in and for the City of Philadelphia, First Judicial District of 
Pennsylvania, to serve until the first Monday of January, 1986, 
vice the Honorable Kenneth Harris, elected to the Court of 
Common Pleas, Philadelphia County. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, MUNICIPAL COURT 
OF PHILADELPHIA 

May 17, 1984. 

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 Thomas E. Dempsey, 
6103 Glenmore Street, Philadelphia 19142, Philadelphia County, 
Eighth Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge, Municipal 
Court in and for the City of Philadelphia, First Judicial District 
of Pennsylvania, to serve until the first Monday of January, 
1986, vice the Honorable James G. Colins, elected to Common
wealth Court. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

June 5, 1984. 

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 Betty Ann Smith, R. D. 
2, Box 4541, Jonestown 17038, Lebanon County, Forty-eighth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as District Justice in and for 
the County of Lebanon, Magisterial District 3-04, to serve until 
the first Monday of January, 1986, vice Jacob D. Ensminger, 
re;;igned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

May 29, 1984. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Robert E. Billingsley, R. 
D. 1, Franklin 16323, Venango County, Twenty-first Senatorial 
District, for appointment as District Justice in and for the County 
of Venango, Magisterial District 28-3-03, to serve until the first 
Monday of January, 1986, vice Robert E. Billingsley, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

NOMINATIONS LAID ON THE TABLE 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that the 
nominations just read by the Clerk be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nominations will be laid 
on the table. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE ON RULES 

AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

Senator LOEPER, by unanimous consent, reported from 
the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations, com
munication from His Excellency, the Governor of the Com

monwealth, recalling the following nomination, which was 
read by the Clerk as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEARING BOARD 

May 15, 1984. 

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 May 14, 1984 for the appointment of Anthony J. 
Mazullo, Jr., 334 East Ashland Street, Doylestown 18901, Bucks 
County, Tenth Senatorial District, as a member of the Environ
mental Hearing Board, to serve until June 20, 1985, or until his 
successor shall have been appointed and qualified, vice Dennis J. 
Harnish, Esquire, Harrisburg, resigned. 

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

DICK THORNBURGH. 

NOMINATION LAID ON THE TABLE 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I request that the nomi
nation just read by the Clerk be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nomination will be laid 
on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I have been advised 
by both Senator Street and Senator Hager to request tempo
rary Capitol leaves for them for this afternoon's Session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer requests 
temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Street and Senator 
Hager. Are there any objections to the request for Capitol 
leaves for Senator Street and Senator Hager? The Chair sees 
none and the leaves are granted. 
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I might mention that 
Senator O'Connell is here right now and will be leaving at a 
later point. I can request that at that time. I had already put 
him on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer recognizes 
the return to the floor of Senator O'Connell. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN 
HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 709 (Pr. No. 2027) The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services to 
convey a tract of land in Mahoning Township, Montour County 
to the Danville Daycare Center for Child Development Inc. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do concur in the amendments made by the House to 
Senate Bill No. 709. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to rec
ognize that Senator Rocks and Senator Lloyd have returned 
to the floor and will be voting. Are there any other Senators 
who were on temporary leave who have returned to the floor? 
The Chair sees none. 

And the question recurring, 
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 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 Romanelli Williams 
Helfrick Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Hess Lynch 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 inform the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROBERT C. 
JUBELIRER PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I am indeed honored 
today to make that special introduction of three distinguished 
senior citizens from my district. The reason it is so significant 
today, Mr. President, as I introduce these three gentlemen, is 
that the next bill we are going to turn to is going to be Senate 
Bill No. 629 which deals with the Senior Center Grant 
Program, and these three gentlemen were instrumental in 
helping us draft that program. They are part of my advisory 
council in the Thirtieth Senatorial District. So, Mr. President, 
I would ask that you recognize Melville Corl from Altoona, 
Paul Hair from the City of Altoona and Drexel Black from 
Broad Top in Bedford County and ask that the Senate give 
them its usual warm welcome. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the guests of Senator 
Jubelirer, the distinguished gentlemen in the gallery will rise, 
the Senate will give them its usual warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I would like the record to 
show that I also have returned from my Capitol leave and 
voted personally on the last bill and will hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The record will reflect that 
Senator O'Pake is on the floor and voting. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SB 629 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

SB 629 (Pr. No. 1971) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 6 of the Second Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator JUBELIRER, as a Special Order 
of Business. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 629 (Pr. No. 1971)-The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing the Senior Center Grant Program; provid
ing for grants to senior centers; imposing powers and duties on 
the Department of Aging; and making an appropriation. 

The bill was considered. 

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

JUBELIRER AMENDMENT I 

Senator JUBELIRER offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 8, page 5, line 20, by inserting after "(1).": Any 
funds from this allocation not utilized or encumbered within one 
calendar year of the effective date of this act shall revert to the 
department to be redistributed by the department based on priori
ties established in section 6. 
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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? 

JUBELIRER AMENDMENT II 

Senator JUBELIRER offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 1, by striking out "applications" 
and inserting: application forms 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 8, by striking out "their" and 
inserting: its 

Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 13, by inserting after "GRANTS": 
not exceeding $50,000 per center 

Amend Sec. 8, page 5, line 4, by striking out "ALLOCA
TION" and inserting: Funding 

Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 29 and 30: 
Section 9. Funding. 

Funding for this program shall come from the State Lottery 
Fund and shall be an eligible use for lottery funds, the provisions 
of sections 2, 6 and 12 of the act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, 
No.91 ), known as the State Lottery Law, notwithstanding. 

Amend Sec. 9, page 5, line 30, by striking out "9" and insert-
ing: 10 

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? 

O'CONNELL AMENDMENT I 

Senator O'CONNELL offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 6, page 4, lines 11 and 12, by striking out "OF 
ONE YEAR FOR EACH $5,000 WORTH OF" in line 11, all of 
line 12, and inserting: to be determined by the department based 
on the amount of the renovations and taking into account local 
market conditions for rental properties. 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, in the bill at the 
present time there is a provision that indicates there can be an 
expenditure of $5,000 for each year of lease. I would like to 
delete that provision because I think it is fixed and predeter
mined, and I would prefer to leave it open for, negotiations so 
that they might be able to deal over the lifetime of the lease 
and, perhaps, receive a credit against a rental for any lease
holder's improvements. This amendment that I offer purports 
to do that. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I would remind the 
Members of the Democratic caucus that this was discussed in 
caucus and that our caucus had taken a position in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I know that the gen
tleman from Schuylkill, Senator Rhoades, was called off the 
floor but I am told he will be back imminently so I will not ask 
for temporary leave for him. 

Senator O'CONNELL. I have no further explanation, Mr. 
President. I think it is a good amendment. I think it is worthy 
of consideration. I would not want to negotiate in a lease situ
ation under a fixed circumstance, and I think to indicate 
clearly by legislation that a landlord can indicate $5,000 worth 
of improvements for each year they lease is absurd. I do not 
think it is a good business practice. I would like to see it nego
tiated. That same $5,000 could be a credit over two or three 
years in the lease rather than applied to one particular year. I 
think it benefits the senior citizens and I really believe it is a 
money saver. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, if I may add to the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Luzerne County. In 
conversations with the department, Mr. President, we have all 
expressed a concern. I do not think there is anybody in the 
Senate who is not concerned that leasehold improvements be 
made and then the landlord caustically terminates the lease 
and the improvements which would come from taxpayer's 
money and from lottery money and precious money of senior 
citizens would be wasted. I can assure the Senate that the 
department is very sensitive to this. I think the amendment of 
the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, allows them 
more flexibility. I believe that the department will take care of 
this in regulations and, frankly, in some instances they may 
need to use a higher amount and in some instances a lower 
amount. When we agreed to this amendment in committee, I 
think we felt that that was probably the best way to go, but I 
think I have been persuaded by the gentleman from Luzerne, 
Senator O'Connell, and by the Secretary that this matter can 
be handled within the department, so I would support the 
amendment on that basis. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, would the gentle
man from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, subject himself to a 
short interrogation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, permit himself to be inter
rogated? 

Senator O'CONNELL. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, I wonder if the 

gentleman from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, could tell me 
how this amendment would affect those centers which are not 
presently charged for the use of their facility, such as 
churches, senior citizens daycare centers and various other 
public facilities that allow senior citizens organizations to 
meet there? 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, we discussed that 
and it is my opinion it would not impact upon them at all. 
There are a number of them in the Commonwealth that are 
given gratuitously by various organizations and this would 
have no impact on that. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, does the gentleman 
from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, have an opinion as to 
whether this amendment would cause organizations that do 
not now charge for rent to now look upon this bill as an 
inducement or this amendment as an inducement to charge 
rent in order to become part of some negotiated process for 
improvements? 
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Senator O'CONNELL. No, Mr. President, I do not believe 
that in the greater number of instances that would be the case. 
I believe those people who have made a substantial contribu
tion and who have been very cooperative in creating and 
maintaining the citizens centers would not change that partic
ular philosophy. I have a number of them in my area. As a 
matter of fact, I have one just ten doors from my home. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, that is all on this 
interrogation. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, if we may, I have 
been informed by Senator Rhoades' office that he is meeting 
with a large number of constituents. It will be for a short time. 
I would ask a temporary Capitol leave for him until he returns 
to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer requests a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Rhoades. Are there any 
objections? The Chair sees none. The leave is granted. 

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

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, would it be in 
order to speak on the amendment at this· time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, oftentimes we have 
a series of very good, well-meaning intentions that sometimes 
seem to dilute some really concentrated efforts. I think the 
really concentrated effort that this General Assembly has 
made over the years is to make a commitment to senior citi
zens. I think one of the things we have to address here today is 
how we define that commitment. Certainly helping senior citi
zens in every way possible is the majority concern in this 
assembly. I think we have to be very careful how we spend this 
commitment and how we allocate this commitment. There are 
a lot of various things that we can say about allocating monies 
to help senior citizens centers or even how we set up the for
mulas to allocate them. 

I would like to comment that as good as helping centers 
where people congregate is in theory, I think we have to get 
back also to some of the basic facts that senior citizens in this 
Commonwealth could use help in a lot of other areas. I do not 
think the majority of senior citizens in this Commonwealth go 
to senior citizens centers even on a regular basis. I feel we are 
getting away from a real intent of helping senior citizens. 
With a lot of proposals, some of which you know I am a 
cosponsor of myself, we are getting into an area where we are 
now saying we think we know what is best for other people, or 
we think we know what is best for individuals, or, perhaps, 
what we are really saying is we are reacting to certain groups 
within this Commonwealth who say they speak for senior citi
zens. 

I think the best way we could help senior citizens is to take 
the senior citizen surplus and give it to them directly, not 
through a sertes of proposals that end up being filtered 
through administrative proposals, tax credits, renegotiations 
and everything else. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I could not let the preceding 
speaker's remarks go unanswered. Either I or one of my staff 
are in senior citizens centers every week. I served in the Senate 
before we had senior citizens centers and I am not just speak
ing of the ones that are given money by the state, but I have 
over seventy groups, whether it be a state sponsored or a 
locally sponsored or a church sponsored group. Because of 
the senior citizens c ,Jhe older people have come out 
from behind the boob tuo ·~ have come out of the back parlor 
and they are becoming very, very active. They enjoy life more. 
They find fellowship more and, very frankly, they are becom
ing much more politically active because of the senior citizens 
centers. They have a chance to meet, they have a chance to 
live and they have a chance to enjoy life, and they have a 
chance to watch what we, in the Legislature, are doing. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I believe this bill 
goes a long way in assisting in the problem the gentleman 
from Erie, Senator Andrezeski, made reference to in his 
earlier comments. Oftentimes these facilities are given to the 
senior citizens without rent, but the resources are not 
available to do the renovations that are necessary and to 
remove the barriers and to make it a wholesome place for 
them to meet. I think this bill goes a long way to meeting that 
and this amendment supports it, but I just want to make one 
further comment, Mr. President, I would like to remind the 
gentleman that he is a sponsor of the bill. 

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

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

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 

recorded. 

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

Bell 
Brightbill 
Corman 
Fisher 
Greenleaf 
Hager 
Helfrick 

Andrezeski 
Boda ck 
Early 
Fu mo 
Kelley 

Hess 
Holl 
Hopper 
Howard 
Jubelirer 
Kratzer 
Kusse 

Lewis 
Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Mellow 

YEAS-27 

Loeper 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Rhoades 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 

NAYS-20 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 

Snyder 
Stauffer 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

Singe! 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Williams 
Zemprelli 

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

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

amended? 
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Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to offer the following amendment. 

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman from Blair, 
Senator Jubelirer, will state it. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, in order that we do 
this in an orderly fashion, may we continue with Senator 
O'Connell's amendments and then go to Senator Lewis, just 
to keep the sequence of things? 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I will yield. 

O'CONNELL AMENDMENT II 

Senator O'CONNELL offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 6, page 4, line 5, by inserting after "department.": 
This would include, but not be limited to, the purchase of food 
service equipment for the facility. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to rec-
ognize that Senator Rhoades is on the floor and' voting. 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, this amendment 
does something that I think is critical for the senior citizens 
centers in Pennsylvania. Assuming that they may be up to the 
standards of the Department of Labor and Industry and 
assuming that the barriers and obstructions and all have been 
dealt with and there would be monies available, this would 
provide that they could then purchase food service equipment 
for that installation. Many of them that I have seen have inad
equate and outdated steam tables,. refrigerators and all sorts 
of other accessories in the kitchen. This amendment would 
assist them in that area, and I think it is vitally important 
because a number of the senior citizens centers across the 
Commonwealth• do provide nutritious meals at lunchtime. I 
would request an affirmative vote on the amendment. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, some questions have been 
raised and called to our attention with regard to this amend
ment. It appears that the structuring of the language would 
permit the use of the funds proposed to be appropriated by 
this bill for food service equipment and not necessarily require 
that that come after any or all of the previously stated condi
tions are satisfied or fulfilled. What that appears to mean is 
that even if there are violations in the fire and safety code, 
even if there are walls or other physical repairs that need to be . 
made, any particular senior citizens center could elect to buy 
food service equipment and ignore the other requirements 
which have first captured our attention. For that reason, as 
well as others that deal with the propriety of having food 
service operations in each and every .one of the senior citizens 
centers, there have been questions raised about the advisabil-

ity of this amendment and because of that, I recommend a 
"no" vote. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, would the gentle
man from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, submit to a brief 
interrogation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, consent to a brief interrogation? 

Senator O'CONNELL. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator ANDREZESKL Mr. President, in many AAA 

agencies they have defined policy for food service delivery 
where some senior citizens centers are on a consolidated 
program out of one central kitchen where some senior centers 
are not eligible for congregate eating. Would the gentleman be 
able to comment if this amendment would have any impact on 
policy that is already in place as to where the cooking might be 
done or is not allowed to be done by AAA agencies? 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, no, there is not any 
indication that this would in any way deal with that question 
nor is it intended to. 

I would like to make a brief response, if I might, to the gen
tleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis. Maybe I can allay some of 
his concerns. 

First of all, this is not intended to deal with or to provide 
this in each and every senior citizens center. On the other 
hand, it is my understanding that they cannot do this in and of 
their own actions. I guess the amendments are reversed and 
should be on the other side. My last amendment is probably 
one of the most important amendments because it deals with a 
survey that would have to be made by the department to 
ensure that all of those things are met, that the Labor and 
Industry standards are met and that the restrictions and the 
barriers are dealt with before the money can be spent for any 
other purpose at all. There is a consideration here that if the 
money is not spent in one senior citizens center, it could, 
perhaps, be put in a pool and then applied to another senior 
citizens center. That concept gives me more concern than any
thing else I have discovered when I inquired about the impact 
of this bill on the senior citizens centers. I do think the depart
ment has to approve all of these in any instance and 'I think 
there would be safeguards in those particular policies that 
would prohibit abuses. I would certainly trust that that would 
be so. 

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

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

YEAS-29 

Bell Hess Loeper Singe! 
Brightbill Holl Moore Snyder 
Corman Hopper O'Connell Stauffer 
Early Howard Pecora Street 
Fisher Jubelirer Rhoades Tilghman 
Greenleaf Kratzer Shaffer Wenger 
Hager Kusse Shumaker Wilt 
Helfrick 
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Andrezeski 
Bodack 
Furno 
Kelley 
Lewis 

Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Mellow 
O'Pake 

NAYS-18 

Reibman 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 

Stapleton 
Stout 
Williams 
Zemprelli 

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

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

amended? 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair notes that Senator 
Fisher has returned from leave and is on the floor and voting. 

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

amended? 

O'CONNELL AMENDMENT III 

Senator O'CONNELL offered the following amendment 
and, if agreed to, asked that the bill be considered for the 
second time: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 8, by inserting after "approval.": 
Each application shall include a written report, using a form 
developed by the department, assessing the condition of the facil
ity. The onsite inspection shall be conducted by an inspector 
determined by the department. 

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

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, this is probably one 
of the most important amendments. This provides that there 
be an inspection of the premises and that a written report be 
developed in regard to the conditions of those premises and 
the on-site inspection shall be conducted by an inspector of 
the department. I ask the Members to give ffirmative consid
eration to this amendment. 

Senator SIN GEL. Mr. President, I ould oppose this 
amendment simply because the vehicle for pproving requests 
like this already exists. The language of the bill itself gives the 
authority for making a determination di ectly to the Area 
Agency on Aging. The presumption here as to be that they 
are going to be the arbiter in the clearingh se, if you will, of 
all applications that are made to them by a proved senior citi
zens centers. Since the centers have to be a proved in the first 
place, that is an automatic check on their tivities, and since 
they have to flow through the Area Agen y on Aging, they 
would be the ones to make this inspectio and to make this 
determination as to the desirability of the g ant application in 
the first place. If we are to impose what t e gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, wants to d with his amend
ment, we are getting into a whole new ar y of inspectors in 
the Department of Aging that we may or ay not be able to 
afford. I find it contradictory, on the one h nd, that he offers 
an amendment to minimize the bureaucrac and give flexibil
;ty to tho d"""'tmont and, on tho o.th« rd, ho off&s an 

amendment that is sure to increase costs in the department 
and increase bureaucracy with very little appreciable effect. I 
would ask for a negative vote. 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, I speak on behalf of 
the amendment because I have had personal experience 
through home associations, AAA agencies, who had, in turn, 
gone out and picked particular sites which were not in agree
ment with the senior citizens which these were to serve. The 
end result was that the citizens had to appeal back to the 
department and, the department, in turn, referred them back 
and said the authority was vested in the AAA's. I think by 
implementing this amendment, we will ensure that the senior 
citizens will be heard as to the centers in the areas in which 
they want to work, in which they want to serve and in which 
they want to see fixed. 

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

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I have incorrectly voted 

Senator Furno and Senator Stapleton in the affirmative and 
would request that both of those votes be changed to the nega
tive, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two gentlemen will be so 
recorded. 

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

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

Andrezeski Lewis 
Bodack Lincoln 
Early Lloyd 
Furno Lynch 
Kelley 

YEAS-30 

Moore 
Musto 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Shaffer 

NAYS-17 

O'Pake 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 

Shumaker 
Snyder 
Stauffer 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

Singe) 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Zemprelli 

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

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

amended? 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, would you note the 
presence, please, of Senator Pecora on the floor and ask that 
his temporary Capitol leave be cancelled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The leave granted to Senator 
Pecora will be cancelled. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA YES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would now request 
that the temporary Capitol leave I asked for Senator 
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O'Connell heretofore, in order to speak at Seven Springs in 
his capacity as Chairman of the Committee on State Govern
ment, now be granted. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, on behalf of Senator Furno 
who wishes to return to his office to meet with constituents, I 
would request a temporary Capitol leave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The leave requested for 
Senator O'Connell wilJ be reactivated. Senator Lewis requests 
a temporary Capitol leave for Senator Furno. Are there any 
objections? The Chair sees none and the leave is granted. 

GUESTS OF SENATOR JAMES J. 
RHOADES PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, we have in the gallery 
with us today fourth grade students from the Hegins-Hubley 
Elementary School in Valley View. They are here with their 
parents and teacher, led by Mr. Gary Snyder. I would appreci
ate it if the Sen.ate would extend its usual warm welcome to 
the fourth graders from Hegins-Hubley Elementary School. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the guests of Senator 
Rhoades in the gallery wilJ please rise, the Senate will give 
them its usual warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

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

amended? 

LEWIS AMENDMENT 

Senator LEWIS offered the following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 8, page 5, line 5, by striking out "$10,100,000" 
and inserting: $10,000,000 

Amend Sec. 8, page 5, lines21through24, by striking out all of 
lines 21 through 23 and "(4)" in line 24, and inserting: (3) 

On the question, 
Wil1 the Senate agree to the amendment? 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, the amendment is very 
simple. The proposed appropriation is $10, 100,000. Ten 
million dollars of this is to go for the purposes that we have 
discussed during the debate here on this floor. One hundred 
thousand dolJars of this is proposed for administrative 
expenses by the Department of Aging. I know the issue of the 
use of lottery funds for the payment of administrative 
expenses is one that we have debated in the past and, I beJieve, 
we will continue 10 wrestle with as we deal with the budget in 
the next few weeks. 

I do not know what the answer is going to be to that ques
tion, but I do believe that it would be inappropriate for us to 
attempt to either anticipate a resolution or to simply designate 
a sum of money here today arbitrarily to pay for administra
tive expenses that may not even be capable of clear delin
eation. It is for those reasons that my amendment proposes to 
simply strike the $100,000 currently proposed for administra
tive expenses by this bill. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, with all due respect 
to the position that the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis, 
takes, I must take a contrary position. I think clearly that the 

$10 mil1ion that is going to be administered by the Depart
ment of Aging through the Area Agencies on Aging is a signif
icant amount of money, something that is as pure senior 
citizen as anything we could pass because it deals with their 
centers and keeping centers open that would ordinarily have 
to be closed because of Labor and Industry problems. I think 
the $100,000that is currently in there to administer that is cer
tainly a reasonable figure, one that has been cut back from the 
$200,000 originally requested. The Secretary of the depart
ment indicates that this is a necessary item for him to properly 
do it. I think it is a proper expenditure from the Lottery Fund 
if all that money is being utilized for senior citizens, then so, 
too, should the administrative expense, rather than having the 
Secretary come to the General Assembly and ask that they 
provide it from the General Fund or that he take it from funds 
in his budget which were not budgeted for this particular item. 
And so, Mr. President, I would hope that the Members of the 
Senate would vote in the negative on this amendment in order 
to have, I think, a fair administration with the appropriate 
appropriation from the Lottery Fund for such a necessary 
expense. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, I would like to 
speak in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Bucks, Senator Lewis. It seems in the last four or five years we 
have had a series of different situations, cliches and sayings 
that have gone around the situation such as, "We have to do 
more with less," and "We all have to put in an extra effort." 
We have also had situations where we have had hiring freezes, 
and in many of the departments of state government where we 
have told agencies to make do with what they have and, for 
the most part, they have done this. In fact, I think we are in 
the middle of a hiring freeze in the state right now. I find it 
sort of a reversal of this role that now we say, "Sure, let's 
appropriate some more for the bureaucracy." I find one of 
the adding features to that being the fact that we are dealing 
with a surplus in the lottery. I do not think dealing with the 
surplus in a Lottery Fund should be a reason for saying, 
"Let's add to the bureaucracy." I think if all of the other 
departments and many of the agencies have had to do with 
less, have had to do with cutbacks and so forth, that if we are 
going to have this program, this program can be accomplished 
within the scope of the people who are already in place to 
deliver services within this agency. 

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: 

Andrezeski 
Boda ck 
Early 
Furno 
Kelley 
Lewis 

Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Mellow 
Musto 

YEAS-21 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 

Singe! 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Williams 
Zemprelli 
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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 second consideration, as 

amended? 
It was agreed to. 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED OVER IN ORDER 

HB 8 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1919 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 314 (Pr. No. 3146) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration 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 State Unemployment Compensation Advisory Council; 
further providing for cooperation with municipalities; providing 
for departmental agreements for delegation of powers; providing 
for water and sewage line rights-of-way in State parks; restricting 
the powers of the Environmental Quality Board as to fees 
charged to the public relating to the use of State parks; establish
ing jurisdiction over a certain airport in the Department of 
General Services; and making repeals. 

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 Title, page l, line 24, by inserting after "PARKS;": 
providing for water utilization permits; 

Amend Sec. 2, page 12, line 1, by striking out "A CLAUSE" 
and inserting: clauses 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1906-A), page 12, by inserting between 
lines 15 and 16: 

(11) To issue permits to individuals, upon such terms and 
subject to such restrictions, fees and regulations as the depart
ment may deem proper, for the utilization of water at a State 
park and for constructing, maintaining and operating lines of 
pipes upon and through a State park for the purpose of conveying 
water therefrom, whenever it shall be in the public interest to do 
so. 

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? 

AMENDMENT OFFERED 

Senator SHUMAKER, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page 10, lines 26 and 27, by strik
ing out "ONE OR MORE OF ITS REGULATORY AND 
ENFORCEMENT FUNCTIONS" and inserting: monitoring or 
inspection functions 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page 10, line 30; page 11, lines l 
through 4, by striking out "ACT":" in line 30, page 10, all of 
lines l through 4, page 11 and inserting: Act." 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page ll, lines ll through 13, by 
striking out all of lines 11 and 12 and "(III)" in line 13 and insert
iflg: (ii) 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page 11, line 16, by striking out 
"(IV)" and inserting:@ 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page 11, line 18, by striking out 
"~)."and inserting:~ 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1905-A), page 11, line 25, by striking out 
"REGULATORY" and inserting: monitoring or inspection 

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

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, my amendment, in 
effect, would change the language on page IO, lines 26 and 27, 
by striking out "one or more of its regulatory enforcement 
functions," referring to DER, and inserting instead the words 
"monitoring or inspection functions." The other parts of the 
amendment would correct the rest of the act to conform. 

This act, in effect, permits the department to enter into 
what is called delegation agreements with municipalities. In 
other words, municipalities would have the power to issue 
permits, but their other delegated powers remain unclear. The 
bill states only that the department's delegation agreements 
with municipalities would specify the powers and duties to be 
performed by each delegated municipality as well as the cate
gory regulatory or enforcement functions to be performed. In 
effect, municipalities across the state could be operating with 
the same powers as the state regulatory agency. In effect, 
what it does is it could create two tiers of bureaucracy and this 
affects the Clean Streams Law and the Solid Waste Manage
ment Act as applied in particular to municipal authorities. 
They have the problem of sludge today. Owing to the lessen
ing of permitted landfills, inaccessibility of incinerators in 
many rural areas and stricter interpretation, they have diffi
culty enough at the present time trying to find a place to get 
rid of the sludge. If this imposes a dual restriction, we could 
not only have a two tier regulatory process and enforcement, 
but we also would have inconsistency and nonuniformity. 
Therefore, I would request an affirmative vote on this so it 
would be left with DER and that the local municipal govern
ments or governing boards or bodies would monitor and 
inspect malfunctions. When there are problems, they would 
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report to DER for the enforcement where it is today, and it 
would be done with some form of uniformity and without any 
possibility of two levels of bureaucracy. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the 
amendment, basicaUy for the reasons the mover of the 
amendment made reference to right near the end of his 
remarks. We do have a serious problem in certain parts of the 
state, primarily with the application of sludge. Over the years 
that I have been in the Senate, since 1979, we have changed 
the law. We have put into place Act 97, which deals with haz
ardous waste and other substances. We have passed legisla
tion dealing with getting primacy for enforcement and issuing 
permits for the operation of our surface mining and our deep 
mining industry. We have been told over the years that the 
federal government would not allow any veto by local munici
palities over the permitting. I can accept that, but I think to 
say that the local government, where the direct effect of what
ever action is taking place would be, should not have some 
input into enforcing and regulating at that level, which is, ,I 
think, primarily done to protect the area that the problem is 
coming from and not the area to which the problem is going 

to. 
One of the things you have to realize is that even though the 

authority will still be there if this amendment is defeated, 
there is a problem with funding. A lot of the local govern
ments are not going to be able to enforce and regulate because 
they do not have the funds. In cases where they do have local 
revenues available to them, they should be allowed to partici
pate in protecting their own environment. I will give you an 
example. In one of my counties we had for quite a few years a 
very successful program as far as sludge was concerned, then 
for some reason the company that had the contract for actu
ally bringing the sludge material to the county and distribut
ing it and spreading it and everything got greedy. They started 
playing little games with what they were doing within their 

own company and without that company, doing things all 
over the place. Four or five of the major officials in that 
company have been indicted for criminal actions dealing with 
this issue. In the process they started to cut corners and they 
allowed the sludge material to sit over the winter which was 
iilegal, they were iiot spreading it properly. You have to see 
the effect that has on the general population as far as their 

confidence in that particular process is concerned. Because of 
this action and because of the local government's inability at 

this time and at that time to have any control over the situa
tion, you may never see sludge applied to an abandoned strip 
mine in that county and many of the surrounding counties 
ever, because it is an issue that is hard to understand. It is an 

issue where the people living in the area have to have confi
dence that the individuals enforcing and regulating are doing 
their job and that the companies involved are up and up. 

This way, by this amendment, you will once again say to the 
local officials, "We do not care what you think. We do not 
care whether you have any ability to regulate and enforce. We 
are going to force it on you again, and then you are going to 
find more and more problems." I really think we are at the 

point in time where we sfiould allow local government to be 
able to take care of what affects their people directly and not 
throw everything on the state and federal government. It is a 
bad amendment and I urge a "no" vote. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Senator SHUMAKER. I withdraw the amendment, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senator 
Shumaker withdraws his amendment to House Bill No. 314. 

House Bill No. 314 will go over in its order, as amended. 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 566 (Pr. No. 1994) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (P. L. 130, No. 48), 
entitled "Health Care Facilities Act," providing for hemodialysis 
services. 

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 865 (Pr. No. 3115) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act empowering the Department of Transportation to pre
serve and improve rail freight service in the Commonwealth by 
making grants, loans or other assistance available to qualified 
applicants; authorizing a comprehensive rail study; making 
appropriations; and making repeals. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by striking out "APPROPRI
ATIONS" and inserting: an appropriation 

Amend Sec. 7, page 13, line 12, by inserting after 
"BIDDING.": If during the first five years after the sale, trans
fer, lease or grant of a license or easement the property or prop
erty right is used for any purpose other than that which is com
patible with the operation of a railroad or any public purpose the 
property or property right shall revert to the Commonwealth. 

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 ZEMPRELLI. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 907 and 1279 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1293 (Pr. No. 1800) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, further providing for the seizure of suspended 
registration plates and registration cards; and providing for 
seizure of revoked and suspended drivers' licenses. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-47 

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

NAYS-1 

Romanelli 

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 

HB 1451 (Pr. No. 3147) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Second Class County Code," approved 
July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), providing that a county of the 
second class may make pickup contributions to the retirement 
system on behalf of county employees; and further providing for 
tax levies. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 3, page 6, line 25, by inserting after "effect": 
immediately and sections 1 and 2 shall be retroactive to 

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

its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1799 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 1848 (Pr. No. 3083) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Beauty Culture Law," approved May 
3, 1933 (P. L. 242, No. 86), reestablishing the State Board of Cos
metology; providing for its composition, powers and duties; 
making editorial changes; and making a repeal. 

Considered the third time, 

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

BODACK AMENDMENT 

Senator BODACK, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendment: 

Amend Sec. 15 (Sec. 9.2), page 15, line 10, by inserting after 
"license": and at least six months of experience as a shop owner 
or manager 

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

·senator BODA CK. Mr. President, what this amendment 
does is it inserts the words, "and at least six months of experi
ence as a shop owner or manager" after the word "license" 
on page 15, line 10. The way the bill is currently written, 
anyone, Mr. President, who does have a license as a cosmetol
ogist or as a manager can apply for a crossover license within 
the next year after passage of this bill. I would like to say this 
opens up a lot of problems within the industry. I have been 
asked to submit this amendment so we can preserve some of 
the integrity of the business. 

I have a daughter, Mr. President, who is a very young lady 
and who is a graduate of the Pittsburgh Beauty Culture 
School. She has a license in cosmetology as well as a license in 
management and a license to become a teacher as a cosmetol
ogist. I would say to the Body that as much as I love my 
daughter, I think she should have some experience. She has 
not worked a day in this profession and, if this bill passes, she 
can apply for a crossover license. I think based on those cir
cumstances, we should have something that would at least 
insure that people crossing-over in these licenses do have some 
experience at what they want to do. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, may we have a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Lloyd at such time as the roll is 
about to be called, please? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Lewis requests a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Lloyd. Are there any 
objections? The Chair sees none and the leave is granted. 

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

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, I rise to oppose this 
amendment. This started out basically as a Sunset bill. It has 
gone through extensive meetings in the House and it was 
before the committee in the Senate. There have been a lot of 
outside meetings between the House and the Senate people 
involved, the Legislators involved, staff people and the 
members of every segment of the industry and, as a result of 
that, a total consensus was reached so that we could get to 
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Sunset. This amendment was one of those introduced which 
was not accepted in either of the committees and has now 
been introduced on the floor to be put into the cosmetology 
bill. There are two bills coming up, House Bill No. 1848 and 
House Bill No. 1851. One is for cosmetology and one is for 
the barbers, both of which will expire June 30th of this 
month. Upon checking again for about the tenth time-we 
checked about an hour before we came here with the people 
from the House who were involved with this-we were 
advised that if this amendment is passed, it will be noncon
curred in, which means there will be a Committee of Confer
ence and Sunset may not be obtained. This can be introduced 
at any time. I also might add that it is of interest that this was 
introduced into the cosmetology bill when the same languagt: 
was not introduced into the barbers' bill, so it must be for a 
special purpose that it is being introduced at this time. It was 
the language that was rejected before and, so we do not hold 
up the Sunset process, I see no need for it because it adds 
another tier for qualification in an area of the shared shop 
which is a new concept under these proposed bills which has 
thoroughly been reviewed and was considered not necessary 
as being a requirement when many other requirements are 
already set up. I would request a negative vote. 

Senator BODA CK. Mr. President, I would like to point out 
to the gentleman that, obviously, someone is interested in this 
legislation because it is members of the industry who have 
petitioned me to offer this amendment. I am not about to 
attempt to legislate a law in an industry with which I am 
totally unfamiliar. I will take the lead of those people who 
care to protect that which they now have. As far as our having 
to take action on this based on some future action in another 
Body of this Commonwealth which may be positive or nega
tive, I feel we are not doing service to the industry that is 
involved. Mr. President, there has not been a request of me by 
the barbers to put a like amendment in their bill. I am con
cerned about that industry which is concerned about itself, 
and I think we should all look at it and vote in the affirmative. 

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, without prolonging 
this, there is a substantive defect in it, and the fact is this has 
been rejected. It has been introduced many times in both the 
House and the Senate, in committee and in discussions. It has 
been rejected every time, and it is only one small segment who 
wants it. I think at this time I would ask that it be rejected 
again. 

Senator BODACK. Mr. President, I thank you for recog
nizing me for the third time. I would like to point out to the 
Chair, as the Minority Chairman of the Committee on Con
sumer Protection and Professional Licensure, I was not aware 
of the meetings to which the gentleman referred, nor to my 
recollection was I ever invited to one of them. I am totally 
unaware of the proceedings that took place. The first indica
tion I had was at a committee meeting about two weeks ago at 
which time I voiced certain reservations about certain por
tions of the bill the gentleman has introduced. It has come to 
my attention since then there are discrepancies such as this 
one that we are trying to correct with my amendment, and 

unless we can take it back to further meetings and get further 
information, I would suggest and ask that the Members of the 
Senate do act in the affirmative on my amendment. 

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

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

YEAS-23 

Andrezeski Lincoln Reibman Singe! 
Bodack Lloyd Rhoades Stapleton 
Early Lynch Rocks Stout 
Furno Mellow Romanelli Williams 
Kelley Musto Scanlon Zemprelli 
Lewis O'Pake Shaffer 

NAYS-25 

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

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? 

SHUMAKER AMENDMENT I 

Senator SHUMAKER, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 15 (Sec. 9.2), page 15, line 7, by striking out "OF" 
where it appears the first time and inserting: prior to -

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

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, this was the exact 
same language that was put in the barbers' bill and was 
omitted in the committee meeting from being put into the cos
metologists' bill, and because of the shop concept, which is in 
both bills, we wanted to make sure that the language is exactly 
the same. I ask for its adoption. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

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 
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Greenleaf 
Hager 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Loeper 
Lynch 

Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 
Shaffer 

NAYS-0 

Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

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

amended? 

SHUMAKER AMENDMENT II 

Senator SHUMAKER, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 11 (Sec. 6), page 12, line 4, by inserting after 
"the": original 

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

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, this is for the same 
reason as the prior amendment. It is to insert a word which 
was omitted from the cosmetology bill which was inserted in 
the barber bill. 

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

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe) 
Boda ck 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 Romanelli Williams 
Helfrick Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Hess Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

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

amended? 

SHUMAKER AMENDMENT III 

Senator SHUMAKER, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1), page 3, line 29, by inserting a bracket 
after "Cosmetology." 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1 ), page 4, line 1, by striking out the 
bracket after "State." 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1.1), page 5, line 1, by striking out "or" 
and inserting: and 

Amend Sec.3(Sec. 1.1), page 5, line 11, by striking out "Six" 
and inserting: Seven 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1.1), page 5, line 15, by striking out 
"traveling and other reasonable" and inserting: reasonable trav
eling, hotel and other necessary 

Amend Sec. 16 (Sec. 10), page 16, lines 9 through 11, by insert
ing underscore under "AND PROVIDED EACH TEACHER 
INSTRUCTING AN" in line 9, all of line 10, and "PROVIDED 
BY THE BOARD" in line 11 

Amend Sec. 20 (Sec. 13), page 19, line 28, by inserting a 
bracket after ''participant,'' 

Amend Sec. 20 (Sec. 13), page 19, line 30, by striking out the 
bracket after "necessary" 

Amend Bill, page 27, by inserting between lines 15 and 16: 
Section 32. Each rule and regulation of the board in effect on 

June 30, 1984, shall remain in effect after such date until repealed 
or amended by the board. 

Amend Sec. 32, page 27, line 16, by striking out "32" and 
inserting: 33 

Amend Sec. 32, page 27, line 16, by striking out "May 1" and 
inserting: July 1 

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

Senator SHUMAKER. Mr. President, this amendment was 
submitted by legal counsel to correct certain technical errors 
and other language and, I believe, a copy has been provided to 
counsel for the other side. I would ask for its adoption. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
It was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, House 

Bill No. 1848 will go over in its order, as amended. 

BB 1851 (Pr. No. 3084) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Barbers' License Law," approved June 
19, 1931 (P. L. 589, No. 202), reestablishing the State Board of 
Barber Examiners; and further providing for provisions relating 
to barbering. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 20 (Sec. 15-A.3), page 28, line 16, by striking out 
"prior to or on" and inserting: one year prior to 

Amend Sec. 20 (Sec. 15-A.3), page 28, line 20, by inserting 
after "licensed": within one year prior to or 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, if they are the same 
amendments to House Bill No. 1851 that were shared with us 
in our caucus, they are agreed to amendments. 

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

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

Senator SHUMAKER, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 2.2}, page 4, line 20, by inserting after 
"terms": and until successors are appointed and qualified 
according to law, 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 2.2), page 4, lines 21 and 22, by striking out 
'', if a successor has yet to be appointed and qualified" 

Amend Sec. 12 (Sec. 8), page 14, line 26, by inserting a bracket 
before "of" 

Amend Sec. 12 (Sec. 8), page 14, line 26, by striking out the 
bracket before "not" 

Amend Sec. 12 (Sec. 8), page 14, line 27, by inserting after 
"dollars,]": not to exceed 

Amend Sec. 24, page 30, line 18, by striking out "or" and 
inserting: and 

Amend Bill, page 30, by inserting between lines 20 and 21: 

Section 25. Each rule and regulation of the board in effect on 
June 30, 1984, shall remain in effect after such date until repealed 
or amended by the board. 

Amend Sec. 25, page 30, line 21, by striking out "25" and 
inserting: 26 

Amend Sec. 25, page 30, line 21, by striking out "May 1" and 
inserting: July I 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
It was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, House 

Bill No. 1851 will go over in its order, as amended. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1858 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED OVER IN ORDER 

SB 387 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS 
OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1409, HB 2110, 2111, 2113, 2114 and 2115 - Without 
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the 
request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 20 (Pr. No. 3138) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the release of Project 70 restrictions 
imposed on certain lands owned by the City of Lancaster, 
Lancaster County in return for the imposition of Project 70 
restrictions on certain lands owned by the City of Lancaster, 
Lancaster County. 

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

ation. 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

HB 131 (Pr. No. 2979) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for official visitation of prisons. 

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 419, 530, HB 538, SB 680, 831, HB 846, SB 1009, 1093, 
HB 1181, 1244, 1256, 1270, 1293, SB 1326 and 1346 -
Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order at 
the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER AND RECOMMITTED 

HB 1359 (Pr. No. 2980)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act requiring written agreements between municipalities 
and volunteer pr6viders. 

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

Pursuant to Senate Rule XI, the bill was recommitted to the 
Committee on Local Government. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1382, 1386, 1387 and 1404 - Without objection, the 
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1414 (Pr. No. 2071) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of September 20, 1961 (P. L. 1541, 
No. 657), entitled, as reenacted and amended, "Pennsylvania 
Agricultural Commodities Marketing Act of 1968," providing 
for the establishment, without referendum, of a dairy products 
promotion program funded by voluntary contributions. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1551, 1636, 1888, 1931and1969 - Without objection, 
the bills were passed over in their order at the request of 
Senator JUBELIRER. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

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

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the 
motion for Resolutions A and B on page 12 to go over and I 
would like to speak to my opposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Williams objects to 
the Regulatory Review Report on page 12 of today's Calendar 
going over in its order. 
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Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I never called them 
up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, for the purpose of my 

inquiry, would the Majority Leader, the gentleman from 
Blair, Senator J ubelirer, stand for interrogation? 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on Resolutions A and 

B on page 12, my concern is that if we as a Body do not act 
one way or another, that something which I consider substan
tive and important may be going into law. Is it the gentle
man's intention to have these matters called up timely enough 
that we can give some action to it? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, the answer to the 
gentleman's question is precisely, yes. It is our intention to 
call up the Regulatory Review Report in a timely fashion. This 
is only the second day they have been on the Calendar. They 
would have several weeks before it reached that point to 
which the speaker refers. 

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, is the gentleman 
aware that the matters contained in Resolutions A and B have 
months ago been deliberately considered in depth and thor
oughly by the Senate Committee on Finance? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Yes, I am, Mr. President. 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr: Presidel).t, therefore, I will ask 

the gentleman if he understands my concern that we should 
timely act on this? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would agree with 
the gentleman on this and every other issue. We have never let 
anything that had a time frame expire without acting in a posi
tive way concerning it. It is my hope that we can do them next 
week. It was marked to run yesterday and we had some objec
tions from Members of the Senate on both sides because they 
wanted an opportunity to review them further. I had the same 
requests today and that is the reason they are not being run 
today. 

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I thank the gentle
man. If I might just briefly comment, I am certainly satisfied 
that the gentleman intends to move these items in a timely 
fashion. I might add that most of the Members on this side are 
now thoroughly conversant and satisfied with the issue and 
prepared to vote on it, but I would wait next week's action on 
it. 

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 ask unanimous consent 
to call from the table for consideration certain nominations 
previously reported from committee and laid on the table. 

The Clerk read the nominations as follows: 

JUDGE, MUNICIPAL COURT 
OF PHILADELPHIA 

April 2, 1984. 

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 Morton Krase, 9719 
Laramie Road, Philadelphia 19115, Philadelphia County, Fifth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge, Municipal Court 
in and for the City of Philadelphia, First Judicial District of 
Pennsylvania, to serve until the first Monday of January, 1986, 
vice the Honorable Kenneth Harris, elected to the Court of 
Common Pleas, Philadelphia County. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

JUDGE, MUNICIPAL COURT 
OF PHILADELPHIA 

May 17, 1984. 

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

In conformity with Jaw, I have the honor hereby to nomjnate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate Thomas E. Dempsey, 
6103 Glenmore Street, Philadelphia 19142, Philadelphia County, 
Eighth Senatorial District, for appointment as Judge, Municipal 
Court in and for the City of Philadelphia, First Judicial District 
of Pennsylvania, to serve until the first Monday of January, 
1986, vice the Honorable James G. Colins, elected to Common
wealth Court. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would request a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Corman who is attending 
a meeting at the Department of Education. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer requests a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Corman. Are there any 
objections? The Chair sees none, the leave is granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to the nominations? 

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe) 
Boda ck 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 
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Greenleaf 
Hager 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Loeper 
Lynch 

Rocks Wenger 
Romanelli Williams 
Scanlon Wilt 
Shaffer Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

NOMINATION TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I call from the table for 

consideration certain nomination previously reported from 
committee and laid on the table. 

The Clerk read the nomination as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE STATE EMPLOYEES' 
RETIREMENT BOARD 

February 29, 1984. 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate the Honorable Murray 
G. Dickman, 1074-7 Lancaster Boulevard, Mechanicsburg 17055, 
Cumberland County, Thirty-first Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the State Employees' Retirement 
Board, to serve until September 26, 1986, vice Milton Melman, 
Harrisburg, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would request a nega-
tive vote on the nominee and ask for a roll call. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to the nomination? 

The yeas and nays were required by Senator LOEPER and 

Senator MELLOW and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-24 

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

NAYS-22 

Andrezeski Lincoln Pecora Singe! 
Bodack Lloyd Reibman Stapleton 
Early Mellow Rocks Stout 
Furno Musto Romanelli Williams 
Kelley O'Connell Scanlon Zemprelli 
Lewis O'Pake 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 
TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator LOEPER called from the table communications 
from His Excellency, the Governor of the Commonwealth, 

recalling the following nominations, which were read by the 
Clerk as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE STATE 
CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

June 13, 1984. 

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 March 7, 1984 for the reappointment of George B. 
Wolff (Farmer), 486 Houtztown Road, Myerstown 17067, 
Lebanon County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, as a member 
of the State Conservation Commission, to serve. until May 30, 
1987, and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

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

DICK THORNBURGH. 

MEMBER OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEARING BOARD 

May 15, 1984. 

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 May 14, 1984 for the appointment of Anthony J. 
Mazullo, Jr., 334 East Ashland Street, Doylestown 18901, Bucks 
County, Tenth Senatorial District, as a member of the Environ
mental Hearing Board, to serve until June 20, 1985, or until his 
successor shall have been appointed and qualified, vice Dennis J. 
Harnish, Esquire, Harrisburg, resigned. 

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

DICK THORNBURGH. 

NOMINATION CONFIRMED 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move. that the nomina

tions just read by the Clerk be returned to His Excellency, the 

Governor. 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request a separate roll 

call. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Chair 

will entertain a separate roll call. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the motion to return the nomina

tion of George B. Wolff to the Governor? 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request a slow roll call 
and ask my colleagues to vote ''no'' on the recall of George B. 

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

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator HOPPER. Mr. President, having voted under a 

misapprehension, I would like to change my vote from "aye" 
to "no." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

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

Holl Loeper 

YEAS-4 

Pecora 

NAYS-44 
Tilghman 

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now before the 
Senate is, 

Will the Senate advise and consent to the nomination of 
George B. Wolff as a member of the State Conservation Com
mission? 

Senator HOLL. Mr. President, I request a slow roll call. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to the nomination? 

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

YEAS-45 

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

NAYS-2 

Holl Tilghman 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

NOMINATION RETURNED TO THE GOVERNOR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now before the 
Senate is, 

Will tpe Senate agree to the motion to return the nomina
tion of Anthony J. Mazullo, Jr. to the Governor? 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nomination will be 

returned to the Governor. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES 

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

The motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, I would like the record to 
show that I have returned to the floor and was here for the last 
vote. I will no longer require temporary Capitol leave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The record will state that 
Senator Lloyd is on the floor and voting. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

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

HB 1921 (Pr. No. 3179) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, providing for the registration and regulation 
of certain all-terrain vehicles; and imposing powers and duties on 
the Department of Environmental Resources. 

Senator SNYDER, from the Committee on Judiciary, 
reported the following bill: 

RB 312 (Pr. No. 3183) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of November 22, 1978 (P. L. 1166, 
No. 274), referred to as the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime 
and Delinquency Law, authorizing a crime prevention program; 
providing for technical and financial assistance to law enforce
ment agencies; and making an appropriation. 

Senator WENGER, from the Committee on Labor and 
Industry, reported the following bill: 

SB 494 (Pr. No. 2101) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1968 (P. L. 237, No. 111), 
entitled "Policemen and Firemen Collective Bargaining Act," 
further providing for composition of the board of arbitration. 
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RESOLUTIONS IN PLACE 

Senator ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair two resolu
tions. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 

DISCHARGING COMMITTEE ON RULES FROM 
FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF SB 1182 

Senator ANDREZESKI offered the following resolution 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The remarks of the gentle
man will be spread upon the record. 

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 at today's Session. 

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

which was read as follows: SB 494, 959, 1027, 1107, HB 312, 537, 542, 1850, 1921 and 

In the Senate, June 13, 1984. 2099. 

A RESOLUTION 

Discharging Committee on Rules from further consideration of 
Senate Bill No. 1182, Printer's No. 1598. 

RESOLVED, That Senate Bill No. 1182, Printer's No. 1598, 
entitled. "An act amending the act of October 27, 1955 (P.L.744, 
No.222), entitled, as amended, 'An act prohibiting certain prac
tices of discrimination because of race, color, religious creed, 
ancestry, age or national origin by employers, employment agen
cies, labor organizations and others as herein defined; creating 
the Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission in the Depart
ment of Labor and Industry; defining its functions, powers and 
duties; providing for procedure and enforcement; providing for 
formulation of an educational program to prevent prejudice; pro
viding for judicial review and enforcement and imposing penal
ties,' further prohibiting wage discrimination on the basis of 
comparable worth; and making an appropriation," having been 
referred to the Committee on Rules on May 14, 1984, and the 
committee not having reported the bill to the Senate for a period 
exceeding ten days, the committee is discharged from further con
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing resolution, which was read, considered and adopted: 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Richard T. 
Kirkpatrick by ~enator O'Pake. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing resolution, which was read, considered and adopted: 

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of 
the late Navy Chief Petty Officer Mark S. Pincek by Senator 
Shaffer. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

Senator O'P AKE asked and obtained unanimous consent 
to address the Senate. 

Senator O'P AKE. Mr. President, on the last roll call, 
namely the confirmation of George Wolff, I was on the tele
phone in my office and was not able to run up for the vote. I 
wish the record would show that if I were on the floor, I 
would have voted "yes." 

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

eration. 

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, just to get some 
remarks in the record, I would like to explain my negative 
vote on George Wolff who is a friend of mine and I hope that 
we will retain that relationship in spite of my negative vote. I 
think we should investigate this in the Senate, and I intend to 
personally find out the best way to either implement a rule or 
a piece of legislation that no individual who is a registered lob
byist with the Secretary of the Senate may be appointed by the 
Governor to any board, commission, agency or anything else. 
There are some 450 people who would fall under that cate
gory, but I think it is a mistake to have a lobbyist who is paid 
by people to influence legislation to be on any appointed 
board by the Governor. That was the reason for my negative 
vote and the sole reason for my negative vote. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, before we adjourn for 
the day, I think it is only appropriate that a few remarks be 
spread upon the record. Last evening we had the opportunity 
of participating in an environmental study. That study took 
place at the Harrisburg Academy where the Democratic 
Members of the Senate narrowly were defeated by the Demo
cratic members of the staff of the Senate. I think it is impor
tant that the record does indicate appropriately today that 
that event did take place last evening. I think, also, the record 
should further indicate that in the. very near future there will 
be some reconsiderations and reorganizations made on the 
part of the Democratic staff to include certain areas of reorga
nization. We have not finalized the plans as of yet with the 
reorganization but certain areas that we have to take a look at 
is the possibilities of some affirmative action. We think it is 
extremely important that we look to see if all proper quotas 
are being met. I think equally important is the fact there has 
been a lot to be said over the last several years about the 
gender gap and, perhaps, that we, the Democratic Members 
of the Senate, have not properly addressed ourselves to the 
gender gap. So we plan an appropriate type of reorganization, 
taking equal rights into consideration, having nothing to do 
with the narrow defeat that took place last evening. The 
reason why I want to spread this upon the record is since we 
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have taken that very positive action today, we would not want 
it to be interpreted as any type of retribution against the staff 
members who narrowly defeated the Democratic Senators last 
evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thanks the gentle
man. It is altogether possible that such reorganization may be 
needed on both sides of the aisle. 

Senator HOLL. Mr. President, I voted "no" on the nomi
nation by the Governor of George Wolff, who is a lobbyist, to 
serve on an important commission. I will do so in the future. I 
think it is a bad practice and it is wrong for people who get 
paid to represent special interests in the government to then sit 
on these boards and commissions and have a voice in very 
important matters. I think as the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Senator Tilghman, said, some rule or some 
statute or something should be enacted to avoid a similar inci
dent in the future. My voting against George Wolff has 
nothing to do with his character, his ability or his qualifica
tions, but it does have a lot to do with whether or not we 
should corrupt government in this way so as to impugn those 
who do serve on these boards and commissions who are doing 
it in a proper manner. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, the gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, made some remarks, and I 
think he should be complete on the record and tell us what the 
score of that game was last night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Mellow, wouid you 
agree to give us this information? 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, is that being put in the 
form of an interrogation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Would you consent to inter
rogation? 

Senator MELLOW. No, I will not, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Jubelirer, Senator 

Mellow wishes to inform you that he will not be interrogated. 
Senator JUBELIRER. Well, one can only assume from 

that, Mr. President, that they got wiped out. 
Senator MELLOW. However, Mr. President, if you would 

wish to interrogate the renowned coach of our team, the gen
tleman from Philadelphia, Senator Rocks, perhaps he would 
like to share with him the-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That gentleman is not on the 
floor. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, is that the gentleman 
with his head between his legs? 

Senator MELLOW. That is the gentleman that just walked 
in and out of the Chamber, Mr. President. So there is no mis
understanding, the score was 3 to 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that 32 or 3 to 2? 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, the majority was just a 

little under twenty-four. 

GENERAL COMMUNICATION 

BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing Senate Bill numbered, entitled and referred as follows, 
which was read by the Clerk: 

June 13, 1984 

Senator RHOADES presented to the Chair SB 1423, 
entitled: 

An Act adopting the song "Pennsylvania, My Home State," 
lyrics and music by Fred Waring, as the State song of the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, June 13, 1984. 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing Senate Resolution numbered, entitled and referred as 
follows, which was read by the Clerk: 

June 13, 1984 

DIRECTING A LEGISLATIVE STUDY 
COMMITTEE TO STUDY THE PRESENT SYSTEM 

WHEREBY THE INSURANCE COMMISSIONER 
DETERMINES ALL RATE INCREASES 

Senator BELL offered the following resolution (Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 134), which was read and referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Insurance: 

In the Senate, June 13, 1984. 

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
Directing a Legislative Study Committee to study t.he present 

system whereby the Insurance Commissioner determines all 
rate increases. 

In 1983, the Insurance Commissioner gave the insurance indus
try a multibillion dollar annual rate increase without taking into 
consideration the views of the customers, even though he is 
charged by law to represent the interests of the public. It is possi
ble that the present law should be amended to take away some of 
the powers of the commissioner with respect to exclusive right to 
set all insurance rates; therefore be it 

RESOLVED (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
the President pro tempore shall appoint three members of the 
Senate, two from the majority party and one from the minority 
party, and the Speaker of the House shall appoint three members 
of the House, two from the majority party and one from the 
minority party to study the present system whereby the Insurance 
Commissioner determines all insurance rate increases; and be it 
further 

RESOLVED, That the committee report its findings and rec
ommendations to the General Assembly as soon as possible. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until Monday, June 18, 1984, at 2:00 
p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time, unless sooner recalled by 
the President pro tempore. 
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The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 3:04 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 

JUNE 13, 


