
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

11Jegislatiut Jnumal 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20, 1984 

SESSION OF 1984 168TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 45 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1984. 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Henry G. Hager) in the 
Chair. 

PRAYER 

The following prayer was offered by the Secretary of the 
Senate, Hon. MARK R. CORRIGAN: 

Almighty God, we pray Thy blessing upon these Legisla
tors, that Thou will give them a desire to do right, to avoid the 
easy, expedient way, to have the courage of their convictions, 
to recognize truth and justice. 

May they always labor in the awareness of Thy presence, in 
the light of Thy wisdom and by the power of Thy Spirit, that 
they may be effective instruments of Thy will and purpose in 
setting forth the best interests of this Commonwealth. Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum of the Senate 
being present, the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding 
Session of June 19, 1984. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MOORE. Mr. President, I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Shumaker, a temporary Capitol 
leave for Senator Helfrick, a temporary Capitol leave for 
Senator Holl, a temporary Capitol leave for Senator Howard 
and temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Brightbill, Senator 
Corman, Senator Rhoades, Senator Shaffer and Senator 
Wenger. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I am requesting a leg
islative leave for the entire day for Senator Lynch who had a 
meeting in Philadelphia, and temporary Capitol leaves for 
Senator Mellow, Senator Lloyd, Senator Rocks and Senator 
Zemprelli. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there objections to the 
request for leaves just mentioned by the Majority and Minor
ity desks? The Chair hears none and those leaves will be 
granted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

NOMINATIONS BY THE GOVERNOR 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following communications in writing from His Excellency, 
the Governor of the Commonwealth, which were read as 
follows, and referred to the Committee on Rules and Execu
tive Nominations: 

MEMBER OF THE HEAL TH CARE 
POLICY BOARD 

June 20, 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 Raymond M. Slattery, 
Box 388, Fort Washington 19034, Montgomery County, Twelfth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Health 
Care Policy Board, to serve until March 11, 1987, and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, vice William G. Williams, 
Meadowbrook, resigned. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

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

June 20, 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 Right Reverend 
Monsignor Paul D. Panza, Ss. Peter and Paul Church, 400 
Fourth Street, Philipsburg 16866, Centre County, Thirty-fourth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Philipsburg State General Hospital, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1989, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice William A. France, Philipsburg, 
whose term expired. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

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

June 20, 1984. 
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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 Lewis C. Shaw, P. 0. 
Box 111, West Decatur 16878, Clearfield County, Thirty-fourth 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Board 
of Trustees of Philipsburg State General Hospital, to serve until 
the third Tuesday of January, 1989, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified. 

DICK THORNBURGH. 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

SENATE BILL RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 58, with the information that the House has passed 
the same with amendments in which the concurrence of the 
Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, as amended, will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

DISCHARGE RESOLUTIONS 

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

In the Senate, June 20, 1984. 

We, the Senators whose signatures are affixed hereto respect
fully request that the Honorable William W. Scranton, Ill, 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 
thi: 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 May 1, 
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 A. Minissale, Member 
D.O. State Bpard of Osteo-

pathic Medical Examiners 

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

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

In the Senate, June 20, 1984. 

We, the Senators whose signatures are affixed hereto respect
fully request that the Honorable William W. Scranton, Ill, 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 May 1, 
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 W. Frombach Sheriff 
Cambria County 

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

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

In the Senate, June 20, 1984. 

We, the Senators whose signatures are affixed hereto respect
fully request that the Honorable William W. Scranton, Ill, 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 May 1, 
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: 

Elizabeth H. Gemmill, Member 
Esq. Council of Trustees of 

West Chester University 

Edward P. Zemprelli 
Eugene F. Scanlon 
Robert J. Mellow 
Francis J. Lynch 
James E. Ross 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communications will 
be laid on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would add Senator 
Tilghman and Senator Stauffer, who I believe are meeting on 
the budget, to temporary Capitol leave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
granting of temporary Capitol leaves to Senator Tilghman 
and Senator Stauffer? The Chair sees none and the leaves will 
be granted. 

CALENDAR 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SB 959 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

SB 959 (Pr. No. 1181) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 2 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator JUBELIRER, as a Special Order 
of Business. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 959 (Pr. No. 1181) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

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. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Hess Lynch Shaffer 
Bell Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bodack Hopper Moore Singe) 
Brightbill Howard Musto Snyder 
Corman Jubelirer O'Connell Stapleton 
Early Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Fisher Kratzer Pecora Stout 
Furno Kusse Reibman Tilghman 
Greenleaf Lewis Rhoades Wenger 
Hager Lincoln Rocks Williams 
Hankins Lloyd Romanelli Wilt 
Helfrick Loeper Scanlon 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 present said bill 
to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to 
note for the record the presence on the floor of Senator 
Shumaker, Senator Helfrick, Senator Brightbill, Senator 
Corman, Senator Rhoades, Senator Shaffer, Senator 
Tilghman and Senator Stauffer of those who were on leave. 
Senator Holl, Senator Wenger, Senator Mellow, Senator 
Rocks, Senator Zemprelli and Senator Lloyd are on the floor. 
Senator Lloyd is here and his leaye is now cancelled. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE IN 
HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 705 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 1152 (Pr. No. 2054) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department 
of Public Welfare, to sell and convey 1.268 acres of land situate 
in Penn Township, Snyder County, Pennsylvania. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do concur in the amendments made by the House to 
Senate Bill No. 1152. 

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

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

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe I 
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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, may I please at this 
point request a legislative leave for the remainder of the day 
for Senator Furno. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Js there an objection to the 
granting of a legislative leave for the balance of today's 
Session for Senator Furno? The Chair sees none. That leave 
will be granted. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, Senator Hopper was 
called off the floor very temporarily and I would ask a tempo
rary Capitol leave for him. He should be back in the next 
couple bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ls there objectiOn to a leave 
for Senator Hopper? The Chair hears none and that leave will 
be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 2111 (Pr. No. 3264)-The Senate proceeded to consid

eration'of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Treasury Department out 
of various funds to pay replacement checks issued in lieu of out
standing checks when presented and to adjust errors. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe! 
Bodack Howard Musto 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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return said bill to 
the House of Representatives with information that the 

Senate has passed the same with amendments in which con
currence of the House is requested. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
OVER IN ORDER 

HB 2114 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 2115 (Pr. No. 3266) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation from the Public School 
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the 
Public School Employees' Retirement Board for the fiscal year 
July l, 1984 to June 30, f985 and for the payment of bills incur
red and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1984. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of 

the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe! 
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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return said bill to 
the House of Representatives with information that the 

Senate has passed the same with amendments in which con
currence of the House is requested. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 8, SB 566 and 907 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 

JUBELIRER. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1279 (Pr. No. 2133) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for an offense relating 
to falsification. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
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Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

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

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 1385 (Pr. No. 2134) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May I, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," further providing 
for the compensation of supervisors and the purchase of insur
ance. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-48 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow 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 
Hankins 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 present said bill 
to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1404 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator.JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1424 (Pr. No. 2103) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
1984-1985. 

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-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Singe I 
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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

SB 1432, 1433, 1434, 1435, 1436, 1437, 1438, 1439, 1440, 
1441 and 1442 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order temporarily at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1850 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1969 (Pr. No. 3131) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act requiring prompt payment to milk producers; provid
ing for the establishment of a security fund; providing for a pro
cedure to process claims against the security fund; providing for 
.alternative methods of security on behalf of milk producers; and 
providing for certain prohibitions, repeals and penalties. 

Considered the .third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of 
the Constitution and were as follows, viz: 
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Andrezeski Holl 
Bell Hopper 
Bodack Howard 
Brightbill Jubelirer 
Corman Kelley 
Early Kratzer 
Fisher Kusse 
Furno Lewis 
Greenleaf Lincoln 
Hager Lloyd 
Hankins Loeper 
Helfrick Lynch 
Hess 

YEAS-49 

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

NAYS-0 

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

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

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

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 2052 (Pr. No. 3257) The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of April 1, 1863 (P. L. 213, No. 227), 
entitled "An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the 
United States, to the several states, for the endowment of Agri
cultural Colleges," making appropriations for carrying same into 
effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; 
and providing a method of accounting for the funds appropri
ated. 

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

ation. 

RECONSIDERATION OF HB 2052 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 2052 (Pr. No. 3257) - Senator LINCOLN. Mr. Presi
dent, I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
agreed to on second consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

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

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the Majority Leader, the gentleman from Blair, Senator 
Jubelirer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Jubelirer, Senator 
Lincoln has advanced the question as to whether or not you 
will permit yourself to be interrogated on House Bill No. 
2052? 

Senator JUBELIRER. I will, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman indicates 

that he will and you may proceed, Senator. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, prior to your reversing 
your decision on House Bill No. 2052, there seemed to be a 
very clear indication that this bill, and I would presume the 
subsequent bills, House Bill Nos. 2053, 2054, 2055 and so on, 
which are the nonpreferred bills on second consideration, will 
be moved to third consideration. Is that what we can expect? 

Senator JUBELIRER. That is correct, Mr. President. 
Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, on my Calendar, 

House Bill No. 2052 and all of the subsequent nonpreferred 
appropriation bills are on the first day on the Calendar and 
this is unusual, to say the least, to see this many bills moved to 
another consideration on the Calendar on the first day. I am a 
little curious as to why. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I think the question 
is a very good one and I think it certainly deserves as good an 
explanation as is the question. What I would explain to the 
gentleman is this, Mr. President; it is our intention to move 
the bills up and leave them in a holding pattern only for time's 
sake because of what we shoot as our goal to finish everything 
by the end of next week. We would not run the nonpreferred 
appropriations until such time as the General Appropriations 
bill is completed, and that way they are in position to go. That 
was a request of the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator 
Tilghman, which he and his committee kindly alluded to and 
that is the only reason we are moving them up. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, aside from the unusual 
practice of what we are doing here today, moving a bill on the 
first day on the Calendar, and I know that the Senate Rules do 
not specifically prohibit that but it has been pretty much a 
standing non-rule- I would think you would call it-that 
bills do not get moved up on the first day on the Calendar. 
Aside from that, the bills will be in a position where, without 
unanimous consent, there will be no ability to amend them. I 
am wondering if the Majority Leader could assure those of us 
who are kind of along for the ride today that there will be an 
opportunity to amend if the desire is there? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Absolutely, Mr. President. In the 
ten years I have been here, I have never seen unanimous 
consent denied. I certainly would vehemently support his 
opportunity to offer amendments in the future. 

We have in the past moved up budgetary concerns, and we 
have also taken into consideration when time factors become 
important that we are not as rigid with the unwritten rule to 
which the gentleman refers. I certainly would give him my 
assurance of support for his opportunity to offer an amend
ment at any time to any bill on this Calendar or any future 
Calendars. 

Senator LINCOLN. I thank the gentleman, Mr. President, 
for that response and I do appreciate that. I do not like to 
seem like a Doubting Thomas about some things, and I may 
be at the microphone doing some other questioning before we 
are done today, but this is my twelfth budget and next week is 
the final week before the deadline to have a General Fund 
budget passed. I have seen some very strange things happen in 
the last few days prior to the pressure-packed time of having 
the budget by midnight, June 30th. That is why I am being a 
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little bit suspicious and why I may be doubtful at times about 
what we are doing, plus the fact that I do not have a marked 
Calendar, so I am in total darkness as to what is taking place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the Chair's twelve years 
here, the Chair has never seen unanimous consent denied and 
the Chair, whether in the Chair or on the floor, would fight 
very hard for the right of any Member to amend on third con
sideration on any bill. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration? 
It was agreed to. 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 2056 (Pr. No. 3261) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

AnAct making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2057 (Pr. No. 2790) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Hahnemann Medical 
College and Hospital, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2053 (Pr. No. 3258) The Senate proceeded to consid- HB 2058 (Pr. No. 2791) - The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp.Sess., P. L. 
87, No.3), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and 
operation of the University of Pittsburgh as an instrumentality of 
the Commonwealth to serve as a State-related university in the 
higher education system of the Commonwealth;• • •,"making 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a 
basis for payments of such appropriations; and providing a 
method of accounting for the funds appropriated. 

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

ation. 

HB 2054 (Pr. No. 3259) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P. L. 843, No. 
355), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and opera
tion of Temple University as an instrumentality of the Common
wealth to serve as a State-related university in the higher educa
tion system of the Commonwealth; • • •," making appropri
ations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a basis for 
payments of such appropriations; and providing a method of 
accounting for the funds appropriated. 

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

ation. 

HB 2055 (Pr. No. 3260)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of July 7, 1972 (P. L. 743, No. 176), 
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of 
Lincoln University as an instrumentality of the Commonwealth 
to serve as a State-related institution in the higher education 
system of the Commonwealth; • • •," making appropriations for 
carrying the same into effect; providing for a basis for payments 
of such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting 
for the funds appropriated. 

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

ation. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Thomas Jefferson Uni
versity, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2059 (Pr. No. 2792) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to The Medical College of 
Pennsylvania, East Falls, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2060 (Pr. No. 2793) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Osteopathic Medicine, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2061 (Pr. No. 2794)- The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Drexel Uni
versity, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2062 (Pr. No. 2795)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Delaware Valley 
College of Science and Agriculture at Doylestown, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 
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BB 2063 (Pr. No. 2796) The Senate proceeded to consid- BB 2070 (Pr. No. 3262) -The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: eJ:'.ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Art, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College 
of Optometry, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2064 (Pr. No. 2797)- The Senate proceeded to consid- HB 2071 (Pr. No. 2804) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Textiles and Science. 

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

ation. 

HB 2065 (Pr. No. 2798)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Actmaking an appropriation to the Trustees of the Berean 
Training and Industrial School at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2066 (Pr. No. 2799) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Downingtown Indus
trial and Agricultural School, Downingtown, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2067 (Pr. No. 2800) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson School of 
Technology of Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

BB 2068 (Pr. No. 2801) 
eration of the bill, entitled: 

The Senate proceeded to consid-

An Act making an appropriation to the Williamson Free 
School of Mechanical Trades in Delaware County, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2069 (Pr. No. 2802) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College 
of Performing Arts, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College 
of Podiatric Medicine, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

BB 2072 (Pr. No. 2805)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Central Penn Oncology 
Group. 

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

ation. 

HB 2073 (Pr. No. 2806) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Fox Chase Institute for 
Cancer Research, Philadelphia, for the operation and mainte
nance of the cancer research program. 

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

ation. 

HB 2074 (Pr. No. 2807) 
eration of the bill, entitled: 

The Senate proceeded to consid-

An Act making an appropriation to the Wistar Institute
Research, Philadelphia. 

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

ation. 

BB 2075 (Pr. No. 2808) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania for cardiovascular studies. 

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

ation. 

HB 2076 (Pr. No. 2809) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to St. Francis Hospital, 
Pittsburgh. 

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

ation. 
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HB 2077 (Pr. No. 2940) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to St. Christopher's Hospital, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2078 (Pr. No. 2811) - The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate. 

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

ation. 

HB 2079 (Pr. No. 2812)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft 
Palate. 

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

ation. 

HB 2080 (Pr. No. 2813) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Jefferson 
Medical College and Hospital of Philadelphia for a comprehen
sive program relating to Tay-Sachs disease. 

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

ation. 

HB 2081 (Pr. No. 2814) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Burn Foundation of 
Greater Delaware Valley. 

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

ation. 

HB 2082 (Pr. No. 2815) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania for the general maintenance and operation 
of the University of Pennsylvania Museum. 

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

ation. 

HB 2083 (Pr. No. 2816) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Carnegie Museum of 
Natural History for maintenance and the purchase of apparatus, 
supplies and equipment. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 

Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider
ation. 

HB 2084 (Pr. No. 2817) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Franklin Institute 
Science Museum. 

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

ation. 

HB 2085 (Pr. No. 2818) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Academy of Natural 
Sciences. 

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

ation. 

HB 2086 (Pr. No. 2819) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Buhl 
Science Center. 

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

ation. 

HB 2087 (Pr. No. 2820) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of the 
Philadelphia Civic Center for maintenance and the purchase of 
apparatus, supplies and equipment. 

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

ation. 

HB 2088 (Pr. No. 2821) - The Senate proceeded to .consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to Thomas Jefferson Univer
sity of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania for the Children's Heart Hos
pital, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2089 (Pr. No. 2822) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Home for Crippled 
Children, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 2090 (Pr. No. 2823) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Arsenal Family and 
Children's Center. 
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Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

HB 2091 (Pr. No. 2824) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pittsburgh for the Western Psychiatric Institute and 
Clinic. 

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

ation. 

HB 2092 (Pr. No. 3263) - The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp. 

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

ation. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 88 (Pr. No. 3232) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
the temporary assignment of senior Philadelphia Municipal 
Court judges and other judges and for appeals. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 387, 494 and 530 Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 537 (Pr. No. 1403) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 538 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 542 (Pr. No. 3176) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 846, SB 1009 and 1027 - Without objection, the bills 
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1093 (Pr. No. 2088) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for reimbursement by insurance companies 
and others for outpatient chemotherapy and hormone treatment. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1107 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1326 (Pr. No. 2014) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act to facilitate vehicular traffic across the Commonwealth 
by providing for the construction, reconstruction, improvement, 
operation and maintenance of toll roads and the conversion of 
existing toll-free roads to toll roads in Pennsylvania; conferring 
powers and imposing duties on the Pennsylvania Turnpike Com
mission; authorizing issuance of turnpike revenue bonds, notes or 
other obligations of the commission, payable solely from reve
nues of the commission, including tolls, or from such other funds 
as may be available to the commission for that purpose, to pay 
the costs of such toll roads; providing that no debt of the Com
monwealth shall be incurred in the exercise of any of the powers 
granted by this act; providing for the collection of tolls for the 
payment of such bonds, notes or other obligations, and for the 
cost of maintenance, operation and repair of the toll roads; 
making such turnpike bonds, notes or other obligations exempt 
from taxation; constituting the same legal investments in certain 
instances; requiring suits against the commission to be brought in 
the courts in which such actions may be brought against the Com
monwealth; prescribing conditions on which toll roads shall be 
turned over to the Department of Transportation; providing for 
grade separations, grade changes, relocations, restorations and 
vacations of public roads and State highways affected by the toll 
roads; providing for the purchasing or condemnation of land and 
procedure for determining damages in condemnation; granting 
certain powers and authority to municipalities and agencies of the 
Commonwealth to cooperate with the commission; conferring 
powers and imposing duties on the Department of Trans
portation; authorizing the Secretary of Transportation to enter 
into negotiations with the United States Department of Trans
portation, the Federal Highway Administration or any other 
Federal agency regarding the conversion of toll-free highways 
constructed in the Commonwealth using Federal funds to toll 
roads; and authorizing the Secretary of Transportation to enter 
into agreements on behalf of the Commonwealth and the com
mission with the United States Department of Transportation, 
the Federal Highway Administration or any other Federal agency 
with respect to obtaining Federal funds for resurfacing, restoring, 
rehabilitating or reconstructing toll roads in Pennsylvania. 
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Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1346 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL REREFERRED 

SB 1381 (Pr. No. 2131) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for certain grants-in-aid for vocational edu
cation and rehabilitation, self-employment training and retrain
ing related activities; providing for further duties of the Depart
ment of Labor and Industry; and making an appropriation. 

Upon motion of Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the 
bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1384 and 1386 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1406 (Pr. No. 2042) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 29, 1803 (P. L. 542, No. 
156), entitled "An act to establish a Board of Wardens for the 
port of Philadelphia, and for the regulation of pilots and 
pilotages, and for other purposes therein mentioned," further 
regulating the licensing of pilots and the rates of pilotage; and 
repealing an act relating to the pilotage of armed vessels. 

The bill was considered. 

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting a period after ''pilots'' 
Amend Title, page 1, lines 5 and 6, by striking out "and the 

rates of pilotage; and" in line 5 and all of line 6 

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 BELL. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 1551 (Pr. No. 2914)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act prohibiting persons from refusing to provide property 
or services to individuals who do not possess credit cards; provid
ing for enforcement of the act; providing remedies; and imposing 
civil penalties. 

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

ation. 

HB 1636 (Pr. No. 3168)- The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Steel Products Procurement Act," 
approved March 3, 1978 (P. L. 6, No. 3), further providing for 
compliance with the act; providing for the imposition of a ban on 
bidding for violations of certain provisions of the act; and further 
defining steel products to include machinery and equipment. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1776 and 1888 Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

HB 1921 (Pr. No. 3179)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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. 

The bill was considered. 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that House 
Bill No. 1921 go over in its order. 

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, I object to the bill going 
over. We are running out of time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Jubelirer, Senator 
Early objects to House Bill No. 1921 going over in its order. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, we are not prepared 
to deal with that now because of the many things on the Cal
endar that we are trying to get done which are on our schedule 
today. I recognize the concern of Senator Early, but I cannot 
do anything but move that House Bill No. 1921 go over in its 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Jubelirer moves 
that House Bill No. 1921 go over in its order. 

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

Senator EARLY. Mr. President, I heard today by two indi
viduals, yourself included, that no one has been denied an 
opportunity to offer an amendment on a bill that is on the 
Calendar. This is on the Calendar and this is an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator, the colloquy, had 
you listened more closely, was that no one has ever been 
denied unanimous consent to offer an amendment to a bill on 
third consideration. That is what the colloquy was. The Chair 
joined in it and continues to assert that. It does not apply to a 
bill which is on second consideration which has been moved 
over. Do you wish to be heard on the issue of the propriety·of 
the bill going over? 

Senator EARLY. Yes, Mr. President. 
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Mr. President, my concern about it going over ·and not 
having an opportunity to offer the amendment is simply that 
we are running out of time. Arguing whether we should run it 
or should we go over or not will probably take more time than 
the amendment itself. The reason I want to do this now is so 
we can get it back to the House where they can concur by next 
week and it could be passed before we adjourn for the 
summer recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question, those in 
favor of the bill going over say "aye," opposed say "no." 

Senator EARLY. I ask for a roll call, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Early having asked 

for a roll call vote, the Clerk will call the roll. 

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

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

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

YEAS-26 

Loeper 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Rhoades 
Shaffer 

NAYS-22 

Shumaker 
Snyder 
Stauffer 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

Andrezeski Lewis O'Pake Singe! 
Stapleton 
Stout 

Bodack Lincoln Reibman 
Early Lloyd Rocks 
Furno Lynch Romanelli Street 
Hankins Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 
Kelley Musto 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House Bill No. 1921 will go 
over in its order. 

HB 1931 and 2099 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I would request legisla
tive leave for Senator Williams for the remainder of the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
granting of legislative leave for Senator Williams for the 
balance of today's Session? The Chair sees none and that 
leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
NO. 28, CALLED UP 

Senator JUBELIRER, without objection, called up from 
page 15 of the Calendar, Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 
28, entitled: 

Memorializing the United States Congress to adopt national 
policies that will promote fair trade .which will reduce unemploy
ment, restore the Nation's economic stability, and give us a 
favorable balance of trade. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
NO. 28, OVER AND RECOMMITTED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 28 go over in its order. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I would request that 
the Senate consider Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 28 
which is on page 15, which is the next item on the Calendar, 
and give it its consideration atthis time. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I had asked that it go 
over. He has requested that it not go over. I will put it in the 
form of a motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Jubelirer moves 
that Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 28 go over in its order. 

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

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, this resolution is on its 
tenth day. I urge that the Senate consider it at this time, and I 
urge the Members of my side to vote "no" on the motion to 
take it over. I would rather have a roll call on this. It is a very 
important matter. 

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

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

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

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

YEAS-26 

Loeper 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Rhoades 
Shaffer 

NAYS-22 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 

Shumaker 
Snyder 
Stauffer 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

·Sin gel 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Williams 
Zemprelli 

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

Pursuant to Senate Rule XI, the resolution was recommit
ted to the Committee on Community and Economic Develop
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (F. Joseph Loeper, Jr.) in the 
Chair. 
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, first of all, I would 
like the record to note the presence of Senators Hopper and 
Howard on the floor and ask that their temporary Capitol 
leaves be cancelled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The record will so indicate. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would ask for tem
porary Capitol leaves for Senators Hager and Corman who 
have been called off the floor and would ask that they be 
granted those Capitol leaves. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair hear any 
objection to those temporary Capitol leaves? The Chair hears 
none and those leaves are granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 1, 
RESOLUTION B, CALLED UP 

Senator JUBELIRER, without objection, called up from 
page 16 of the Calendar, Reorganization Plan No. 1, Resolu
tion B, entitled: 

Resolved, That Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1984 transmitted 
to the General Assembly under date of May 22, 1984 which is 
incorporated herein by reference be disapproved. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 1, 
RESOLUTION B, ADOPTED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do adopt Reorganization Plan No. 1, Resolution B. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the House 

of Representatives accordingly. 

SB 1432 CALLED UP 

SB 1432 (Pr. No. 2135) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1432 (Pr. No. 2135) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act implementing the provisions of the referendum, 
approved by the electors, for the incurrence of indebtedness of 
$190,000,000 for the economic redevelopment of the Common
wealth through grants, loans, loan guarantees and investments 
for industrial and business development, including small business 
and minority business development; acquisition of equipment for 
vocational programs in secondary schools, community colleges 
and engineering degree-granting schools; agricultural develop
ment; and the acquisition, rehabilitation or development of facili
ties for community services and public recreation. 

Considered the third time, 

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

lowing amendment: 

Amend Table of Contents, page 1, by inserting between lines 
16andl7: 

Section 7. Legal services. 
Amend Table of Contents, page 1, line 17, by striking out 

"7" and inserting: 8 
Amend Table of Contents, page 1, line 18, by striking out 

"8" and inserting: 9 
Amend Table of Contents, page 1, line 19, by striking out 

"9" and inserting: 10 
Amend Table of Contents, page 1, line 20, by striking out 

"10" and inserting: 11 
Amend Bill, page 11, by inserting between lines 2 and 3: 

Section 7. Legal services. 
The Attorney General shall perform any and all legal services 

required with respect to all bonds and notes issued under this act. 
Amend Sec. 7, page 11, line 3, by striking out "7" and insert

ing: 8 
Amend Sec. 8, page 13, line 12, by striking out "8" and 

inserting: 9 
Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 12, by striking out "9" and 

inserting: 10 
Amend Sec. 10, page 14, line 15, by striking out "10" and 

inserting: 11 

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

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, the amendment is on 
page 11, inserting between lines 2 and 3, "Section 7, Legal ser
vices. The Attorney General shall perform any and all legal 
services required with respect to all bonds and notes issued 
under this act." The reason, Mr. President, that I picked the 
Attorney General's Office is that he has at least 146 attorneys 
working there. I hope that one is qualified. If not, he can hire 
a bond legal counselor for less than $100,000 a year, which 
would create a savings of millions of dollars to this Common
wealth. I hope I can receive full support of this Senate. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, it is with great 
sadness that I must rise to oppose the amendment offered by 
my friend and colleague, the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Pecora. Not because I think the idea is not a good 
one, because I think, Mr. President, it is something that we 
ought to begin thinking about, and that is placing the bond 
business of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in the Attor
ney General's Office. It is only because I think, Mr. Presi
dent, that it could have the effect of delaying the issuing of 
bonds in the event this amendment would ever be adopted and 
become law. When we created the Attorney General's Office, 
it was not with the idea of putting the expertise of such an area 
into that office, they have had no experience in writing bonds 
or being bond counsel. I think because of that, there is no 
question that the underwriting houses would look very 
disfavorably on such a consideration. The last thing we want 
to do, and I am sure that the gentleman from Allegheny, 
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Senator Pecora, would want to do, would be to delay the 
issuing of the bonds which would, in effect, have a factor of 
not proceeding in the manner that we had hoped these bond 
issues would do. 

For those reasons, Mr. President, I think it is something 
that we need to look at in the future. I would be happy to 
work with the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Pecora, 
and others who think it is a good idea. I know that other states 
have had it but they have had the experience factor on their 
side and they do not have their attorney general's department 
constituted the same way we do. For those reasons, Mr. Presi
dent, at this time I would ask for a negative vote. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Pecora, permit himself to be inter
rogated? 

Senator PECORA. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I think this amendment 

has a great deal of merit and I am just about ready to vote for 
it but I am not quite sure if I understand the full intention of 
the amendment and the individual offering it. Would the 
person offering this amendment explain to me in a little more 
detail just what he is trying to accomplish and what would · 
happen if the amendment passed? 

Senator PECORA. Yes, Mr. President. If you recall, a 
month ago when the bond issue was brought before the 
Senate, I questioned the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator 
Zemprelli, on what the cost of the bond issue would be. 
Would it be 10 percent, would it be 11 percent? He could not 
answer those questions. So regardless of what percentage it is, 
this could possibly save this Commonwealth $19 million. That 
is why this legislation is being introduced. I feel we have an 
obligation to the citizens of this Commonwealth to protect 
their tax dollars. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, by moving the respon
sibility from the Governor's Office to the Attorney General's 
Office, is that where, in effect, you feel the savings will be? 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, bond counsel and bond 
counsel fees are presently to be taken out of the general 
budget where the cost will be added on to the general budget. 
The $190 million is the amount to be issued as bonds, so we 
would save those fees out of the Governor's budget. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, do I understand the 
gentleman to be saying then that the Governor at this point in 
time is a person who has the responsibility of picking the 
persons or the firms who would be acting as bond counsel? 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, that is correct. Pres
ently, the Governor has that authority. 

Senator LINCOLN. Therefore, Mr. President, I presume 
that by the Governor losing the ability to pick the bond 
counsel and putting it in the Attorney General's hands, that 
that is where the savings will come from? 

Senator PECORA. Yes, Mr. President, the savings will 
come from there because the Governor's Office, under past 
procedures, has given bond issues out on an interest percent-

age to the bond counselor. The firm gets paid out of the 
general budget. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, could the Governor's 
Office at this time assign the bond work to the Attorney 
General or the attorneys within the Governor's Office without 
this amendment? 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, this amendment will give 
the authority to the Attorney General's Office to have one of 
his legal counselors work on it and save that money for the 
Commonwealth. It will take it from the Governor's Office. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, the Governor has a 
staff of attorneys independent of the Attorney General's 
Office. Without this amendment, does the Governor at this 
time have the authority to assign the bond counsel work to the 
attorneys already employed by the Commonwealth on the 
Governor's staff? 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, I can only judge by past 
procedures that that action was not taken that way. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. President, I think it is apparent from the line of ques

tioning there is a problem not so much with the need for the 
amendment but the manner in which the Governor's Office 
has handled their assignment of bond counsel over the past six 
years. I think it is very courageous on the part of a person who 
is a member of the Governor's party to call these types of 
problems to light. I remember very clearly his objections 
several weeks ago and I concur with him. I think if there is a 
possibility of saving $19 million and that that possibility is not 
going to exist without this amendment, then I would suggest 
that we wholeheartedly support and vote for this amendment. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I want to be quite brief but 
I think that my interest in the delivery of legal services by the 
state is well known to all of my colleagues. This is a subject 
matter to which my staff has devoted a great deal of time and 
attention, and I want to tell you that we do not know what is 
the right answer. We are concerned about the expenditure of 
monies unnecessarily for the delivery of legal services, but 
there are a number of realities with regard to the issuance of 
bonds that cannot so simply be handled or dispatched by 
saying that the Attorney General's Office ought to take that 
responsibility. I think that we do need to continue to examine 
and review the delivery of legal services in all areas and in all 
aspects to make sure the taxpayers are getting their money's 
worth. It is not consistent with that objective for us to be 
approving or adopting this kind of an amendment today, in 
my opinion, and I would encourage a negative vote on this 
amendment. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I could not disagree with 
the gentleman from Bucks County more. I do not think it is 
possible for one to espouse the efficiency and the professional 
services within the Administration, the Attorney General's 
Office, and say that it should not be extended to the bond~ng. 
All it requires is a person who is qualified to be on staff. It 
would save tremendous amounts of monies over the course of 
time. It would put Pennsylvania in a position of leadership. 
There is no question in everybody's mind that there is great 
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inefficiency and abuse of discretion, not on just this Gover
nor, but every Administration. It should become part of the 
public policy in all bond issues in municipalities in this Com
monwealth. I commend the gentleman from Allegheny 
County, and urge my colleagues to vote in the affirmative. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, prior to introducing this 
amendment I checked with the State of New York. They pres
ently have an in-house bond legal counsel department which 
consists of one attorney and two secretaries. The cost of that 
department is less than $150,000 a year. Because of the emer
gency of this bond moving so fast, that is why I turned it over 
to the Attorney General's Office. After this bond is com
pleted, if he wishes to come back and recommend a bond legal 
service department of three employees, I would reconsider 
then that we should take action as soon as possible. I feel we 
should not lose millions of dollars on this bond issue unneces
sarily by being negligent in our responsibility to the people of 
this Commonwealth. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I think it is extremely 
important to correct a glaring misstatement that has been 
made by the gentleman from Allegheny County on at least 
two occasions during this debate. I do not know where he has 
gotten his statistics from as to the cost for the bond counsel 
for the $190 million bond issue, but I will tell you from my 
knowledge and experience of these matters, the costs that 
would be saved by having the lead bond counsel work done 
through the Attorney General's Office for this particular issue 
would be less than the amount that he just described as being 
needed to fully staff that kind of an office. Haphazardly, we 
have heard figures of millions of dollars thrown about this 
floor and they are just absolutely inaccurate and incorrect. I 
do not think we can let those statements go unchallenged and 
accepted as potentially representing anything near what the 
actual cost is that would be saved. 

The letting of a bond is a very complicated issue in which 
the lead bond counsel is only one of many players. There are 
other financiers. There are accountants, there are other attor
neys, all of whom are going to be present and going to be paid 
regardless of whether the lead work is initially done by the 
Commonwealth or an outside law firm. I think it is important 
to not let the record go unchallenged with regard to some of 
those claims of the amount of money involved. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, just so the record is clear 
on the debate, I, for one, as a Member did not comprehend 
that the gentleman from Allegheny County or anybody else 
thought there would be millions of dollars or $19 million 
saved on this particular bond issue. I think it is common 
knowledge what fees are charged, and over the course of time 
it is a matter of what this amendment represents as a matter of 
public policy for the future. That is why it is so important for 
all of us to give consideration of this as far as beginning to 
prevent the excessive expenditures for bond issues. This $190 
million for the Commonwealth is far insufficient to have the 
kind of impact that a lot of people have been discussing. The 
City of Philadelphia is going to have a $380 million bond issue 
for the convention center. These are the kinds of things that 

we can begin now so that the gentleman from Bucks to be 
enlightened would see those millions and millions of dollars 
over the course of time as we regenerate and rebuild the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania and we do it frugally for the 
people. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I feel like I wrote the 
speech that the gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator 
Kelley, just delivered because, basically, he said exactly what I 
have been thinking, that what we are doing here is establishing 
precedent for the future, and not necessarily only for this $190 
million bond issue. If you go back just a few years ago, we 
had a $300 million bond issue with regard to water projects, 
and a few years prior to that we had a $500 million bond issue 
in dealing with environmental problems. I think the gentle
man is to be congratulated on taking a very bold step in offer
ing this amendment to establish what we should be doing in 
the future. I totally support the concept. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, I also made a check in 
the City of Pittsburgh. They have a legal bond counsel license 
and there are over one hundred attorneys who have that 
license. When I questioned that, they said that out of the one 
hundred you can get, at least a dozen of them would work for 
the Office of the Attorney General for less than $100,000 a 
year and give this service to this Commonwealth and help us 
to save these millions of dollars. 

Then I followed it up and said, "What is a marketing coun
selor?" They said that is another way to get taxpayers' 
dollars. Then I brought up the other counselors. There are 
other political ways of picking the taxpayers' pockets. I called 
many of the lawyers and I got the same opinion. They are 
there to pick the taxpayers' pockets. 

I feel no disrespect to the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 
Lewis. I know he is a practicing lawyer and I know his intent 
is not to pick the taxpayers' pockets. I hope it is not. I am here 
to try and save this Commonwealth money and, as I stated 
earlier, I questioned Senator Zemprelli. When I questioned 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Zemprelli, he had the 
option of telling me exactly what the amount of the bond 
counseling fee would be. If it is 5 percent, you are saving over 
$9 million. I feel that I want to congratulate my fellow 
Senators for their support in this amendment, and I hope that 
we can get full support for the benefit of the people of this 
Commonwealth. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I also support the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Senator Pecora, and am wondering why 
some of you experts overlooked the fact that today we already 
authorized $302 million to be borrowed from capital funds. 
No mention of bond counsel there. I am going to get in the 
business of bond counsel. 

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

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

my vote from "aye" to "no." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lady will be so recorded. 
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Senator LLOYD. Mr. President, 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, HANKINS. Mr. President, l would like to change 
my vote from "aye" to "no." 

The J>RESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I would like to change 
the vote of the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Lynch, 
from "aye" to "no." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will be so 
recorded. 

Senator KUSSE. 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 PECORA and 
were as follows, viz: 

YEAS-20 

Andrezeski Greenleaf Lincoln Pecora 
Bell Helfrick Mellow Rhoades 
Bodack Hess Musto Stapleton 
Corman Howard O'Connell Street 
Early Kelley O'Pake Tilghman 

NAYS-29 

Brightbill Kratzer Rei bin an Snyder 
Fisher Kusse Rocks Stauffer 
Furno Lewis Romanelli Stout 
Hager Lloyd Scanlon Wenger 
Hankins Loeper Shaffer Williams 
Holl Lynch Shumaker Wilt 
Hopper Moore Singe! Zemprelli 
Jubelirer 

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

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator KUSSE. Mr. President, when I consider how to 
vote on this bill and all the rest of the bills in the package, I 
am very troubled. I am troubled because I have seen too many 
instances in the last several years where I think government 
sticks its nose in where it does not belong. l could cite many 
specific examples and, in fact, I would like to cite a couple. 

In the City of Bradford, there are three grocery stores 
serving the 12,000 people of Bradford and several thousand in 
the surrounding communities. There was a large empty build
ing there and a large food chain decided to come in and estab
lish a store. They went to the industrial development people 
and arranged a sizable loan, half a million dollars; to provide 
repairs to the building and got it, of course, at a very preferen
tial interest rate. Naturally, the word was put out that they 
were going to hire sixty people and this was going to be a great 
thing. But when you looked at the hard, cold facts, you know, 
just because there were going to be four grocery stores instead 
of three was no sign that people were going to buy more gro
ceries, but, rather, we were going to be dividing the business 
up four ways instead of three ways. The sixty people they were 
going to.hire probably was going to be because the other three 
stores each had to lay off twenty people. So we .were only 
dividing the dollars more ways, and it certainly gave the 
appearance that the government was interfering with the free 
enterprise system and was actually causing harm to existing 
businesses. 

I beg your indulgence with just one more example. In the 
Borough of Warren, a borough of 12,000 or 13,000 people, 
there are three music stores. A large store in the downtown 
area, l guess it was a Kresge's, went out of business, leaving a 
big building empty, so some economic development agency, I 
guess it was called the EOC-it is one of those alphabet gov
ernment agencies-decided they were going to really do some 
economic development. They paid people to run a survey to 
determine what kind of businesses Warren needed. These 
great experts came up with the idea that they needed another 
music store. I think they needed that like anybody needs two 
heads. Anyway, they took over this store, spent a lot of tax
payers' dollars making it into a mini mall, lent money at a 
very low rate of interest to a New York state firm to come in 
and provide this music service where it really was not needed, 
and practically destroyed the existing businesses. 

I am very troubled in trying to decide which part of this 
package I ought to support. I suppose since I am just a 
country boy who maybe does not know an awful lot, I may 
make a mistake on some of the votes because it is hard to pick 
and choose. I think it is great that we are going to spend 
money for equipment for vocational,programs and for com
munity colleges and maybe to help the farmers because I do 
not think we have to worry too much about people going in to 
compete with them because, if you have any brains, you prob
ably do not want to go and compete because you know it is a 
pretty tough row to hoe. It is awfully hard to know just where 
we should be spending all these taxpayers' dollars and where 
we should not. I guess I can only urge my colleagues to. think 
about it and take a hard look. I do honestly feel that govern-
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ment's reason for being, our primary purpose, probably is to 
provide a good educational system for all of our citizens so 
that they can go out into the working place and in the free 
enterprise system, make a good living and support a family. I 
think it is government's obligation to take care of the poor 
and needy who cannot take care of themselves. However, I 
really have to wonder, since we do have a capitalistic system 
and hopefully a free enterprise system, if government ought to 
be sticking its nose into business the way it does. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I listened with great 
interest to my colleague, the gentleman from Warren, Senator 
Kusse, and certainly I subscribe to just about everything he 
said. I do not disagree with him; however, where I would take 
issue is I do not think this is the case that he makes. 

I think, Mr. President, again the way this matter was 
handled, it was the people who decided that this very signifi
cant step should be taken on April 10, 1984, at the primary, 
when they agreed to indebt the Commonwealth to the tune of 
$190 million in these most unusual times in order to create 
jobs, not in the public sector but in the private sector. 
Basically, Senate Bill No. 1432 is the implementing piece of 
legislation, and the various means by which the bond issue 
would be implemented, follow. I think, Mr. President, it is 
clearly an unusual way that Pennsylvania has chosen to go, 
but not so unusual that other states have not tried it and tried 
it successfully. I believe, Mr. President, with the over
whelming response of the people, that this piece of legislation 
which implements the rest of them is an extraordinarily 
important piece of legislation. I do not believe, Mr. President, 
that it will do the kind of bureaucratic, horrendous things to 
which the gentleman from Warren, Senator Kusse, refers, and 
as the government has done too often in the past. I think there 
is tremendous opportunity for the free enterprise system, for 
private capital to be involved and to give the individual small 
business person the opportunity to survive. In these unusual 
times I think it takes unusual legislation, and I would urge a 
vote of support for Senate Bill No. 1432. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, may I at this time request a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Bodack who is attending 
a meeting in his office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there any objections to a 
temporary leave for Senator Bodack? The Chair hears none 
and that leave is granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator KUSSE. Mr. President, I am sorry but I have to 
clarify one point that I made in talking about the music stores. 

A friend of mine runs one of those stores that have been in 
business through two or three generations. Now he suddenly 
finds himself with this government sponsored competition. 
Well, you know you can say that is a free enterprise system, 
too, but that gentleman tried to bring suit in court against the 
Economic Opportunity Council for having done this. The 
judge refused to hear the case because the law that established 

the grant program did not specifically spell out that he had the 
right to bring that suit. I am not an attorney, but you know I 
would have thought that anybody had the right to go into 
court when he felt injured to seek redress. That, in itself, I 
think is a little bit hard to believe when the man, to protect his 
own business, cannot even get his day in court. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, the issue of economic 
development has been one of the highest priorities of many of 
the Members of our caucus now for a few years. We have 
refused to simply say that the General Assembly has to sit on 
the sideline and be buffeted by the forces of the economy. 
Instead, many of our Members have proposed creative and 
innovative means for trying to help ourselves and help our 
constituents. I think today is a very important milestone for 
all of us in the Senate and for Pennsylvania, because the 
efforts that have been made across these last few years are 
finally coming to fruition. I think each of us should be happy 
and should be proud to say that we now believe that we can 
affect the economy of this Commonwealth and that we do not 
simply need to let the national and international forces of 
finance dictate whether our people are going to have jobs and 
whether our communities are going to be vital and healthy 
economic entities. The proposals which will follow, which are 
being started by Senate Bill No. 1432, may be modest in the 
opinions of many, but they are creative and I think there are 
many here who believe they can and will have a very direct 
and significant impact upon the economy of Pennsylvania. If, 
in fact, they show that kind of hope for affecting our own 
future, they may well be just the beginning of other efforts 
which can follow and build upon the learning that we will 
experience as we implement these procedures for economic 
development. I think it is an exciting day. It is one in which 
many people in this Chamber have the right to take pride, 
because their efforts have been, in large part, in my opinion, 
significantly responsible for bringing us to this point. I hope 
that all will join in casting an affirmative vote on Senate Bill 
No. 1432. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I find today I am in quite 
consistent disagreement with the gentleman from Bucks 
County in the sense that I do not feel any excitement. I do not 
feel any great emotion in this bill, or these packages of bills, 
because it is not enough. I feel embarrassed. We made a 
mistake when we put that referendum out there because it is 
just like breathing in a windstorm. The impact that this is 
going to have is minimal and di minimus. As I said earlier, the 
City of Philadelphia is going to have a bond issue twice this 
much for one structure, and we try to applaud ourselves 
because we were doing something for revitalization of the 
economy of Pennsylvania. We ought to be embarrassed 
because it is not enough. Not only that, we are breaking it up 
into all these categories that are going to have less effect in the 
total economy. I am going to vote for it because it is some
thing. It is a beginning, but I am not excited about it. I am 
embarrassed for it. We have failed to give the leadership to 
this Commonwealth by putting such a limitation on it. We 
should have been out with the people of this Commonwealth, 
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persuaded them for much more money. I still urge an affirma
tive vote but not with any great excitement or acclaim for our
selves. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, may I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Musto who has just gone to his 
office to attend a meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Musto? The Chair sees 
none and that leave is granted. 

Senator LEWIS. Also, Mr. President, Senator Lincoln has 
just advised me that he must go to his office. A temporary 
Capitol leave is requested for him as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there an objection to a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Lincoln? The Chair sees 
none and that leave is granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Sin gel 
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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 1435 CALLED UP 

SB 1435 (Pr. No. 2114) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1435 (Pr. No. 2114) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing the Pennsylvania Conservation Corps. 

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. 2, page 2, line 6, by inserting after "Commis
sion,'': the Department of Environmental Resources, 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 19, by striking out "subdivision" 
and inserting: subdivisions 

Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 4, by removing the period after 
"act" and inserting: nor shall service as a corpsmember qualify 
an individual for benefits under the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd 
Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897, No.I), known as the Unemployment 
Compensation Law. 

Amend Sec. 8, page 8, line 20, by removing the period after 
"act" and inserting: nor shall service as a crewleader qualify an 
individual for benefits under the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd 
Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897, No.I), known as the Unemployment 
Compensation Law. 

Amend Sec. 13, page IO, line 21, by striking out" July 1, 1984" 
and inserting: immediately 

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. 

SB 1439 CALLED UP 

SB 1439 (Pr. No. 2118) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1439 (Pr. No. 2118) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing a loan program for capital development 
projects; providing for the use of funds made available under the 
Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965 and the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act of 1965; providing for 
loans, loan guarantees and other programs for capital develop
ment projects of small businesses; creating the Capital Loan 
Fund; providing standards for and requirements of the program; 
and making appropriations. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 18, by striking out "other than" 
and inserting: , except that small business enterprises shall include 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by striking out "or" where it 
appears the first time and inserting: and 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out "or" where it 
appears the first time and inserting: and 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out "or" where it 
appears the second time and inserting: and 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, lines 25 through 30; page 4, lines l 
through 5, by striking out "February 24, 1984 (P.L.99," in line 
25, all of lines 26 through 30, page 3, all of lines l through 5, page 
4, and inserting: 

, 1984 (P.L. , No. ), know.n 
as the Pennsylvania Economic Revitalization Act, 
all proceeds 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, lines 5 and 6, by striking out "Febru
ary 24, 1984 (P.L.99, No.19), and approved by the electors of the 
Commonwealth on April 10, 1984," and inserting: 
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, 1984 (P.L. , No. ), known as 
the Pennsylvania Economic Revitalization Act, 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, lines 7 and 8, by striking out "shall be" 
in line 7, all of line 8, and inserting: provided therein. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 26, by inserting after "in": net 
Amend Sec. 4, page 6, line 2, by striking out "lOOJo" and 

inserting: 250Jo 
Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 10, by inserting after "interest": 

and principal 
Amend Sec. 4, page 7, lines 15 through 21, by striking out "In 

subsequent fiscal years, the" in line 15, and all of lines 16 through 
21 

Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 22, by striking out "Class III loans 
or other Class III aid may occur" and inserting: 

assistance using proceeds from the bond issue autho
rized by the act of 1984 
(P .L. , No. ), known as the Pennsylvania 
Economic Revitalization Act, may be approved 

Amend Sec. 9, page 13, line 18, by inserting a period after 
"age" 

Amend Sec. 9, page 13, lines 18 through 22, by striking out ", 
including, but not limited to, the" in line 18, all of lines 19 
through 21, and "training, including apprenticeship." in line 22 

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. 

SB 1434 CALLED UP 

SB 1434 (Pr. No. 2136) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1434 (Pr. No. 2136) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for the rehabilitation, development and 
acquisition of land, water and structural resources; defining the 
powers and duties of certain offices, agencies and municipalities; 
providing for the allotment of proceeds hereunder including 
Commonwealth grants; prescribing standards; and making 
appropriations. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Andrezeski Holl Mellow Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Moore Sing el 
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 
Hankins Loeper Scanlon Wilt 
Helfrick Lynch Shaffer Zemprelli 
Hess 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 1442 CALLED UP 

SB 1442 (Pr. No. 2140) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 5 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1442 (Pr. No. 2140) - The Senate proceeded to consid

eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing a program within the Department of Com
merce to provide grants to engineering degree-granting schools to 
assist in the acquisition of new engineering equipment or the 
upgrading of existing engineering equipment that is necessary to 
provide students with the courses required to obtain a degree in 
engineering; and making a nonlapsing appropriation. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, lines 18 through 22, by striking out "No 
engineering school shall expend ANY" in line 18, all of lines 19 
through 21 and "program." in line 22 

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

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, what this amendment 
does is strike out the reference to requiring the engineering 
colleges in Pennsylvania to match $3.00 to every $1.00 of 
grant that is in the bill. I would like to say there is at present 
$7 million of absolutely obsolete equipment in the engineering 
schools across this Commonwealth according to the Depart

ment of Education survey. The $3 million in this bill would 
cover only a small portion of replacing obsolete equipment. I 
think the Members should know and should have some of this 
information when they vote on my amendment. There is at 

present another $70 million worth of equipment that needs 
updating in order to make Pennsylvania engineering schools 
competitive with those in the nation. It is the engineering 
schools such as MIT and Harvard that led the Boston-New 
England area to economic revitalization. It is the high tech 
engineering schools in the Silicon Valley including Stanford 

University, Cal-Tech, University of California at Berkeley, et 

cetera, that brought that state to the front. It is the engineer
ing and medical engineering research triangle in North Car-
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olina, principally Duke University and the University of 
North Carolina, that contributed to the economic develop
ment of North Carolina. 

We are asking our engineering schools to contribute $3,000 
of private contributions to every $1,000 of state funds to 
accomplish and participate in this program. We are asking 
these sixteen institutions to raise $9 million of new money in a 
single year from new sources, sources not currently available 
to them. The matching money must be new money, meaning it 
cannot be funds currently available to any of these schools. 
Thus, endowments, current federal grants or any kind of 
money on hand would be ruled out. It does not make much 
sense to me, in order for Pennsylvania to be put in a competi
tive position with all of these other states which I have enu
merated and which are in the forefront of economic develop
ment in a high tech era, to require Pennsylvania's engineering 
schools to receive money from the state contingent upon a 
match in this instance. For what they are getting, $3 million is 
certainly a very small amount of money that is actually needed 
and they will probably have to raise additional funds anyway 
to update that $70 million of out-of-date equipment and will 
have to use their own resources. 

Who are we hurting? Let me name some of the universities 
and some of the colleges, and the amount of money that they 
will get under this grant, that will have to raise three times as 
much in order to qualify: Gannon College, certainly no afflu
ent institution, they would receive $63,000 under this bill; 
Spring Garden, they will receive $57 ,000 and will have to 
match it three to one; Wilkes College, $21,000 and they will 
have to raise three to one. It is true that some of the affluent 
universities like Penn State, Lafayette and Lehigh will receive 
a greater proportion of money, but they are also in the midst 
of fund raising drives to increase their endowment in order to 
compete competitively to get scholars on their campuses to 
teach and also to raise scholarship money so they can make 
available more educational opportunities for many of Penn
sylvania's students. We just learned from a report that there 
are 140,000 students in Pennsylvania who.should be in institu
tions of postsecondary education but are not. Some of the 
reasons given, and I think one of the most important ones, is 
the lack of money and the high tuition. 

Many of these institutions like Lafayette, Lehigh, Penn 
State, Swarthmore, Temple, Penn, Pitt and Villanova are 
busy trying to raise scholarship money. To ask them now to 
increase their money from sources not available to them at 
this point, and I might say from personal experience, I know 
that many donors of scientific equipment put strings attached 
to their gifts to these colleges, many of them will find that 
they cannot accept. 

We in Pennsylvania like to say that you have a friend in 
Pennsylvania. I w<;>uld like everyone to recqgnize that the 
engineering .schools which turn out the professors :vho will be 
teaching in the community colleges, and the teachers, the lab 
assistants wqo will be teaching in the area of vocational tech
nical schools, w)l.ich will receive a good share of the money, in 
which I am .in agreement, will be working with less modern 

state-of-the-art equipment in the engineering schools than 
those pupils with whom they have to teach in the other levels 
of institutions. Let it be known that yes, indeed, there is a 
friend in Pennsylvania who wants to assure that we can 
compete with California, North Carolina, Massachusetts and 
all the other states which are trying to do the same thing as we 
are for economic development to lure high tech to their states. 
We are not alone in this. As a matter of fact, we have to make 
every effort because we are known across the nation as the 
"rust bowl." If we want to erase that stigma to us, we have to 
make every effort to make sure the institutions which.turn out 
the engineers who are necessary for this high tech society that 
we are entering do have at least.some state-of-the-art equip
ment. 

I would urge this even though I know there are some philo
sophical differences I have discovered in talking to some of 
the Members of this Body who feel they should raise their own 
money. We are giving grants in the form of tax credits to busi
nesses, which, in effect; is an outright grant, to come to Penn
sylvania to help cr.eate jobs. Why should we be hurting one 
most essential component of the whole economic develop
ment picture to turn out the students, the professors, the engi
neers, the high technicians, by denying them the kind of 
equipment, the kind of consideration that we give to other ele
ments in this state? I would urge a "yes" vote on this amend
ment. 

Senator SINGEL. Mr. President, as the Senator represent
ing the University of Pittsburgh at Johnstown, .I just wanted 
my colleagues to know that it is considered one of the finest 
engineering schoo.ls not only in the state but in the country. 
Under this legislation it stands to receive.a grant in the area of 
$54,000. Under the matching requirements, they would be 
asked to come up with another $150,000 or so. I think that is 
fair. I think that is a powerful inducement for them to appeal 
to their.donors, to tap into their own endowments, to raise 
money to spread the amount of money that we have available, 
and to parlay that into yet more money for engineering 
upgrading and so on. 

The lady from Northampton, Senator Reibman, I think, 
argues persuasively that we have a duty and a commitment to 
upgrade our engineering and our technological expertise 
throughout the Commonwealth. She also points out there is 
about $7 million worth of equipment in our colleges that is 
absolutely obsolete. She further states there are approxi
mately $70 million worth of needs. What I would submit is 
that the way to address those needs is to encourage coopera
tion between the state and the institution. The way .to stretch 
our dollars, if you will, is to require a matching type arrange
ment as is proposed in this legislation. That is the only way we 
are going to even approach the $7 million figure and then the 
$70 million figure with the limited amount of money, of $3 
million, that we are talking about. While I respectfully under
stand what the lady from Northampton, Senator Reibman, is 
advocating, I would suggest to her and to all of my colleagues 
that the way to put the most money and the way to get our 
biggest bang for our buck is to get a solid matching require-
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ment that extends the amount of money available to our 
colleges. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, the way this discussion is 
starting to degenerate reminds me of the story of the differ
ence between the optimist and a pessimist. A pessimist bor
rowed his friend's car and the tank was half full of gas. The 
pessimist says, "Oh, there is only a half full tank." An 
optimist borrowed his friend's car and it was half full of gas. 
He said, "Oh, it is wonderful, we have a half full tank of gas 
to enjoy life on." I would like to remind everybody that if this 
one college is only getting $54,000, that is $54,000 more than 
they had yesterday. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I would have to 
oppose this amendment as I explained to my esteemed col
league, Senator Reibman, before the debate began. 

Mr. President, there are a couple of things that need to be 
clarified. First of all, they do not need to qualify in one year. 
They have two years in which to qualify. I would refer to the 
remarks earlier of the gentleman from Warren, Senator 
Kusse. This is an opportunity for the private sector to partici
pate. I have no doubt that in both the instance of the gentle
man from Cambria, Senator Singe!, and at Lehigh University 
and Lafayette, where the lady from Northampton, Senator 
Reibman, resides, there are people there who, I am confident, 
will be able to help with the match for the respective colleges. 

Mr. President, last of all, I believe that-and I think there is 
a commitment-if in a year when the report comes back, these 
colleges have, indeed, had the problems to which the lady 
from Northampton, Senator Reibman, refers, we are pre
pared to take another tack. I think it is wrong, Mr. President, 
to immediately give a 100 percent grant rather than having the 
kind of match that we have in this particular instance. 

There is a clear need by the engineering colleges, and that is 
why this particular bill and this particular concept is part of 
one of the eleven bill packages supported by all four caucuses. 
As the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell, said, they are 
going to have something they never had before. I believe the 
match can be made and if it cannot, we can then deal with it at 
that time. They have two years, really, in which to qualify. 
For those reasons, Mr. President, I would hope that we could 
oppose this amendment and run the bill. 

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, in reply, I do not 
believe that my colleague, the gentleman from Cambria, 
Senator Singel, understood that the bill prohibits the institu
tions from taking any money out of endowment or current 
funds. He did mention he thought they could take some of 
that money out of endowments. The bill prohibits that; it has 
to be absolutely new money. 

I might also like to say that being involved in fund raising 
for some institutions, I know how difficult it is to raise 
money, particularly for instances like this. It is all many of the 
institutions can do to raise money for scholarships, endow
ment funds and capital needs. It is true there are firms that 
will help with or donors who will help to raise money on a 
matching grant, but in more instances than not, as I indicated 
before, there are strings attached to that. We have informa-

tion in our office from some of the institutions which say they 
simply will not be able to participate in this because their 
range of available sources is so small that they cannot raise 
that money, and I do not want to hurt these small institutions. 
It may be easier for some of the larger institutions to tap some 
of the sources of funding they know about from their alumni 
group, or whatever it is, but I know what alumni groups are 
doing in two institutions with which I am familiar, and it is all 
they can do to raise the money for scholarships. These 
colleges, Drexel, Gannon and Wilkes, do not have very 
important or very impressive football teams from what I can 
gather. 

I would urge you to vote in favor of this amendment. The 
colleges are going to have to raise additional money anyway. 
As I said, there is $70 million worth of equipment in these 
institutions that is obsolete. They are going to have to do that 
anyway. Let us give them a boost as we do with private busi
nesses, by giving them grants, tax write-offs and tax credits. I 
would urge an affirmative vote on this if you really want to 
make Pennsylvania competitive with Massachusetts, North 
Carolina and California. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, initially, let me request 
temporary Capitol leaves for Senators Kelley and O'Pake, 
both of whom are in their offices in meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection totem
porary Capitol leaves for Senators Kelley and O'Pake? The 
Chair sees none and those leaves are granted. 

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I think the approach to the 
use of the bond money is dynamic and envisions a cooperative 
effort which is the design for the future of how government 
and private relationships ought to be tailored. We are not only 
asking the universities identified in this bill to reach out to the 
private sector for matching grants, but that theme carries 
through in a number of the other proposals we will be debat
ing across the course of the afternoon. In the infrastructure 
program, for example, we are dealing not with grants which 
we asked to have matched, we are dealing there with loans 
which must be repaid, but which require matches in ratios as 
high as four to one in order for the private sector to qualify 
for those monies. 

The gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, indi
cated in remarks a short while ago that he thought we did not 
have enough money being dedicated to these programs. Yes, 
if we are going to recognize the need to try to maximize the 
dollars that are available, we have to understand that govern
ment cannot do it alone, but this is a special opportunity for 
government and the private sector together, by combining 
their resources and by using incentives, to get more opportu
nity for each one of the public sector dollars that are 
available. I think this is a mechanism that will not only buy 
more for us but contribute to a spirit and an enthusiasm about 
which I spoke before, because this is not something that gov-
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ernment ought to be doing alone. Government cannot do it 
alone, regardless of the amount of money that it might choose 
to commit to the project, but, rather, cooperatively with our 
educational institutions, with the private sector using our 
business resources and our government opportunities, we can, 
in fact, make a significant contribution to the improvement of 
the economy of Pennsylvania. It is for that reason I think it is 
extremely important, both with these matching grants and the 
others we will be talking about later, to maintain the integrity 
of those programs. With all due respect, I would, therefore, 
have to request a negative vote on the amendment of the lady 
from Northampton, Senator Reibman. 

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

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

YEAS-11 

Andrezeski Hopper Reibman Stout 
Hankins Kratzer Rhoades Wilt 
Hess O'Connell Romanelli 

NAYS-37 

Bell Holl Lynch Singe! 
Bodack Howard Moore Snyder 
Brightbill Jubelirer Musto Stapleton 
Corman Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Early Kusse Pecora Street 
Fisher Lewis Rocks Tilghman 
Furno Lincoln Scanlon Wenger 
Greenleaf Lloyd Shaffer Williams 
Hager Loeper Shumaker Zemprelli 
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? 

RECONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENT 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment offered by Senator 
Reibman was defeated. · 

The motion was agreed to. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, let the record show that I 
have returned to the floor, please. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman's remarks will 
be so noted upon the record. 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would like to be 
recorded in the affirmative. 

And the question recurring, 

Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

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

YEAS-12 

Andrezeski Hopper O'Connell Romanelli 
Hankins Kratzer Reibman Stout 
Hess Mellow Rhoades Wilt 

NAYS-37 

Bell Holl Lynch Singe I 
Bodack Howard Moore Snyder 
Brightbill Jubelirer Musto Stapleton 
Corman Kelley O'Pake Stauffer 
Early Kusse Pecora Street 
Fisher Lewis Rocks Tilghman 
Furno Lincoln Scanlon Wenger 
Greenleaf Lloyd Shaffer Williams 
Hager Loeper Shumaker Zemprelli 
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? 
Senator REIBMAN, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendment: 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 20, by striking out "$3" and insert-
ing: $1 

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

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, all this amendment 
does is strike out the $3.00 matching and insert $1.00. You are 
still retaining the philosophic approach for those who are con
cerned about that of matching one to one. 

I might say that we have spoken with the Democratic staff 
who participated in all of the negotiations over this bill and 
they have no objection to making the matching requirement a 
one to one match. This would go a long way to help, particu
larly some of the smaller schools which are having problems 
raising money just a little bit easier. It does not answer their 
problems completely because they will still have to go out on 
major fund raising to update all of their equipment, but, at 
least, it gives them a boost and an encouragement. I urge a 
"yes" vote on this amendment. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, again I would ask 
that the amendment not be accepted, and I believe again, just 
to reiterate, that we need to have the experience factor. We 
will then be in a position to judge whether it should be one on 
one or whether it should be a total grant. Until we have that, 
there is no way to make such a determination other than spec
ulation. I believe we should, again, give the private sector a 
chance to operate, not just smother it and say, "Hey, we are 
going to give it to you one on one this time." I believe that 
with the two years they have to qualify, at least, that the 
instance is possible. Reluctantly, I must again ask that we 
proceed as the bill is written, rather than changing the 
formula at this time. 
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Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, while we may not 
know what the experience factor is, I can assure you, and I 
think everyone knows, that the $3 million is not going to make 
a great deal of difference in the overall picture when you con
sider the needs. At least it is a good faith effort on the part of 
the state and it makes it easier for the smaller colleges to go 
out and at least raise dollar for dollar. That is not all they are 
going to have to raise. They are not going to stop at that 
dollar for dollar because the needs are so tremendous that 
they are going to have to continue a good fund raising drive 
regardless. All I am asking is that the state show its good faith 
effort in wanting to make economic development in a high 
tech society work. I urge a "yes" vote. 

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

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

YEAS-16 

Andrezeski Hopper O'Connell Shumaker 
Brightbill Kelley Reibman Singe! 
Hankins Kratzer Rhoades Stout 
Hess Mellow Romanelli Wilt 

NAYS-33 

Bell Holl Lynch Snyder 
Boda ck Howard Moore Stapleton 
Corman Jubelirer Musto Stauffer 
Early Kusse O'Pake Street 
Fisher Lewis Pecora Tilghman 
Furno Lincoln Rocks Wenger 
Greenleaf Lloyd Scanlon Williams 
Hager Loeper Shaffer Zemprelli 
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? 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, would the record reflect 
that Senator Rocks has returned to the floor and will now be 
voting personally and that his leave should be cancelled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman's remarks will 
be so noted. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Andrezeski 
Bell 
Bodack 
Brightbill 

Holl 
Hopper 
Howard 
Jubelirer 

YEAS-49 

Mellow 
Moore 
Musto 
O'Connell 

Shumaker 
Singe! 
Snyder 
Stapleton 

Corman 
Early 
Fisher 
Furno 
Greenleaf 

Hankins 
Helfrick 
Hess 

Kelley 
Kratzer 
Kusse 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Lloyd 
Loeper 
Lynch 

O'Pake 
Pecora 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Rocks 
Romanelli 
Scanlon 
Shaffer 

NAYS-0 

Stauffer 
Stout 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

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

SB 1440 CALLED UP 

SB 1440 (Pr. No. 2119) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1440 (Pr. No. 2119) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing technical and financial assistance to 
employee-ownership groups that seek to retain or preserve jobs 
by restructuring an existing business into an employee-owned 
enterprise with a substantial prospect of future recovery; provid
ing technical assistance on employee-ownership to existing firms 
and current employee-owned enterprises in Pennsylvania; and 
making appropriations. 

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. 2, page l, lines 19 and 20; page 2, lines 1 through 
7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting: 

(1) meets all of the following conditions: 
(i) is organized as: 

(A) a worker cooperative, within the meaning 
of Subchapter T of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, as amended; or 

(B) a corporation in which the employees own 
the stock of the corporation through an Employee 
Stock Ownership Plan, within the meaning of 
section 4975(e)(7) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, as amended; 
(ii) a majority of the voting rights are held by 

employees and all employees who have stock allocated to 
them are entitled to vote; shares are voted in such a 
manner that the vote of the majority of the employees 
controls the vote of the majority of shares; voting rights 
on corporate matters for shares held in a trust for the 
employees shall pass through to those employees, at least 
to the extent required by the pass through voting require
ments of section 409A(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, as amended; 

(iii) the majority of the members of the board of 
directors are elected by the employees; or 
(2) is organized in a manner determined by the secretary 

to involve substantial employee participation. 
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Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 9, by striking out "union" and 
inserting: unions 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 11, by inserting after "of": assum
ing ownership or control of the firm or facility and 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by striking out "a municipal-
ity, a county," 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 23, by inserting after "create":.net 
Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 28, by inserting after "create": net 
Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 25, by inserting after "pur-

chased": or improved 
Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 13, by inserting after "$100,000. ": 

Participation by the employee-ownership group 
must be predominantly in cash. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, lines 14 through 18, by striking out all 
of said lines 

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 22, by inserting after "to": 
employee-owned enterprises reorganizing 

Amend Sec. 5, page 6, line 22, by inserting after "to": ade
quately 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 3, by striking out "employees" 
and inserting: members of the employee-ownership group 

Amend Sec. 6, page 7, line 11, by inserting after ''The'' where 
it appears the first time: local administrative agencies and the 

Amend Sec. 7, page 7, lines 28 through 30; page 8, lines 1 and 
2, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 8, page 8, line 3, by striking out "8" and insert
ing: 7 

Amend Sec. 8, page 8, by inserting between lines 16 and 17: 

(d) Loan and loan guarantee fees.-Local administrative 
agencies may establish and charge reasonable fees for processing 
loans or loan guarantees under section 5, with the approval of the 
secretary. 

Amend Sec. 8, page 8, line 17, by striking out "(d)" and 
inserting: (e) 

Amend Sec. 8, page 8, line 18, by striking out "or" and 
inserting: , forms, guidelines and 

Aiuend Sec. 9, page 8, line 21, by striking out "9" and insert
ing: 8 

Amend Bill, page 9, by inserting between lines 6 and 7: 

Section 9. Nondiscrimination. 
No loan, loan guarantee or other financial assistance shall be 

made to a recipient under this act unless the recipient certifies to 
the department, in a form satisfactory to the department, that it 
shall not discriminate against any employee or against any appli
cant for employment because of race, religion, color, national 
origin, sex or age. 

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. 

SB 1436 CALLED UP 

SB 1436 (Pr. No. 2137) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1436 (Pr. No. 2137) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing a program within the Department of Edu
cation for the acquisition ofnew vocational-technical equipment 
and the upgrading of existing vocational-technical equipment 
that is necessary to provide secondary, postsecondary and adult 
students with relevant occupational training; providing for allo-

. cations and grants of money; and making a nonlapsing appropri
ation. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, on this particular bill it is 
my strong feeling that more money should go into technical 
training since we live in an era of highly accelerated technol
ogy. We have discussed on the floor of this Senate many times 
about creating training programs for computers. We live in a 
highly accelerated computer age. It is my feeling, not to be 
repetitious, that at least 70 percent or 65 percent of this money 
should go in for technical training. However, we have 55 
percent for technical training and 45 percent for community 
colleges. And because we are trying to get this accomplished, I 
have cancelled an amendment that I had ordered to shift some 
of this money around. But, I bring to the attention of this 
Senate that we are going to be back here in the very near 
future. If we expect to have our young people keep up in an 
accelerated technological society, we are going to have to put 
more money in that area at some point. While I am not oppo
sing this piece of legislation, I would suggest that we put that 
on our agenda for the very near future. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I concur in the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator 
Street. Yesterday at the briefing session dealing with this legis
lation, we went over the formula that divides or distributes the 
money in this particular piece of legislation. There are eighty
seven vo-tech schools in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
sharing a meager portion of it, while there are fourteen com
munity colleges in the State of Pennsylvania participating in a 
major portion of it. I think it is a disproportionate formula. I 
think we should really put considerable emphasis on the vo
tech concept, because in my area, as well as other areas of the 
Commonwealth, that is where the deficiencies lie. The com
munity colleges are bursting at the seams. The community 
college can attract other funds. Vo-tech education in this state 
has been a stepchild for a number of years. This would be an 
opportunity, in my opinion, to strengthen it and we are 
missing a golden opportunity. Sometime in the future I would 
like to collaborate with the gentleman from Philadelphia in 
doing something about this vo-tech problem. 

Senator HANKINS. Mr. President, I have the same 
concern which the two previous Senators spoke about, where 
there was indication that there should be more concern and 
more effort put into the vocational-tech area. Coming from 
an area such as Philadelphia and the surrounding areas, voca
tional training and technical training are important areas. I 
would like to be a part of whatever this Senate will find that 
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we can do in working in that direction in order to create such 
programs that would put the people who are unemployed to 
work and create the jobs that are necessary, especially in the 
cities, the outlying areas and throughout the Commonwealth, 
as a matter of fact, because we find there are so many needed 
services that we cannot receive now. We try to go out and find 
them in all of these technical areas and it is impossible to find 
the people to do the work and give the services. With this we 
can create an economy that will provide jobs and opportuni
ties through these training programs that will be a possible 
input in what we are attempting to do here today. I support 
those sentiments of the other two Senators wholeheartedly. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, the technique in passing 
these bills is government by crisis with not adequate caucus 
action. These bills were first given to them last week and I, 
like the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, was one 
of only three Senators at a briefing session. There were two 
briefing sessions given to the Republicans and only three 
Senators showed up. At that point what the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, said, I backed up. I do not know 
if other communities have their community colleges organized 
like they do in Delaware County. They are organized and sup
ported by various school districts. I know in some places they 
are supported by the county, but in my district, the poorest 
school district, the districts with the poorest people do not 
have enough money to pay their portion to participate in the 
community colleges. I am speaking of Chester-Upland. 
Chester-Upland, the poorest area of Delaware County with 
the heaviest unemployment, the greatest number of minori
ties, the greatest number of economically deprived, does not 
have the money so they can participate with a community 
college and, yet, you are giving the bulk of this money to com
munity colleges. I hope, since I believe this is a movement to 
get the Senate bills to the House like the House came over here 
and somebody up on cloud 19 is going to decide what bills are 
going to move, that maybe when the final movement comes, 
we can amend the bill to put the money where it is needed. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I just want to clarify 
a few things for the previous speakers anc~ certainly I respect 
their judgment very well. I do not have a community college 
in my district or anywhere near it so I certainly do not have 
any ax to grind. I have some fine vocational technical schools. 
I think the formula, which, for the record, gives the bulk of 
the money to the vocational technical schools, it gives vo-tech 
55 percent and 45 percent to community colleges. For the 
information of the speakers, that money, the $27 million that 
is in there, is a one-shot infusion, not for anything other than 
what they want. It gives them money to update their equip
ment for the technical aspects, as the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Street, and the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Hankins, mentioned. It has nothing to 
do with the liberal arts aspect, which is, I think, a thing that is 
declining rapidly. The technical aspects, the job training and 
job retraining aspects, much like what has been the success of 
states like North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, California 
and Massachusetts, have done this extraordinarily well. In 

many of those areas and in many of those states, community 
colleges are far more prevalent than vocational technical 
schools. In our state it is not the same situation. They have 
had no update in the infusion of money for their equipment 
for years ad infinitum. So we are taking them together, giving 
the bulk of the money to the vocational technical schools, a 
substantial amount of money to the community colleges to 
update their equipment, to train our people, to put our people 
to work, to give Pennsylvanians an opportunity to learn a 
trade, to learn the technical aspects, to have employers who 
have a need for a specific kind of employment or trade, to 
customize that by setting forth that they need so many widget 
makers at Philadelphia Community College or Delaware 
County Community College, whatever it may be, and have 
the opportunity to train them. If there is not a community 
college then you can go to a vo-tech school. 

There are those in the other Body who, perhaps, would like 
to put far more money into community colleges, and like 
everything else we do in this particular institution, it was a 
negotiated formula. I would support the formula. I would ask 
that we could vote the bill and move on whenever the debate is 
finished. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell. 

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

Senator BELL. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, during the remarks of 

the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell, with regard to 
this bill, he indicated there were several briefing sessions that 
he attended with regard to this entire package. Can he share 
with us if they were Senate briefing sessions or if they were 
caucus briefing sessions? 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, the Republican caucus 
utilized a consultant, who the Republican House leadership 
and the Senate Republican leadership hired, and they also had 
present some person from the Governor's Office and they also 
had somebody present from the Senate Republican staff. 
There were two of these, one at 9:30 a.m. and one at 11 :30 
a.m. yesterday morning. I understand from gossip that the 
Democratic leadership of the Senate and the House also hired 
a consultant. Before you ask me the next question about these 
negotiated deals, to my knowledge I do not know who they 
were negotiated between because they were not discussed in 
our caucus as to negotiations, and I tried to stay awake, 
although it is awfully hard to do so in our caucus at times. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, can the gentleman tell 
us, to the best of his knowledge, who the consultant was that 
was hired by the Democratic leadership in both the House and 
the Senate? 

Senator BELL. No, Mr. President, I do not know his name. 
I do not even know the last name of the one the Republicans 
hired, but he seemed competent. He raised a lot of questions 
that I do not see being raised on the floor like the matching 
fund that the lady from Northampton, Senator Reibman, is 
worried about being cash. Our consultant said the bills did not 
say cash. 
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Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, my remarks obviously 
have nothing to do with the bill, and I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. President, the unfortunate thing is there have been 
many of us on this side of the aisle who have had no briefing 
and we have not had the opportunity of discussing this with 
any consultant and, in fact, the truth of the matter is we had 
not seen the amendment prior to this amendment being deliv
ered on the floor. I kind of feel like I am up in the air a little 
bit when I am voting on something that is probably one of the 
most important pieces of legislation that we have had to deal 
with in a number of years. I am not totally prepared for 
casting that vote in the proper fashion by not having been 
properly briefed. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I realize that fifty
five is a greater number than forty-five, I think by ten points. 
But then if you do the division, I think that is where the 
change comes about. If you were to take the $27 million and 
work it out, you will find that each of the vo-tech schools may 
be eligible for approximately $170,000. That is eighty-seven 
into the total monies available as in accordance with that 
formula. I would like to suggest that this is another area that 
has always been on the back burner but we also could be of 
some assistance to the local taxpayers by giving them some 
relief in this area. On the other hand, the fourteen community 
colleges will gain $800,000. Now, that is a pretty substantial 
difference. I have nothing against community colleges, except 
that I want to remind this Senate that within the not too recent 
past, we, I believe in the last year's budget, allocated $14 
million additional dollars to the community colleges for 
expansion· and for these purposes, so they are getting really 
more than their fair share. My problem is that in the school 
systems and in the vo-tech programs there are people who 
want to apply and are being denied access to them because of 
the lack of equipment and because of the lack of space and 
other facilities. I think it is tremendously important that those 
kids who want to take advantage of the vo-tech education at 
least, too, have the state of the arts and have the facilities they 
need in order to train themselves to be productive citizens of 
this Commonwealth. You will find that situation exists 
amongst the blacks, where unemployment is very heavy, and 
in the depressed areas of the Commonwealth where the situa
tion is adverse to youth being placed in decent employment. I 
think we are backwards here and that is what I believe. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, may I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Andrezeski who is attending a 
meeting in his office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Lewis requests a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Andrezeski. ls there any 
objection? The Chair sees none and that leave is granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, the question of the division 
of the available $27 million, which, by the way, is to be used 
for the purchase of equipment and not for programmatical 

reasons, was a difficult one to address. But some of the issues 
that I know have been considered and which have not been 
discussed yet on the floor I think are material to a debate on 
the issue. 

We recognize, for example, that the vocational technical 
schools are, in fact, part of our secondary education process, 
and while they have obligations for vocational training, the 
most difficult and the more complicated and more expensive 
problems seem to lie with the community colleges whose obli
gations are for retraining and for dealing with the unem
ployed, as opposed to the initial stages of educational training 
which are handled by the vocational technical schools. A 
thing of equal importance is the fact that for the community 
colleges this is likely to be a one-time opportunity to upgrade 
and to improve their technical equipment. With respect to the 
vocational schools, we are all well aware they have received 
tens of millions of dollars of direct assistance from this Senate 
and this General Assembly through our General Fund bill 
every year, and we can continue to provide that aid as we have 
in the past and, I am sure, will in the future. As we look at the 
distribution of the monies from this economic development 
program, it seems we need to recognize the retraining and 
unemployment reality, and we need to also recognize the fact 
that, as to the community colleges, we have not been as dili
gent in providing ongoing monies for these kinds of purposes. 

Mr. President, I am not trying to suggest that those two 
items ought to be controlling. I know there are reasonable, 
legitimate differences of opinion as to how this money should 
be divided, but I think it should be helpful for the Members to 
have these additional pieces of information which were, in 
fact, part of the items discussed as the formula was developed 
in the fashion in which it is presented. It may not be the best 
we can do, but I think it represents a very fair attempt to try to 
deal with the variety of circumstances, and I would encourage 
an affirmative vote. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I do not think my comments 
were understood, they very seldom are. The critical question 
is, who should get what? We had the critical question from 
the lady from Northampton, Senator Reibman, what should 
be put up in matching funds? These questions should have 
been submitted to the caucuses and not be determined by 
staffers with several people giving them guidelines. The 
caucuses, as far as our caucus is concerned, were never 
approached to give guidelines to determine the percentiles. 
There are other factors in these bills. We were not 
approached. This bond issue was approved as far back as 
April and this is the end of June. I do not want anybody to tell 
me, as was implied to me yesterday in the briefing session 
when I asked a question of the representative of the Governor 
as to where the money was-the same as Senator O'Connell 
raised-to administer the program. He said, "That is a good 
question." Well to that lalmost cursed an answer. 

I said, "All right, now you give me a good answer." I got 
no answer and to this day I do not know where the adminis
tration money is coming from. We cannot tack it onto a 
budget that they are already taking money from the old folks 
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lottery funds to the General Fund. There are a lot of ques
tions, but we hear, "Oh, we have to get home for vacation," 
vacation to the middle of November or something like that. I 
do not see this government by crisis business. I do not think 
there is any Senator in this Senate who has the right to deter
mine for me at a conference where I am not present as to how 
items are to be divided between community colleges and the 
vo-tech high schools. I am a Senator. There is not one Senator 
in here who is a super Senator and you people who try to be 
super Senators remember that. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, the objection of the 
gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell, is also part of my 
objection. I feel very much shut out of the process. I cam
paigned across this state, in my own district and everywhere I 
possibly could, very strenuously, for the passage of this bond 
issue. I supported it and I said, as the gentleman from Bucks, 
Senator Lewis, said today, it was a bright day. Today could be 
a bright day except that it is clouded, if not rained upon, by 
some of the activities that are going on here today in the 
Chamber, particularly by what I believe is being excluded 
from participating in the process, and particularly when this 
entire package is put together, and then the leadership agrees 
amongst themselves that there are not going to be any amend
ments, or that we are going to be shut out, or that they are 
going to encourage negative votes so that we, in fact, cannot 
participate. I want to tell you that is a revolting situation as 
far as I am concerned. If you want to know what makes a 
maverick out of this Irishman, it is just those kinds of 
shenanigans and those kinds of tactics. I abhor that kind of 
dealing with circumstances and situations which are so impor
tant to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, one that I had 
strong feelings about, one that I supported in the caucus of 
putting more than $190 million in it because I did not think it 
was enough. When I read these bills, Mr. President, I see what 
is happening here and I do not quarrel with a lot of it because 
a good portion of this money is going into sections of the 
Commonwealth that need it. All I want is just a little more 
equitable distribution of it so that we could all share partially. 
I feel like we are excluded· from the process when the leader
ship stands up here and they get their heads together and say 
we are going to encourage a "no" vote and we are going to 
exclude all the amendments. I will tell you that is like putting a 
choker on a bulldog. 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I ask for unanimous 
consent to offer the following amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment would be 
out of order at this time, Senator, because the bill is already 
on final passage. 

RECONSIDERATION OF SB 1436 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill passed on third consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

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

AMENDMENT OFFERED 

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

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 26, by striking out "5561o" and 
inserting: 700/o of the available funds 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 3, by striking out "45%" and 
inserting: 30% 

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

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I originally had not 
intended to offer the amendment. I did not want to tie up the 
Senate. I did not think it was ready and also I think that my 
comments have already been made. This amendment would 
change the formula. The gentleman from Luzerne, Senator 
O'Connell, put the number of community colleges on record 
as opposed to the number of vocational technical schools. 
Also, Mr. President, in an area where we have people who 
need to be technologically trained, I believe there would have 
to be more monies allocated for that. This amendment would 
allocate 70 percent of the $27 million to technical training and 
30 percent to the community colleges to continue to advance 
their technical training. I would ask that the Senate agree to 
the amendment. 

MOTION FOR RECESS 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I think what we have 
just seen is a great example of the tremendous injustice we are 
doing today to the people of Pennsylvania. It is not an 
injustice, Mr. President, because we are trying in earnest to 
pass a package of legislation that, hopefully, will eventually 
stimulate the economy in Pennsylvania, but, Mr. President, it 
is, in fact, the way we are trying to do this. Of the fifty 
Members who reside in this august Body, I venture to say, Mr. 
President, that less than half of them have any idea of exactly 
what we are involved with, and this amendment, Mr. Presi
dent, that may, in fact, be meritorious in nature, we have not 
seen and have not had the opportunity of discussing nor, in 
fact, have we had an opportunity to see or discuss as rank and 
file Members of the Senate, any of these amendments. 

Mr. President, I serve as a Member of the Democratic lead
ership, although certainly the position that I hold in the lead
ership is not as significant as those of some of my colleagues. I 
think, Mr. President, it is a shame that we have not had an 
opportunity to have the proper type of briefing and have not 
had the opportunity to have had these amendments given to 
us in our respective caucuses so that we could more appropri
ately prepare ourselves for this type of discussion and deliber
ation on the Senate floor. It is because of that, Mr. President, 
that I would ask right now that the Senate stand in recess so 
that we may have the opportunity of discussing these things 
properly in the form of a caucus, or I, for one, will not be pre
pared to vote for anything this afternoon and will, in fact, 
question every action that we take from here on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the gentleman care to 
make a motion to that effect? 
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Senator MELLOW. I certainly do, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Mellow moves that 

the Senate stand in recess. 

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I think that it certainly has 
been the custom of this Chamber to grant an opportunity for 
a caucus whenever it is requested by either side. I have not 
heard that framed in the fashion of a motion before. I think 
the gentleman from Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, has pre
sented it in the form of a request, and it would be one that I 
would second and hope that it would simply be agreed to by 
the other side rather than put to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be at ease, 
and both leaders please approach the desk. 

(The Senate was at ease.) 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I withdraw my motion 
for a caucus and request a recess of the Senate for the purpose 
of a caucus. 

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

RECESS 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I am requesting that 
this Senate recess until 3:00 p.m. for the purpose of a Demo
cratic caucus, and for those who are still in town, I hope they 
all come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the purpose of a Demo
cratic caucus, the Senate will stand in recess until 3:00 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment offered.by Senator 

Street? 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I withdraw the amend
ment. 

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

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request that Sen.ate 
Bill No. 1436 go over in its order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate 
Bill No. 1436 will go over in its order. 

SB 1433 CALl,ED UP 

SB 1433 (Pr. No. 2112) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1433 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SB 1437 CALLED UP 

SB 1437 (Pr. No. 2138) Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1437 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SB 1438 CALLED UP 

SB 1438 (Pr. No. 2117) Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 4 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1438 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SB 1441 CALl,ED UP 

SB 1441 (Pr. No. 2139) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 5 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator JUBELIRER. -

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1441 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

RECONSIDERATION OF REORGANIZATION 
PLAN NO. 1, RESOLUTION B 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate adopted Reorganization Plan 
No. l, Resolution B, entitled: 

Resolved, That Reorganization Plan No. 1of1984 transmitted 
to the General Assembly under date of May 22, .1984 which is 
incorporated herein by reference be disapproved. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 1, 
RESOLUTION B, ADOPTED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do adopt Reorganization Plan No. 1, Resolution B, 
and ask for a roll call vote. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator JUBELIRER 
and were as follows, viz: 
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Andrezeski Holl 
Bell Hopper 
Bodack Howard 
Brightbill Jubelirer 
Corman Kelley 
Early Kratzer 
Fisher Kusse 
Furno Lewis 
Greenleaf Lincoln 
Hager Lloyd 
Hankins Loeper 
Helfrick Lynch 
Hess 

YEAS-49 

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

NAYS-0 

Shumaker 
Sing el 
Snyder 
Stapleton 
Stauffer 
Stout 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 
Zemprelli 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, please note the pre
sence of Senator Holl on the floor. I would ask that his tem
porary Capitol leave be cancelled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator Holl has returned to 
the floor. It is so noted and will be spread upon the record. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE 

Senator HELFRICK, from the Committee on Agriculture 
and Rural Affairs, reported the following bill: 

HB 1698 (Pr. No. 3269) (Amended) 

An Act creating a task force on rural issues; providing powers 
and duties for the task force; and establishing a sunset date. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 

DESIGNATING THE MONTH OF JUNE, 1984, 
AS "HIRE A VET MONTH," IN RECOGNITION 

OF THE COOPERATION AMONG THE 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, THE VETERANS' 

ADMINISTRATION AND THE NATION'S 
BUSINESS COMMUNITY IN DEVELOPING 

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES 
FOR OUR VETERANS 

Senators 
HELFRICK, 

SHUMAKER, 
STAPLETON, 

HOPPER, PECORA, 
MOORE, O'P AKE and 

FISHER offered the following resolution (Senate Resolution 
No. 137), which was read, considered and adopted: 

In the Senate, June 20, 1984. 

A RESOLUTION 
Designating the month of June, 1984, as "Hire a Vet Month," in 

recognition of the cooperation among the Department of 
Labor, the Veterans' Administration and the Nation's business 
community in developing employment and training opportuni
ties for our veterans. 

WHEREAS, Time spent in military service gives veterans an 
opportunity to gain technical skills, experience and good work 
habits that are transferable to the civilian job market; and 

WHEREAS, Veterans continue to have higher unemployment 
and remain out of work longer than other groups, despite the 
need for well-trained employees in growth industries and in occu
pations requiring technological skills; and 

WHEREAS, The Emergency Veterans' Job Training Act of 
1983, was enacted to help America's business community build 
more capable, productive workforces by reimbursing employers 
for hiring and training eligible Korean Conflict and Vietnam-era 
veterans; and 

WHEREAS, When the Emergency Veterans' Job Training Act 
of 1983, is fully implemented, it will represent a major and posi
tive step toward helping the American business community fill 
the jobs being created by new technology and an expanding 
economy; and 

WHEREAS, Providing jobless veterans with new opportuni
ties for permanent, private-sector employment is one of the great
est tributes we can pay to individuals who serve well and sacri
ficed much during difficult periods in our Nation's history; there
fore be it 

RESOLVED, That the Senate of Pennsylvania designate the 
month of June, 1984, as "Hire a Vet Month," in recognition of 
the cooperation among the Department of Labor, the Veterans' 
Administration and the Nation's business community in develop
ing employment and training opportunities for our veterans; and 
be it further 

RESOLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to 
the presiding officers of each house of Congress and to each 
member of Congress from Pennsylvania. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

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

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Francis L. Ambrose and to The Inn at Starlight Lake by 
Senator O'Connell. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Bala Golf 
Club in Philadelphia by Senator Rocks and others. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. James E. Ulery, Mr. and Mrs. Raymond Martin and to 
Mr. and Mrs. Arnold L. Young by Senator Stout. 

BILL ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

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

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

HB 1698. 

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

eration. 

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, I stand here today 
on the day that we in the Senate have started to debate, amend 
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and approve the implementation of a $190 million economic 
development program for Pennsylvania. This unprecedented 
undertaking is designed to create an estimated 65,000 new 
jobs across our Commonwealth, jobs which our state 
desperately needs to fully recover from an economic recession 
that has raised unemployment and lowered expectations 
across this Commonwealth. 

We can all be commended in this Body for taking these 
important first steps towards putting Pennsylvania back on 
the road to recovery. I feel the real credit should go to the 
voters across the state who overwhelmingly approved this 
bond financed package on April 10th by a referendum ballot. 
This, Mr. President, is a textbook example of voter initiative 
and legislative action. It is also a perfect example of what rep
resentative government by the people and for the people is all 
about. I find it somewhat ironic that on the same day that we 
start to approve a referendum program that the people of 
Pennsylvania have overwhelmingly voted for and approved, 
we have also taken a stand against giving the voters a voice in 
the rest of this decision-making process. While we have con
centrated our efforts in this Body on economic development 
initiatives within our Commonwealth, we have chosen to 
ignore the fact that the federal budget and the federal budget 
policies do have an impact and a very real effect on our Com
monwealth and our Commonwealth's recovery. I feel it is safe 
to say that ignoring this fact or dismissing it is something 
beyond our control. It will not lessen its impact on the policies 
and proposals approved by this Senate, and such a stance will 
certainly not lessen its effect on the people we were elected to 
represent. 

Here we stand, Mr. President, on the same day that we start 
to approve this very important referendum package for eco
nomic development, and we find ourselves refusing to take 
action on another referendum initiative that would allow the 
voters of this state to again have a voice in the government 
process. 

Mr. President, I refer to Senate Bill No. 1392 as one piece 
of legislation which should have and could have been debated 
and considered on this floor today as part of the economic 
development package before us. I would like to refer to the 
language of Senate Bill No. 1392 in which Section 2 states, the 
question to appear on the ballot statewide shall be in substan
tially the following form: 

''Shall more Federal funds be made available for local jobs, 
improving programs such as education, housing and health 
care, rebuilding our industry and repairing our transportation 
and water systems, by significantly reducing the amount of 
our tax dollars spent on nuclear weapons and foreign military 
intervention, in that way promoting jobs with peace?" 

On the one hand, we allow the voters and we trust the 
voters of this Commonwealth to tell us whether or not they 
approve of a $190 million bond issue for economic develop
ment and more jobs. Then, on the other hand, are we afraid 
to ask these same voters whether or not they want these jobs 
with peace? Both referenda concern the same subject: pro
moting jobs, improving educational programs and rebuilding 

our infrastructure here in Pennsylvania. Both have bipartisan 
support of the Members of this Senate and both are important 
to the future, the economic future of this Commonwealth. 
But we now see one referendum has been approved by this 
Body in the name of good government and one has been 
denied approval in this Body under the pretext of being con
troversial and political as if we are afraid the voters of Penn
sylvania will not vote right on a controversial issue such as 
jobs with peace. Maybe some of the Members of this Body do 
not feel in their estimation that the voters can be trusted to 
make a billion dollar decision with the same success that they 
made a $190 million decision on April 10th. Maybe we should 
all give the voters of this Commonwealth more credit than we 
might give ourselves for some of the decisions made in this 
Chamber concerning which bills we should or should not con
sider, maybe we should not be so quick to dismiss the voices 
we hear outside our doors that do not come from the special 
interest lobbyists or the PAC groups or the specialists of inter
est pedaling across this state, but the voices from men, women 
and children who are just as concerned as we are about the 
future of this Commonwealth and about the future of families 
and jobs and economic development in this Commonwealth 
and also in this great nation of ours. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I feel our actions in this Body 
today show that without a doubt the voters of Pennsylvania 
take their role in representative government very seriously and 
are very much interested in telling this Body what role they 
want government to take on their behalf. I only hope and wish 
that in some respects in some instances that we could be half 
as serious and half as interested in listening to what these men, 
women and children have to say. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I certainly listened 
with great interest to my colleague, the gentleman from Erie, 
Senator Andrezeski, in his previous remarks. As the Chair
man of the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations, 
where Senate Bill No. 1392 resides and shall continue to reside 
as long as I am chairman, I thought we ought to at least set the 
record straight. I had no intention of commenting on this par
ticular issue because I think it is a greatly misunderstood 
issue. The gentleman from Erie, Senator Andrezeski, has 
sponsored a resolution which I think if read in its entirety can 
be viewed as unilateral disarmament, something that I do not 
favor. I am not sure what his particular position on it is, 
because he sponsored some other resolutions which are con
trary to that. 

Mr. President, the matter is, indeed, federal in nature. I 
have told the press that. The matter, indeed, has been misrep
resented, I believe, by the organizers who come from out of 
Pennsylvania to tell our citizens that if we get this resolution 
passed, certain goodies are going to happen. For instance, 
Mr. President, the picketers who have picketed my office in 
Altoona were told that if we passed this resolution, they 
would get more money for their county nursing homes. When 
I showed them the resolution they said, "Oh, Senator, we are 
not in favor of that. We don't want that, not at all. We want a 
strong defense. We feel that is important to the freedom of 
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this country." So I believe they have been misrepresented and 
the facts have been misrepresented to them. 

What is of concern to me, Mr. President, is the absolute-I 
guess I could use the phrase "contradicting philosophy" of 
the previous speaker. I cite Senate Resolution No. 124 spon
sored by the gentleman from Erie, Senator Andrezeski, the 
gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Zemprelli, the gentleman 
from Cambria, Senator Singe!, the lady from Northampton, 
Senator Reibman, and the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Senator Lloyd, which was introduced on May 2, 1984. I will 
give you the resolution number and you can read it all, but 
what it asks is that we secure the basing of a combat division 
in Pennsylvania and increase the share of the military pro
curement budget which is supplied by Pennsylvania businesses 
and that the committee then report its findings. The gist of it 
is th~t we get more of the defense budget for Pennsylvania. 
The same previous speaker is the prime sponsor of Senate 
Resolution No. 83, the gentleman from Erie, Senator 
Andrezeski, and many others, and they call on the combat 
divisions to locate more in Pennsylvania and say, 
"WHEREAS, President Reagan has called for an additional 
200,000 combat troops in the United States Armed Forces, 
thus necessitating additional military bases in this 
country .... " 

The basis of it is that the General Assembly of the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania memorializes the Congress of the 
United States to establish and locate military bases for United 
States combat divisions in the northeastern region of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, you cannot have it all ways. The gentleman 
from Erie, Senator Andrezeski, may want to be all things to 
all people. He may want to get down and tell the Jobs for 
Peace people that he is against further military spending, that 
he is for peace and he is for jobs and he is for economic devel
opment; that he is for everything that everybody wants, 
including motherhood, apple pie and the American flag, and 
then come up on this floor and introduce resolutions and ask 
to have increased military spending and utilize those funds for 
Pennsylvania so that we will have more jobs here, and then 
come up and criticize those wlio do not believe in unilateral 
disarmament and who believe that the freedom of this country 
is far more important than anything else and anything we 
could be doing and recognize that we have a referendum every 
two years in Pennsylvania and the rest of this country. You 
could elect or reject your United States Congressman who 
votes on the defense budget of the United States if you like or 
you do not like, and you can vote in 1984 Of! November 6th to 
reject or reelect Ronald Reagan as President of the United 
States. If you do not like his policies, then that is the referen
dum, but I can tell you one thing, Mr. President, he can put 
another discharge resolution on the floor if he wants, but this 
chairman has no intention of bringing that piece of junk out 
on the floor. 

Senator SCANLON. Mr. President, I was just going to 
state very calmly, without getting into apple pie and the cross 
and motherhood, that I can see no inconsistency in the posi-

tion of the gentleman from Erie, Senator Andrezeski, at all. 
He is advocating a cut in defense spending and using that 
money for jobs. However, whatever it has been cut to, please 
spend as much of that as possible in Pennsylvania. That 
makes sense to me. In Altoona that might fly over people's 
heads, but it plays well in Pittsburgh. 

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, I, like most 
Members, or almost most Members of this General Assembly, 
have no problem in supporting motherhood. There is nothing 
wrong with supporting motherhood. I find it unfortunate that 
others would use that in a political term trying to debase 
another political term. Mother has always meant something 
special to most of us. 

Secondly, Senate Bill No. 1392 says, " ... by significantly 
reducing the amount of our tax dollars spent on nuclear 
weapons .... " We currently have enough nuclear fire power to 
blow up the world anywhere from seven to twenty-one times, 
depending on what study you read on foreign military inter
vention. It seems if we have money to mine harbors in 
Nicaragua, to support death squads in Latin America, to 
finance every two-bit dictator going, to use the American 
system through the World Bank to keep military dictators 
who have bankrupted countries and used our system to 
leverage them out of trouble, we should have money to try 
and provide jobs and economic programs here in America. 

With reference to my other resolutions, I see no inconsis
tency in asking that some of the $17 billion that we send to the 
Pentagon to mine harbors in Nicaraqua, support death 
squads, buy tanks for every dictatorship in Latin America and 
other places in the world, be somehow spent in Pennsylvania. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRET ARY. The recessed meeting of the Committee 
on State Government, which was to take place this morning at 
11 :30 a.m., will take place immediately upon the adjournment 
of the Senate in Room 460 today. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until Monday, June 25, 1984, at 2:00 
p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time, unless sooner recalled by 
the President pro tempore. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 4:08 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 


