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SENATE 
MONDAY, January 30, 1989. 

The Senate met at 2:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Robert C. Jubelirer) in the 
Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Mr. PAUL W. KAUFFMAN, 
Pastor of 29th Street United Methodist Church, Harrisburg, 
offered the following prayer: 

Sovereign Lord, we ask that You would illumine the hearts 
and minds of those who labor here, that they may be able to 
act righteously, to shoulder the responsibilities of the deci
sions that are made and to seek always to know the truth that 
sets men free in heart, mind and spirit. And knowing that 
truth, may they use it in love, not to assault one another but to 
illumine the dark and shadowy places and bring forth the light 
that would help all to keep headed in the direction which will 
achieve the great and holy purpose of Your will and the good 
of Your people in this Commonwealth. Amen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thanks 
Reverend Kauffman who is the guest this week of Senator 
Shumaker. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum of the Senate 
being present, the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding 
Session of January 25, 1989. 

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

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

JOINT SESSION 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following communication in writing from His Excellency, the 
Governor of the Commonwealth, which was read as follows: 

COMMONWEAL TH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

Harrisburg 
January 17, 1989 

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

If it meets with the approval of the General Assembly, I would 
like to address the Members in Joint Session on Tuesday, Febru
ary 7, 1989, at a time convenient to the General Assembly. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT P. CASEY. 
Governor 

NOMINATIONS BY THE GOVERNOR 
REFERRED TO COMMITIEE 

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 STATE 
CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

January 27, 1989. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 

for the advice and consent of the Senate, William Lange, 400 
Fairview Avenue, Clarks Summit 18411, Lackawanna County, 
Twenty-second Senatorial District, for reappointment as a 
member of the State Conservation Commission, to serve until 
November 7, 1992, and until his successor is appointed and quali
fied, but not longer than six months beyond that period. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE 
CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

January 27, 1989. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 

for the advice and consent of the Senate, David Shepler, R. D. I, 
Champion 15622, Fayette County, Thirty-second Senatorial Dis
trict, for appointment as a member of the State Conservation 
Commission, to serve until May 30, 1992, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months 
beyond that period, vice Clifford W. Tinklepaugh, Thompson, 
whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 
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MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC 
TELEVISION NETWORK COMMISSION 

January 27, 1989. 

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, Jack Gross, 1830 
Rittenhouse Square, Apartment 9A, Philadelphia 19103, Phila
delphia County, Eighth Senatorial District, for appointment as a 
member of the Pennsylvania Public Television Network Commis
sion, to serve for a term of six years and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, vice John Scotzin, Camp Hill, deceased. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following Senate Bills numbered, entitled and referred as 
follows, which were read by the Clerk: 

January 25, 1989 

Senators O'PAKE, BODACK, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
WILLIAMS, LINCOLN, MUSTO, AFFLERBACH, 
ANDREZESKI, STEWART, JONES, FATTAH and 
LYNCH presented to the Chair SB 288, entitled: 

An Act establishing the State Drug Council and providing for 
its powers ad duties; and making an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators O'PAKE, BODACK, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
LINCOLN, MUSTO, AFFLERBACH, ANDREZESKI, 
STEWART, JONES, FATTAH and SALVATORE presented 
to the Chair SB 289, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
law enforcement records. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators O'PAKE, BODACK, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
WILLIAMS, LINCOLN, MUSTO, AFFLERBACH, 
ANDREZESKI, STEWART, JONES, FATTAH, LYNCH 
and SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 290, entitled: 

An Act establishing a fund for neighborhood watch programs 
against drug trafficking; making an appropriation; and confer
ring powers and duties on the Pennsylvania Commission on 
Crime and Delinquency. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators O'PAKE, BODACK, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
LINCOLN, MUSTO, AFFLERBACH, ANDREZESKI, 
STEWART, JONES, FATTAf:I, LYNCH and SALVATORE 
presented to the Chair SB 291, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for sentencing 
and penalties for trafficking drugs to minors. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators O'PAKE, BODACK, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
WILLIAMS, LINCOLN, MUSTO, AFFLERBACH, 
ANDREZESKI, STEWART, JONES, FATTAH, LYNCH 
and SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 292, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 
entitled "Public School Code of 1949," mandating student assis
tance programs for detection and referral of student drug and 
alcohol proble.ms in school districts. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators MUSTO and MELLOW presented to the Chair 
SB 293, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the acquisition of a water 
company which fails to comply with an order of the Pennsylvania 
Public Utility Commission. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators MUSTO and MELLOW presented to the Chair 
SB 294, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing 

0

for valuation of and 
return on the property of a public utility. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, ANDREZESKI, STAPLETON, 
FATTAH, REGOLI, MELLOW, REIBMAN, O'PAKE, 
PORTERFIELD, SCANLON~ LYNCH, GREENWOOD, 
HESS, WENGER, FISHER, RHOADES, SHAFFER and 
STOUT presented to the Chair SB 295, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 13, 1963 (P. L. 774, No. 
390), entitled "County Jail Prisoner Temporary Release Law," 
authorizing the collection of confinement costs in cases relating 
to prisoners confined only during weekends or short periods of 
time. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, SCANLON, O'PAKE, FATTAH, 
MUSTO, LYNCH, STAPLETON, ANDREZESKI, 
REIBMAN, STOUT, SHAFFER, HESS, LOEPER and 
PECORA presented to the Chair SB 296, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 23, 1956 (1955 P. L. 1510, 
No. 500), entitled, as amended, "Disease Prevention and Control 
Law of 1955," requiring hospitals and treatment facilities to 
notify emergency medical personnel, firemen and police officers 
of patients testing HIV positive. 

Which was committed to the Committee on .PUBLIC 
HEALTHANDWELFARE,January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, BODA CK, JONES, MELLOW, 
AFFLERBACH, DAWIDA, REIBMAN, STOUT, 
ANDREZESKI, CORMAN and SALVATORE presented to 
the Chair SB 297, entitled: 
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An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P. L. 805, No. 247), 
entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning 
Code," authorizing governing bodies to grant conditional uses 
for senior citizens who wish to rent out a portion of their princi
pal residence. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, SCANLON, ANDREZESKI, 
REIBMAN, MELLOW, DAWIDA, BELAN, HESS and 
SHAFFER presented to the Chair SB 298, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, extending the time 
period for the disposition of summary cases under Title 75. 

Which was committed to the Committee on TRANSPOR
TATION, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, MELLOW, SCANLON, ROSS, 
LYNCH, STAPLETON, O'PAKE, DAWIDA, FATTAH, 
MUSTO, JONES, REIBMAN, ANDREZESKI, REGOLI, 
CORMAN, FISHER, RHOADES, SHAFFER, 
SAL VA TORE and STOUT presented to the Chair SB 299, 
entitled: 

An Act providing for residential and outpatient care of victims 
of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder and for further duties on the 
Department of Military Affairs; and making an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on MILITARY 
AND VETERANS AFFAIRS, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, MUSTO, ANDREZESKI, SHAFFER 
and SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 300, entitled: 

An Act providing for the observance of the first Sunday of 
October of each year as "Pennsylvania Stepparents Day." 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, ANDREZESKI, MELLOW, 
STAPLETON, SCANLON and LYNCH presented to the 
Chair SB 301, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, requiring the reporting of certain 
burn injuries occurring from fires. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, STAPLETON, O'P AKE and 
ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair SB 302, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "Liquor Code," further pro
viding for the safekeeping of licenses. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LAW AND 
JUSTICE, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, STAPLETON, O'PAKE and 
ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair SB 303, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, ''Liquor Code,'' further fun
iting the issuance of retail licenses. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LAW AND 
JUSTICE, January 25, 1989. 

Senators LEWIS, ANDREZESKI, O'P AKE, FISHER and 
RHOADES presented to the Chair SB 304, entitled: 

An Act providing for reduced automobile insurance rates for 
good grades. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, January 25, 1989. 

Senator BELL presented to the Chair SB 305, entitled: 
An Act providing for review of regulations by certain commit

tees of the House 0£ Representatives and the Senate; and making 
a repeal. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, January 25, 1989. 

January 26, 1989 

Senators STOUT, LINCOLN, LYNCH and 
ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair SB 306, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "Liquor Code," further pro
viding for special occasion permits. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LAW AND 
JUSTICE, January 26, 1989. 

Senators STOUT, WENGER, MUSTO, STAPLETON, 
RHOADES, SHAFFER and ANDREZESKI presented to the 
Chair SB 307, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," imposing addi
tional responsibilities on State associations; and authorizing addi
tional delegates to annual meetings of State associations. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 26, 1989. 

Senators STOUT, PECORA, WENGER, MUSTO, 
STAPLETON, RHOADES, SHAFFER and ANDREZESKI 
presented to the Chair SB 308, entitled: 

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

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 26, 1989. 

Senators STOUT, PECORA, CORMAN, MUSTO, 
STAPLETON, REIBMAN, SHAFFER and ANDREZESKI 
presented to the Chair SB 309, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," providing for 
appointed accountants and for the appointment of independent 
auditors in lieu of elected auditors. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 26, 1989. 

Senators WENGER, HELFRICK, STAPLETON, 
JUBELIRER, HESS, STOUT, O'PAKE, SHUMAKER, 
REIBMAN, SALVATORE, MUSTO, PUNT, 
AFFLERBACH, LYNCH, ANDREZESKI and SHAFFER 
presented to the Chair SB 310, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further providing for esti
mated tax. 
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Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 26, 1989. 

Senators WENGER, STAPLETON, BRIGHTBILL, 
HESS, FISHER, HELFRICK, RHOADES, ANDREZESKI 
and LYNCH presented to the Chair SB 311, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 21, 1931 (P. L. 149, No. 105), 
entitled, as amended, "The Liquid Fuels Tax Act," further pro
viding for the refund of liquid fuels tax money collected from 
fuels used in snowmobiles for deposit into a restricted receipts 
account. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 26, 1989. 

Senators WENGER, JUBELIRER, STAPLETON, 
REIBMAN, HELFRICK, STOUT, HOPPER, RHOADES, 
O'P AKE, SHUMAKER, ANDREZESKI, FISHER, 
LYNCH, AFFLERBACH, REGO LI, JONES, FA TTAH and 
SHAFFER presented to the Chair SB 312, entitled: 

AnAct amending the act of June3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 320), 
entitled "Pennsylvania Election Code," providing for accessibil
ity of polls to elderly and handicapped electors. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, January 26, 1989. 

Senators WENGER, SALVATORE, REIBMAN, 
ANDREZESKI and SHAFFER presented to the Chair 
SB 313, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," authorizing the 
establishment of boards of health; providing for their powers and 
duties; and making repeals. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 26, 1989. 

Senators WENGER, SALVATORE, REIBMAN, 
ANDREZESKI, MUSTO and SHAFFER presented to the 
Chair SB 314, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 23, 1945 (P. L. 926, No. 369), 
entitled "Public Eating and Drinking Place Law," authorizing 
second class townships and home rule municipalities to license 
public eating and drinking places; and making editorial changes. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEAL TH AND WELFARE, January 26, 1989. 

January 30, 1989 

Senators GREENWOOD, JUBELIRER, LOEPER, 
HOPPER, MUSTO, JONES, AFFLERBACH, DAWIDA, 
REIBMAN, FISHER, ANDREZESKI and SALVATORE 
presented to the Chair SB 315, entitled: 

An Act providing for inpatient residential treatment services 
for mentally ill children and youth. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEALTH AND WELFARE, January 30, 1989. 

Senators GREENWOOD, JUBELIRER, LOEPER, 
HOPPER, MUSTO, JONES, PECORA, AFFLERBACH, 
DAWIDA, REIBMAN, FISHER, ANDREZESKI and 
SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 316, entitled: 

An Act providing for the establishment of a Family Preserva
tion Program by the Department of Public Welfare; providing 
for grants to counties for programs enabling children who would 
otherwise be subject to out-of-home placement to remain at 
home; and making an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEALTH AND WELFARE, January 30, 1989. 

Senators WILLIAMS, MUSTO, JONES, REGOLI, 
SHAFFER, LYNCH, SALVATORE and FATTAH 
presented to the Chair SB 317, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
entitled "The Administrative Code of 1929," creating the 
Department of Drug Abuse Prevention and prescribing its func
tions, powers and duties; and making an appropriation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, January 30, 1989. 

Senators WILLIAMS, JONES, PECORA, SCANLON, 
REGOLI, O'PAKE, RHOADES, LYNCH and 
SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 318, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P. L. 861, No. 
323), entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Board of Probation 
and Parole Law," further providing for the board's power to 
grant parole. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LAW AND 
JUSTICE, January 30, 1989. 

Senators GREENWOOD, SHUMAKER, CORMAN, 
ANDREZESKI, STEWART, SALVATORE, FISHER, 
LYNCH, SHAFFER, STOUT and PETERSON presented to 
the Chair SB 319, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd Sp. Sess., 
1937 P. L. 2897, No. I), entitled "Unemployment Compensation 
Law," further providing for the penalty imposed against employ
ers who fail to file certain reports. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, January 30, 1989. 

Senators GREENWOOD, PECORA, JUBELIRER, 
MUSTO, SHUMAKER, CORMAN, REGOLI, LOEPER, 
STOUT, PORTERFIELD, FISHER, REIBMAN, O'PAKE, 
SHAFFER, ANDREZESKI and SAL VA TORE presented to 
the Chair SB 320, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1976 (P. L. 424, No. 101), 
entitled, as amended, "Emergency and Law Enforcement Per
sonnel Death Benefits Act," providing for death benefits for haz
ardous materials response team members. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, January 30, 1989. 

Senators GREENWOOD, SHUMAKER, LOEPER, 
SHAFFER, ANDREZESKI, SAL VA TORE and STOUT 
presented to the Chair SB 321, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P. L. 1050, No. 
394), entitled "Local Tax Collection Law," extending the time 
period from receipt of tax duplicates to mailing of the duplicates 
to the respective taxpayers. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 30, 1989. 
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Senators GREENWOOD, HELFRICK, CORMAN, 
SHUMAKER, O'PAKE, REGOLI, FISHER, WENGER, 
LOEPER, SHAFFER, REIBMAN and PETERSON 
presented to the Chair SB 322, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," providing that no tax shall 
be imposed on a certain number of sales by volunteer firemen's, 
ambulance or rescue organizations. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators GREENWOOD, JONES, PECORA, O'P AKE, 
FATIAH, ANDREZESKI, SALVATORE, LYNCH and 
STOUT presented to the Chair SB 323, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 320), 
entitled "Pennsylvania Election Code," providing for the moder
nization of election equipment upon the approval of the electors 
of counties; and providing for grants to counties for a portion of 
the cost. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE GOV
ERNMENT, January 30, 1989. 

Senators O'P AKE, MELLOW, PECORA, LYNCH, 
MUSTO, BO DACK, DA WIDA, REIBMAN, 
ANDREZESKI, STAPLETON, REGOLI, AFFLERBACH 
and JONES presented to the Chair SB 324, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," establishing a credit 
against personal income tax for an amount paid in insurance pre
miums for a policy covering the costs of care provided by a 
licensed health-care provider or facility to the taxpayer or to a 
member of the immediate family of the taxpayer. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators O'PAKE, MELLOW, PECORA, LYNCH, 
MUSTO, BODACK, DAWIDA, CORMAN, REIBMAN, 
ANDREZESKI, STAPLETON, REGOLI, AFFLERBACH, 
JONES, STOUT and WENGER presented to the Chair 
SB 325, entitled: 

An Act relating to long-term care insurance; providing for 
limits, disclosure and performance standards; and prescribing 
powers and duties of the Insurance Commissioner. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, January 30, 1989. 

Senators MELLOW, LINCOLN, BODACK, O'PAKE, 
STAPLETON, ROSS, SCANLON, MUSTO, 
AFFLERBACH, ANDREZESKI, BELAN, LYNCH, 
STOUT, PORTERFIELD, REGOLI, JONES and 
STEW ART presented to the Chair SB 326, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 14, 1972 (P. L. 233, No. 64), 
entitled "The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic 
Act," providing for the death penalty or life imprisonment for 
sale of drugs which results in death. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators REGOLI, BODACK, STAPLETON, MELLOW, 
CORMAN, JUBELIRER, STOUT, PORTERFIELD, 

PUNT, ANDREZESKI, LYNCH, SALVATORE, FATIAH 
and MADIGAN presented to the Chair SB 327, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," excluding school year
books from the sales tax. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators REGOLI, HOPPER, BODACK, STAPLETON, 
AFFLERBACH, STOUT, PORTERFIELD, O'PAKE, 
SHAFFER. and ANDREZESKI presented to the Chair 
SB 328, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 
entitled "Public School Code of 1949," changing requirements 
for small school district assistance; and removing the market 
value/income aid ratio from the formula for small school district 
assistance. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators REGOLI, MUSTO, BODACK, JONES, 
STAPLETON, AFFLERBACH, STOUT, PORTERFIELD, 
ANDREZESKI, LYNCH and SAL VA TORE presented to the 
Chair SB 329, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December S, 1936 (2nd Sp. Sess., 
1937 P. L. 2897, No. 1), entitled "Unemployment Compensation 
Law," providing for eligibility of injured workers. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND 
INDUSTRY, January 30, 1989. 

Senators REGOLI, BODACK, STAPLETON, 
AFFLERBACH, PECORA, REIBMAN, STOUT, 
PORTERFIELD, O'PAKE, SHAFFER and ANDREZESKI 
presented to the Chair SB 330, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 
entitled "Public School Code of 1949," further providing for 
payments on account of pupil transportation. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators REGOLI, SCANLON, BO DACK, 
STAPLETON, HESS, AFFLERBACH, MELLOW, 
DA WIDA, PECORA, STOUT, PORTERFIELD, 
SHAFFER, ANDREZESKI and MADIGAN presented to the 
Chair SB 331, entitled: 

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

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators LYNCH, BODACK, FATIAH and JONES 
presented to the Chair SB 332, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," excluding certain trans
actions from the realty transfer tax. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 30, 1989. 
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Senators LYNCH, BODACK, AFFLERBACH, 
SCANLON, MELLOW, BELAN, JONES, BELL, 
PORTERFIELD, STAPLETON, FATTAH, GREENLEAF, 
REGOLI, WILLIAMS, DAWIDA, FUMO and 
SALVA TORE presented to the Chair SB 333, entitled: 

An Act providing for item pricing of certain grocery items; 
providing for powers and duties of the Attorney General and the 
Department of Agriculture; and providing penalties. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senator HOLL presented to the Chair SB 334, entitled: 
An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for disability annuities. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senator PECORA presented to the Chair SB 335, entitled: 
An Act imposing limitations on the use of eminent domain by 

municipalities and authorities to obtain certain real estate or 
facilities; and making repeals. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOV
ERNMENT, January 30, 1989. 

Senators MELLOW, SCANL-ON, O'PAKE, HOPPER, 
FATTAH, PORTERFIELD, LYNCH, JONES, MUSTO, 
ANDREZESKI and AFFLERBACH presented to the Chair 
SB 336, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
entitled "The Administrative Code of 1929," further providing 
for executive appointments. 

Which was committed to the Committee on RULES AND 
EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS, January 30, 1989. 

Senators MELLOW, STOUT, O'PAKE, FATTAH, 
PORTERFIELD, LYNCH, JONES, MUSTO, 
ANDREZESKI, REGOLI, SALVATORE, ROSS and 
BODACK presented to the Chair SB 337, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), 
entitled "Public Welfare Code," excluding any increase in 
certain black lung benefits in determining income eligibility for 
amount of State blind pensions. 

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC 
HEALTH AND WELFARE, January 30, 1989. 

Senators MELLOW, WILLIAMS, JONES, LYNCH, 
STOUT, CORMAN, STAPLETON, STEWART, BODACK, 
MUSTO, ANDREZESKl, REGO LI, SALVA TORE, ROSS, 
DA WIDA, AFFLERBACH, SHAFFER and O'P AKE 
presented to the Chair SB 338, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 28, 1984 (P. L. 150, No. 
28), entitled "Automobile Lemon Law," providing for refunds 
by manufacturers for returned defective new motor vehicles. 

Which was committed to the Committee on CONSUMER 
PROTECTION AND PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
January 30, 1989. 

Senators LEMMOND, LEWIS, HOPPER, PECORA, 
HELFRICK, SCANLON, HESS and HOLL presented to the 
Chair SB 339, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 12, 1980 (P. L. 1179, 
No. 219), entitled "Secondary Mortgage Loan Act," defining 
and regulating a secondary mortgage loan broker; further provid
ing for record retention, processing and the licensing of contigu
ous State offices; providing for loan closings; and further provid
ing for the authority of the Secretary of Banking. 

Which was committed to the Committee on BANKING 
AND INSURANCE, January 30, 1989. 

RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following Senate Resolutions numbered, entitled and referred 
as follows, which were read by the Clerk: 

January 25, 1989 

PROCLAIMING THE FIRST SUNDAY 
OF OCTOBER AS "PENNSYLVANIA 

STEPPARENTS' DAY" 

Senators LEWIS, MUSTO, ANDREZESKI, SHAFFER 
and SALVA TORE offered the following resolution (Senate 
Resolution No. 8), which was read and referred to the Com
mittee on Rules and Executive Nominations: 

In the Senate, January 25, 1989. 

A RESOLUTION 
Proclaiming the first Sunday of October as "Pennsylvania Step

parents' Day." 

WHEREAS, The citizens of this Commonwealth recognize the 
unique role assumed by stepparents and wish to observe a special 
day upon which children can honor their stepparents; therefore 
beit 

RESOLVED, That the Senate of the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania hereby proclaims the first Sunday of October as "Penn
sylvania Stepparents' Day"; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Senate respectfully requests the Gover
nor to issue a proclamation calling upon the citizens of this Com
monwealth to recognize the unique role assumed by stepparents 
and to observe a special day upon which children can honor their 
stepparents. 

January 26, 1989 

CREATING A JOINT BIPARTISAN 
LEGISLATIVE TASK FORCE TO STUDY 

ACQUIRED IMMUNE DEFICIENCY SYNDROME 
AND ITS IMP ACT ON THE CITIZENS OF 

THIS COMMONWEALTH FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
DEVELOPING A STATEWIDE POLICY TO 

DEAL WITH ALL ASPECTS OF THE DISEASE 

Senators WILLIAMS, FUMO, PORTERFIELD, 
MELLOW, REGOLI, FATTAH, JONES, AFFLERBACH, 
MUSTO, ANDREZESKI, SALVATORE, BODACK and 
LYNCH offered the following resolution (Senate Concurrent 
Resolution No. 9), which was read and referred to the Com
mittee on State Government: 

In the Senate, January 26, 1989. 
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A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Creating a Joint Bipartisan Legislative Task Force to study 
acquired immune deficiency syndrome and its impact on the 
citizens of this Commonwealth for the purpose of developing a 
Statewide policy to deal with all aspects of the disease. 

WHEREAS, Acquired immune deficiency syndrome, com-
monly referred to as AIDS, has become a health hazard that will 
potentially affect the lives of thousands of Pennsylvania citizens; 
and 

WHEREAS, The solutions to the many problems caused by 
AIDS should be addressed in the most coherent, aggressive and 
expeditious manner possible; and 

WHEREAS, It will take the efforts of the entire State govern
ment to begin the enormous task of creating solutions to the 
various problems caused by the AIDS epidemic; therefore be it 

RESOLVED (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
the General Assembly create a Joint Bipartisan Legislative Task 
Force to study the AIDS epidemic in Pennsylvania and its effects 
on the citizens of this Commonwealth; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the membership of the Joint Bipartisan 
Legislative Task Force be comprised of: 

(1) the Majority and Minority Chairmen of the Senate 
Public Health and Welfare Committee and the House Health 
and Welfare Committee, or their designees; 

(2) the Majority and Minority Chairmen of the Senate 
and House Education Committees, or their designees; and 

(3) the Majority and Minority Chairmen of the Senate 
and House Insurance Committees, or their designees; 

and be it further 
RESOLVED, That the Legislative Task Force may hold public 

hearings to seek input from interest groups most affected by 
AIDS, such as: 

(1) persons suffering from AIDS; 
(2) family members of AIDS patients; 
(3) AIDS support groups; 
(4) organized groups representing the high-risk popula-

tions; 
(S) the health-care community; 
(6) social services providers; 
(7) local health departments; and 
(8) Blue Cross and Blue Shield and other health insurers; 

and be it further 
RESOLVED, That the Legislative Task Force review current 

State policies relating to: 
(1) AIDS education needs in schools, prisons and State 

facilities, private health-care facilities and private industry; 
(2) the availability of, and financing for, health-care in

home services and other social services; 
(3) confidentiality of medical records, and the drawbacks 

and benefits of contact tracing; 
(4) the impact on life and health insurers, and the insur

ance needs of AIDS victims; 
(S) educational programs aimed at high-risk groups, 

minorities, non-English-speaking individuals and children, 
and the effect of those programs on the spread of the disease; 

(6) laws and policies of other states; 
(7) availability of accurate diagnostic tests and follow-up 

counseling when test results are positive; 
(8) availability and financing of medical treatments for 

AIDS; 
(9) protection of rights of AIDS victims and their families 

in employment, adequate medical care, housing and educa
tion; and 

(10) the results of the AIDS stigma on its victims' ability 
to maintain a normal life; 

and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Legislative Task Force work in con
junction with the Secretary of Health, the Secretary of Public 
Welfare, the Secretary of Education, the Secretary of Insurance 
and the Secretary of Labor and Industry, share data and informa
tion, and consult with each department on technical and social 
issues; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Legislative Task Force report its find
ings and recommendations for a Statewide policy, needed laws 
and regulations to the General Assembly by December 30, 1989. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
legislative leaves for Senator Belan, Senator Bodack and 
Senator Regoli, who are on their way to Harrisburg after 
having attended to legislative business back in their districts. 

.# 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Mellow has 
requested temporary legislative leaves for Senator Belan, 
Senator Bodack and Senator Regoli. The Chair hears no 
objection. Those leaves will be granted. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

WEEKLY ADJOURNMENT 

Senator LOEPER offered the following resolution, which 
was read as follows: 

In the Senate, January 30, 1989. 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, 
February 6, 1989, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives 
adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, February 6, 1989, 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives. 

Senator LOEPER asked and obtained unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of this resolution. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
do adopt this resolution. 

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

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

YEAS-SO 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Helfrick Musto Scanlon 
Baker Hess O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Holl Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Hopper Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jones Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Jubelirer Punt Stout 
Corman Lemmond Rego Ii Tilghman 
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Dawida 
Fattah 
Fisher 
Furno 

Lewis 
Lincoln 
Loeper 
Lynch 

Reibman 
Rhoades 
Rocks 

NAYS-0 

Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

GUESTS OF SENATOR RICHARD A. 
TILGHMAN PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, if my memory serves 
me correctly, I think that we are all treated to a first today in 
the Senate. We have had the championship football team 
from Penn State with us. We have had the national champion
ship basketball team from Villanova. We have had various 
state champions with us from the high schools in Pennsyl
vania in some of the different sports, but the students and 
their teachers you are looking at today over on this side of the 
room are from Haverford High School. They are the national 
champions of the United States in the academic field of 
science, and I do not believe since I have been here that we 
have ever had students from an academic institution who have 
won a national championship. 

In 1988, the Science Olympiad was held in the United 
States. Thirty states entered schools in this Olympiad and the 
various students studied and wrote papers on various subjects 
in the field of science, and Haverford High School won that 
national championship. And if I am wrong in citing that this 
is the first academic national championship group that has 
been to the Senate, I will stand corrected. I do not think I am 
incorrect. 

I would like, if I can, to introduce Alicia Peterson-if she 
would stand up-who was one of the coaches of this scientific 
group, and Roger Demos-if he would stand up-who will 
talk to you later. At this particular time I would like to intro
duce to you the Dean of Science of Haverford High School, 
Mel Cook, who really put this group together. I want to point 
out to you that the students you see are seniors this year. They 
were juniors last year in this championship last spring when 
they won. The seniors in Haverford High School are dispersed 
in various colleges throughout the United States. Dean Cook, 
if you would say a few words to us and introduce Roger, I 
would appreciate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is pleased to 
welcome, to make a few remarks, Dean Cook, and recognize 
this outstanding achievement by Haverford High School. 

Dean COOK. Thank you very much. Honorable Senators, 
on behalf of the Haverford Township School community, I 
would like to thank Senator Tilghman for inviting us here to 
be recognized for our Science Olympiad successes. It was a 
great pleasure to represent the State of Pennsylvania in the 
national competition for the second year. We hope to repeat 

again this year and represent the State of Pennsylvania in 
Boulder, Colorado. 

Last year was only our third year in competition and our 
second year that we represented Pennsylvania in the national 
championships. The first year we finished seventh and, of 
course, last year we were the national champions. This success 
was due to many factors including outstanding students, some 
of whom are here, some of whom are in colleges and universi
ties across the country. 

We also have an outstanding faculty, two of whom you 
have already met, seven others who helped us train the stu
dents for the competition and one professor from Bryn Mawr 
College. We could not have done it without them. Besides 
these folks, there were many others in the community, includ
ing administrators, who supported us all the way psychologi
cally, philosophically and also financially. 

I would like to turn the microphone over to Roger Demos, 
who is our coach and the glue of the team, the motivator, and 
everything else that is responsible for having a championship 
team. Thank you again. 

Mr. DEMOS. Honorable Senators, I have been asked many 
times what our project was to win this. Science Olympiad is 
not just one project. Science Olympiad is a competition that 
involves up to fifteen students per school, competing in 
twenty-three different events, covering all aspects of science. 
It involves physics in analyzing and wiring circuits or directing 
the path of a laser beam with different shaped prisms. It 
involves chemistry in performing different tests in the chemis
try lab or identifying different solutions by their interaction in 
qualitative_ analysis. It involves biology in identifying trees 
indigenous to this area and across the country by their 
common or scientific names. It involves predicting offsprings 
in genetic problems. It involves earth and space science in 
identifying rocks and fossils and also in map reading. It 
involves aspects of technology in computer programming and 
bridge building. It involves all these together in the Science 
Bowl competition which is much like the College Bowl. It 
involves knowledge and recall as in the periodic table contest. 
It involves building and bringing a structure like one to 
capture an egg that has been dropped one or two stories and 
safely delivered. By the way, our structure was about that 
high, . 7 centimeters. It involves solving problems on site, as in 
the balloon race, where we have to weight down a helium
filled balloon so that it reaches the ceiling the last, but still 
gets there. It is easy to do the first. It involves knowledge as 
well as processes. It is much like a track meet where many 
activities are going on simultaneously. You try to put the best 
person in each event. Most events have two people working 
together, so it requires getting a good combination. 

Over
0

here to my left are seven of the eight juniors who were 
on our team last year. Now they are seniors and I would like 
to introduce them to you and tell you a little bit about their 
accomplishments. If they will stand as I call their names: 
Anthony Doe, Andrew Kresch, Mitchell Ross, Nhat Tran, 
Erica White, Jessica Wolf and Papatya Bucak. 
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• We entered three different competitions. First was the 
Pennsylvania Eastern Regionals at Moravian College where 
they weeded out the weaker teams and selected the stronger 
teams to go to the state championships. In April we went to 
the state championships in Harrisburg, and from there the top 
two teams went to the national championships. At the state 
championships we accumulated seven gold medals, one silver 
medal and one bronze medal. A junior was involved in each 
of these gold medals. They were: A is for Anatomy, Eric 
Rescorla; Bridge Building, Nhat Tran; Chemistry Lab, Andy 
Kresch and Erica White; Circuits Lab, Andy Kresch; Designer 
Genes, Eric Rescorla; Rocks and Fossils, Anthony Doe; 
Science Bowl, Erica White and another junior, Eric Rescorla, 
and two seniors. 

At the national championships in Dover, Delaware, we only 
won and accumulated three silver medals, which makes this 
an especially great victory in my eyes. Five of the six medal 
winners were juniors and are sitting over there. We did accu
mulate enough points to win the national championship, and 
this is what I think is neat. We placed in the top ten in sixteen 
of the twenty-three events, which means we had depth, and all 
those people over there contributed. It was truly a team 
victory. In fact, thirteen of the fifteen people we took to 
Dover, Delaware, placed in the top ten in at least one event. 
So the silver medals that we won at nationals were: A is for 
Anatomy-and Eric Rescorla could not be here-Balloon 
Race, Mitch Ross and Nhat Tran; Chemistry Lab, Andy 
Kresch and Erica White. 

I would like to thank you for this opportunity to present 
these students to you. They are a great group and really 
served, I think, our state very well. Thank you very much. 

(Applause.) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thanks this out

standing Haverford High School national championship 
team. You have not only honored your parents and your 
school, but you honor all of Pennsylvania and this nation by 
showing us and the people of this state and this country what 
outstanding students can do if they put their minds to it. So 
we, in the Senate of Pennsylvania, congratulate all of you and 
your teachers who worked so hard with you on such a remark
able achievement. 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I would like to make a few 
comments. I want to extend my congratulations to the science 
students from Haverford for this great achievement. Keep up 
the good work. And I would like to remind, with the permis
sion of the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Tilghman, 
that Dean Cook is a product of Beaver County, the Beaver 
County schools and Geneva College undergraduate system. I 
would like to personally, knowing his family over the years, 
welcome him and his group here and wish them good luck in 
the future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gen
tleman for his remarks. I have a feeling we are all going to try 
and claim a little piece of all of you because we are so proud 
of you. 

RECESS 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, at this time I would ask 
for a recess of the Senate for the purpose of a Republican 
caucus to begin immediately in the Majority caucus room on 
the first floor, with the expectation of returning to the floor at 
approximately 3:15 p.m. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I do not believe at this 
time there is any reason for a Democratic caucus, so we just 
will look to return at 3: 15 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the purpose of a 
Republican caucus to begin immediately in the first floor 
caucus room, the Senate will stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
presence on the floor of Senator Belan and his temporary leg
islative leave will be cancelled. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would like to ask for 
temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Scanlon, Senator 
Lincoln, Senator Stout and Senator O'Pake who have been 
called from the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Mellow has 
requested temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Scanlon, 
Senator O'Pake, Senator Stout and Senator Lincoln. The 
Chair hears no objection. Those leaves will be granted. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair notes the pres
ence on the floor of Senator O'Pake. His temporary Capitol 
leave is cancelled. 

CALENDAR 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 13 (Pr. No. 13) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu
tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for differ
entials in local real estate tax rates. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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Senator PECORA. Mr. President, I have a few comments I 
would like to make on the resolution proposing an amend
ment to the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl
vania providing for differentials in local tax reform. I want 
the Body to know the reason for this legislation is so we can 
have nonuniform assessments and the difference between resi
dential property, commercial and industrial property, which, 
of course, would be to provide for a reduction in property tax 
as estimated that some municipalities or cities may do. But we 
must also let everyone know that by doing this we are putting 
a Catch-22 into effect because tax reform is not a voluntary 
procedure. Once you abolish Act 511 taxes to the extent that 
we are doing and change the uniformity clause, then we are 
forcing every municipality in this Commonwealth to raise 
their taxes into a personal income tax. Some will be able to 
lower the millage and some may not on the property residen
tial taxes. Property owners, then, who own rental units have 
the discretion of whether to lower that property tax or to 
increase it, but it is their discretion which must be contested 
through the courts by a property renter who is paying rent on 
that property. So these are the reasons that we need this. I 
opposed the tax reform legislatiQn, because that is a tremen
dous tax increase on 90 percent or more of Pennsylvanians, 
and I would oppose this also. So I would ask my fellow 
Senators to take into deep consideration what they are doing 
to their constituents in Pennsylvania, because the business 
taxes that would continue to stay high would be a back-door 
tax on all our constituents by the increase of costs of goods 
and other services provided through the commercial and 
industrial businesses of our Commonwealth. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I voted against the tax when 
it was on the floor at 11 :30 p.m., on November 30th. I did not 
understand it then and I do not understand it now. I read it, I 
reread it. I did a lot of research on it and I still do not know 
what is in it. I do know that about 4:00 o'clock on November 
30th it was seventy-five pages long and at 11 :30 that night it 
was 125 pages. I hope everybody other than myself knows 
what those pages contain. I am not going to take a position 
for or against the amendment. I am going to vote to let the 
people take a position. The reason I will not take a position is 
that I think there are people who are going to be hurt and I 
think there are people who are going to be helped, and I repre
sent both groups and I am not going to be in the middle. But I 
am going to say this to those who strongly support this 
amendment: I hope they know what they are supporting. I 
talked at a Rotary Club meeting just a week or so ago and said 
this, and I also said that once a bill passes the Legislature and 
becomes an act of assembly, do not come to the Senator and 
say, what does it mean? Go to your lawyer because even they 
do not know what this one means. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Dawida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Mellow requests 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Dawida. The Chair hears 
no objection. That leave will be granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I rise today to 
sound a warning to those Pennsylvanians who may believe 
that a vote in favor of this constitutional amendment is a vote 
in favor of tax reform and the promise of lower taxes. For 
that is not the case. I am taking this opportunity to speak out 
in the hope that my message will be carried to the people of 
Pennsylvania. They should know that if a majority of Penn
sylvanians vote "yes" on the constitutional amendment 
authorized under Senate Bill No. 13, a new local tax program 
will automatically take effect in every county, every munici
pality and every school district in Pennsylvania, a local tax 
program promoted by Governor Casey that will change our 
system of local taxation. While the proponents of Governor 
Casey's tax plan insisted it will be reform, an increasing 
number of others disagree, including an overwhelming major
ity of the Members of this caucus, I believe. Governor Casey's 
tax plan is a complex, confusing and controversial piece of 
legislation that passed this Chamber in the final seven minutes 
of last Session by the narrowest of margins. It is a measure in 
which we can readily find tax shifting. We can ferret out 
where the tax increases may occur, but we have real problems 
in finding the tax reform. Our view of the plan being pro
moted by Governor Casey, and in the view of an increasing 
number of others, differs from the view that many Pennsyl
vanians are getting from the Casey Administration. We used 
the words "local tax reform" to describe property tax reduc
tions-and I mean real property tax reductions-accompa
nied by restraints in government spending, but that is not 
what is embodied in the Governor's proposal. His plan 
focuses on granting local taxing jurisdictions another taxing 
power, additional powers with only temporary restrictions on 
the amount of additional tax revenue they can collect. That, 
Mr. President, is not tax reform. That is tax restructuring, 
and that is why the majority of the Members of this caucus 
tried to prevent the Casey tax plan from being adopted until 
they could include some measures to protect the public from 
being overtaxed. 

While we were not successful, the real test is still ahead. If 
the Senate bill before us is approved, state voters will have an 
opportunity to judge the tax plan for themselves and cast their 
ballot on the constitutional amendment that would permit or 
deny implementation. The voters should take a good hard 
look because, as the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Bell, 
just noted, there will be winners and there will be losers. There 
is no question that local taxing jurisdictions will benefit 
greatly from more tax revenue if this plan is approved, partic
ularly over the longer term, but every Pennsylvania voter 
needs to ask himself if his family will be better off under this 
proposal, not just in the immediate future, but in the years 
ahead. If the voters believe that local governments need to 
raise more money to provide services and they are willing to 
provide that money through expected tax increases, then this 
is a proposal they should support. On the other hand, if they 
believe the Casey tax plan is a local government cash bonanza, 
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a cash cow, if you will, if they believe it will lead to 
unrestrained government spending and even more taxation, 
then they should start asking the hard questions and the tough 
questions and consider a "no" vote. 

Mr. President, one of the purported beneficiaries of this 
plan is the alleged tax reductions for senior citizens. My sug
gestion, Mr. President, is that of the estimated 2.8 million 
Pennsylvanians aged fifty-five or over, 77 percent reside in 
owner-occupied households. When the approximately 
399,000 residents of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh aged fifty
five and older, who live in their own homes, are subtracted 
from this pool, because Philadelphia and Pittsburgh are not 
required to reduce property taxes under the Casey tax plan, an 
estimated 37 percent of all Pennsylvanians aged fifty-five and 
over, more than a third of all senior citizens in Pennsylvania, 
have virtually no chance of receiving property tax reductions 
under the Casey tax plan. Then factor into this equation the 
estimated 360,000 senior citizens who live in owner-occupied 
housing and other home rule communities throughout Penn
sylvania and they are not required to make tax reductions 
under the Casey tax plan. The percentage of seniors fifty-five 
and over who could see little benefit or no benefit from prop
erty tax reduction in the Casey tax plan expands to nearly SO 
percent. 

Mr. President, I have done some looking at this tax plan 
from the point of view of some taxpayers. One taxpayer I 
know is a lady named Carrie. Carrie is in her low 80s, perhaps 
high 70s. She presently pays school taxes because she lives in 
her own home. She collects Social Security and she collects a 
pension as a teacher. Her savings would be $144 a year. I do 
not know what Carrie earns from interest and dividends, but 
the truth is $144 a year will be eaten up if her interest and divi
dend income exceeds $10,000 a year. It may not, and Carrie 
may find herself as a beneficiacy. However, another senior 
citizen whose name is Gladys still works. She is 60 years old 
and she is working. She lives in her own home, a row house, 
and she supports herself. She has five years until retirement. 
She has no pension program. Her only retirement is Social 
Security. Her savings will be $76 a year. How much more 
taxes will this lady pay? She will pay approximately $300 to 
$350 more in income taxes, so that while we are giving this 60 
year-old lady a $76 savings in her real estate taxes, we are 
seeing her income taxes go up about $300 because she earns 
approximately $25,000 a year. And so it goes, Mr. President. 

I have another set of friends. He is a mailman and she 
works as a secretacy. Their tax savings, under this plan for 
school taxes, would be $39 a year. They have a joint income 
of about $35,000 or $40,000, so they are going to pay S350to 
$400 more a year. These are people in their 40s. These are 
people with children to educate, these are people who do not 
get discounts and these are the people who are paying their 
way. Frankly, these are the folks who are going to see the tax 
shift and who are going to feel the tax shift more dramatically 
than any others. 

Mr. President, I would expect that this bill is going to pass 
overwhelmingly. The one thing I have learned in talking to 

people about this bill is the fact that it has many sponsors and 
a lot of people voting for it, a lot of people out there in the 
public think that because we are doing it, it is right for them. 
Well, the truth is, we are doing it because it is politically right 
for the people who are voting for it because we are being beat 
up and have been beat up for tax reform over as many years as 
we have been here. There are winners out there and there are 
losers out there, and I would certainly hope that those folks 
who are going to be voting on this take a very hard look, 
because I would believe and I submit that the losers far out
weigh the winners. 

There is another aspect, Mr. President, that I want to talk 
about and I have to use numbers.,Jt is very hard to talk about 
tax reform without talking about numbers. I want to go to my 
home county of Lebanon. In the last five years, the wages 
paid which were subject to wage tax have gone from $70 
million to $100 million. Therefore, the one percent Pennsyl
vania wage tax which is imposed by our municipalities and 
school districts has created revenues which have gone from $7 
million to $10 million. Five years ago, had we enacted this tax 
reform package, we would have seen the revenues from the 
personal income tax not increase by $3 million, but increase 
by approximately $5 million. Now, does that mean the gov
ernment, that the school districts, that the municipalities 
would have cut the personal income tax over that five-year 
period, because, obviously, they have all had balanced 
budgets? No. What that means is that they would have spent 
that $5 million, and what that means is that $2 million more 
of taxpayers' money would have been spent in the past five 
years in my home County of Lebanon if this program had 
been enacted five years before. It is a lot of money, Mr. Presi
dent, and I am suggesting what we are doing is we are creating 
a cash cow for the school districts, we are creating a cash cow 
for the municipalities, and what we are doing-

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, will state it. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I believe the topic we 
are dealing with here is a bill that we would like to consider 
for a referendum to appear on the ballot in the Primacy Elec
tion. I think the gentleman has gone far afield, Mr. President, 
in exactly what we have been discussing, and he is discussing 
the merits of a proposal that passed in November of 1988. I 
would only ask the Chair if you would caution the gentleman 
so that his remarks more appropriately reflect the bill that we 
are actually dealing with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Brightbill, I think 
Senator Mellow is approaching a pretty valid point anc;J would 
ask that you confine and narrow your debate to the issue 
before us, which is Senate Bill No. 13, which is the Joint Reso
lution on changing the Constitution. I think we can be some
what broad, but I would suggest that maybe you might be 
getting a little afield. 
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Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, do I not get to set 
forth my position on the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not really. You really 
would have to appeal the ruling of the Chair. The Chair has 
not ruled. The Chair is suggesting, as is Senator Mellow sug
gesting, that you are getting a bit far afield. We are asking you 
to come back in. , 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, what we have here 
is a trigger, and an "aye" vote on this constitutional amend
ment will trigger the Casey tax plan that I am referring to. Mr. 
President, what the gentleman is doing, he is, attempting to 
describe this issue as a narrow issue. In fact, it is a broad issue 
and it is an issue that is going to go deep into the pockets of 
the taxpayers whom he represents, and I ask for a negative 
vote. 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, on November 30, 
1988, this Chamber passed this legislation without debate. I 
was denied at that time, as were many others, the opportunity 
to express our concerns or reservations or make our recom
mendations regarding tax reform. Today I do not have that 
opportunity to discuss it, I think, as it was just arrived at as a 
point of order. But I think I do have this to say: I will not 
deny the taxpayers of this Commonwealth the opportunity to 
review this legislation and vote on it. I will support it based on 
that principle, but I would caution that they should take a 
good look at that legislation because, in essence, what we pass 
today is what we did on the 30th of November. Take a look at 
that, not only as it sits now, but as it is projected, not for the 
next four years but for five years and ten years down the road. 
If it is going to cost the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania $640 
million to implement over the next four years and roughly 
$1.5.5 million to $170 million per year, my question is, what is 
it going to cost each individual municipality? It will only make 
the pot bigger and deeper, and someone has to pay for it. The 
question is, who? 

Senator LEMMOND. Mr. President, I rise to state that I 
intend to again vote for this amendment, and the reason is to 
give all of our citizens throughout the state, certainly through
out my Senatorial district, the opportunity to have a voice in 
judging the merits, in judging the value of the bill which we 
here did not have the opportunity to fully analyze, nor did we 
have the opportunity to fully debate on November 30th. I 
agree with the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill, 
that from its inception this amendment has been seen by prob
ably all of us as a trigger to the bill that did pass on November 
30th. What I trust that our vote today would be, what these 
actions would do, would be to trigger a good look by all of the 
electorate in the Primary Election and General Election, 
whenever it comes up, and a good debate. I hope that good 
look and that good debate comes in every municipality and 
every school district throughout the Commonwealth, and I 
see our vote today as giving them a chance to do what we did 
not have the opportunity to do at the end of last year. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, it was refreshing to hear 
the comments of the last speaker because I would hope that all 
of us, as we approach this extremely important question of 

the future of our system of municipal and school district taxa
tion in Pennsylvania, will find ourselves driven to examine the 
facts rather than lower ourselves to descriptions of emotional
ism that are intended to evoke the worst possible conclusions 
from the part of the listeners. I have to say it was with particu
lar sadness that I listened to the comments of the gentleman 
from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill, because it seemed to me 
that was the only objective that one could conclude was the 
point of the comments. In fact, it appeared to me that the 
comments were so cynical and so irresponsible that, as I sat 
here, I thought if he could listen to them rather than Say them, 
he would have to be ashamed of what it was that was being 
presented. 

Mr. President, the question of local tax reform is one that 
first needs to be viewed in its broadest perspectives. As I lis
tened to some of the previous speakers, I have noted with 
interest that each has chosen to pick and choose the various 
provisions of the act which will prove the conclusion that the 
speaker wants to achieve. In all instances, those conclusions 
are woefully lacking in actual substantiation from the lan
guage of the bill itself. 

Let us begin with the fundamental proposition that the pro
posals that are before us, in the main, are voluntary and can 
be implemented at the discretion and in the proper purview of 
the local taxing authorities. For those who choose to suggest 
that the fundamental principle of local tax reform is runaway 
spending, is to create a cash cow, as I have heard mentioned 
on this floor this evening, begins with the cynical presumption 
that there is no responsibility to be exercised on the part of 
locally _elected officials, and I think that is a tragic and unfor
tunate conclusion for anyone to suggest with regard to our 
local governments and our officials in Pennsylvania. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman from 

Delaware, Senator Loeper, will state it. 
Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I believe the content of 

the bill that is before us is simply dealing with a constitutional 
question, and we are not dealing with a substantive legislative 
matter that has already been determined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair ruled in the 
previous instance, the Chair would suggest that the debate be 
kept to the issue at hand. The Chair is more than willing to 
give some leeway, recognizing that Senate Bill No. 13 is tied 
into another piece of legislation, but the Chair would ask that 
we not get too far afield and, if we can, keep it to the issue at 
hand. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, since it has been noted that 
the passage of this will present the opportunity for a constitu
tional amendment and the local tax reform is triggered into 
the passage or the defeat of that constitutional amendment, I 
would hope the Chair will understand that in the comments I 
am making it is done with that thought in mind and, more 
specifically, Mr. President, in direct response to comments 
made earlier on this floor by Members of the other side of the 
aisle. It was not my intention to debate this issue, but some of 
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the things which have been said here and which have been put 
on the record are so absolutely erroneous, that to allow them 
to stand unchallenged is just not something that I am able to 
sit by and allow to happen. I believe that in the triggering 
mechanism, in addition to the importance of the voluntary 
nature of the provisions that are made available, it is also 
important to note, as we try to review the impact upon indi
viduals and other specific circumstances, some of the real 
facts that are contained within the bill. 

I listened to the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Bright
bill, try to talk about the generalities of what would happen 
with property tax reductions, and the best that I can deter
mine from listening is that he was willing to try to calculate 
the 25 percent reduction in property taxes in some instances, 
but then suggesting that the income taxes that are permitted to 
be levied would be done so at 100 percent of the rate. There is 
just no other way that I could even begin to follow what he 
was saying in those comments, but, of course, even to suggest 
that kind of a scenario is absolutely off base with the actual 
provisions of the bill, because it ignores, in the first instance, 
the fact that aside from the mandatory property tax reduc
tions there are dollar for dollar anti-windfall provisions 
within the triggered mechanism that will absolutely protect 
the people of Pennsylvania from any runaway spending pro
grams that might be attempted by the few and far between 
members of local governments or school boards who might 
not be exercising their responsibilities in a prudent way. I was 
particularly distressed to hear the attempt at examples of the 
consequences from the three or four named individuals, 
because the effort that had to go into coming up with those 
numbers has to be so strained as to defy any reasonable or 
logical conclusions from the implementation of this triggered 
mechanism. 

Mr. President, the disservice that is being done to the 
people of Pennsylvania by suggesting that the consequences 
of an affirmative vote today will result in those kinds of con
clusions is absolutely enormous. I believe that if anybody dis
agrees with local tax reform as it is presented-and I can fully 
appreciate that reasonable people can have differences of 
opinion-then we owe it to ourselves and to the constituencies 
we represent to be straightforward with the numbers, with the 
concerns and with the conclusions. I would invite the oppor
tunity for any Member on the other side of the aisle or on this 
side of the aisle who disagrees with this proposal to engage in 
that type of a discussion, because I am perfectly willing to 
allow the chips to fall where they may as long as we are all pre
pared to be candid and straightforward with the people of 
Pennsylvania. 

You know, I also listened with some interest to the com
ments made about how the people of the City of Philadelphia 
and the people of Pittsburgh were not going to achieve any 
benefits from this proposal, and shuddered with the glaring 
omission of the clear language of the bill which begins by 
eliminating personal property taxes for the residents in both 
of those counties, which reduces the wage tax for the people 
who live in the City of Philadelphia and eliminates other per-

sonal nuisance taxes in addition to providing a property tax 
reduction opportunity for the residents of Allegheny County 
who, in some instances, also happen to be the residents of the 
City of Pittsburgh. 

These are the kinds of things which I think are so funda
mentally unfair, Mr. President. The issue of local tax reform 
is now before the people of Pennsylvania. This is an 
unprecedented opportunity. Never before have we presented a 
referendum on such a substantial and significant matter to the 
people of Pennsylvania, and it may well be that one of the 
reasons people have been fearful of the referendum process is 
because they are afraid some will choose to distort it and not 
provide adequate and complete information so the people 
can, in fact, make up their minds. I hope that is not going to 
be the case with this issue. It is complicated enough. We are 
talking about the future of a tax system that affects all twelve 
million people of this Commonwealth, a system which will 
provide the revenue generating mechanisms for 2, 700 units of 
local government and 500 school districts. Yes, it is a restruc
turing, Mr. President. I believe it is a long overdue restructur
ing which, because of its inherent fairness and fundamental 
improvement, deserves the title "reform." I also believe when 
most Pennsylvanians look at this they will also arrive at the 
unquestioned conclusion, if they have the proper information 
in front of them, that they will be better off, both today and 
in the future, because the current taxing structure which we 
have is antiquated, it is out of touch with economic reality and 
it has little relationship to a person's ability to pay, and those 
are the things that each one of us in this room has heard so 
many constituents complain about so often. The hallmark of 
the tax reform package as supported by Governor Casey and 
by many of us on this side of the aisle is to provide fairness for 
the people of this Commonwealth, predictability, fundamen
tal information and an understanding about the relationship 
of their taxing structures to their own economic circum
stances. 

Passing this legislation will provide this unprecedented ref
erendum opportunity, and I encourage my colleagues tp cast 
an affirmative vote and then to be about the job around this 
Commonwealth of providing fair and accurate information 
for the people. 

Senator ROCKS. Mr. President, I rise to oppose Senate Bill 
No. 13, and I oppose it with emphasis. In listening to my col
league and friend from Bucks County, who I respect as 
strongly advocating local tax reform, I thought a couple of 
responses were, at least, necessary. I guess there should be at 
least fifty different opinions in this Senate Chamber on the 
question of local tax reform as it goes by way of referendum 
in the bill in front of us to the people we represent, because 
they will, at least, be impacted in fifty different ways by virtue 
of what we have seen as the first legislation to pass here. I 
would say in listening to my colleague from Bucks, or at least 
ask, oh, but if this were all so ideal. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I rise to raise another 
point of order. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, will state it. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, a few moments ago I 
had asked about a point of order on the nature of the debate 
when the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill, 
spoke, and you allowed Senator Brightbill the latitude to con
tinue, which I thought was quite accurate and important. You 
allowed the same thing for the gentleman from Bucks, 
Senator Lewis, when the gentleman from Delaware, Senator 
Loeper, also made the same request on a point of order. Now 
we are into the third round, Mr. President, of the debate on 
an issue that is not before us. The issue that is being debated is 
the bill that passed November 30th of 1988, and that was the 
appropriate time for the debate. Right now we are talking 
about a referendum and if, in fact, it should appear on the 
ballot. As a point of order, Mr. President, I once again would 
like to ask the Chair if you would caution the speakers if they 
would keep their discussion to the issue that is at hand, please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As in the previous matter, 
the Chair will note that the issue before us is Senate Bill No. 
13 and would ask that the speakers try to confine their 
remarks to that. The Chair is willing to give some latitude, as 
it has to the previous two speakers, and will do the same with 
Senator Rocks. I just want to remind all Members of the 
Senate that this is Senate Bill No. 13 and not the actual legisla
tion that was passed in the last Session, recognizing it is diffi
cult to debate one without referring to the other, but let us try 
and keep it as narrow as possible. 

Senator ROCKS. I thank the Minority Leader and I under
stand the admonishment. I believe that I have been very much 
within the parameters of Senate Bill No. 13 and will be as 
exacting as I can on the rules of our own debate and what this 
issue deals with, and that is the referendum that goes forward 
with the passage of this bill. 

In direct response to the gentleman from Bucks County, 
Senator Lewis, who begged for, in the context of Senate Bill 
No. 13 passing, an examination of facts, I think each of us 
ought to be fully aware that we come to this point of facing 
Senate Bill No. 13 as the rather well-paid representatives of 
the people of this Commonwealth and today still do not have 
the complete examination of the facts of local tax reform as it 
is to go forward now onto the ballot to be considered by those 
people that .we represent, and that, I think, if you seriously 
give it any thought, should make any of us just a touch 
nervous. We also heard the admonishment from Senator 
Lewis that it is easy to pick or choose the portions of a local 
tax reform proposal that we may want to go out of here, after 
the passage of Senate Bill No. 13, and discuss. Mr. President, 
nobody has been in the business of picking and choosing on 
this issue more than the chief executive of this Common
wealth. I stand here as a Philadelphian who, albeit the people 
I represent, receiving an infinitesimal reduction in their wage 
tax, get no property tax reduction, I am expected to take on, 
along with my people in my district, the power of the PR 
machine of a gubernatorial office that will continually depict 
this referendum as a reduction in property taxes when there is 

none in the City of Philadelphia. There are decidedly 
increases in taxes that have received-and this is why I speak 
today-very little discussion or attention. It is not sexy 
enough for the media when you get the major newspaper of 
the Commonwealth which has already decided on an editorial 
position in support of local tax reform. What fighting chance 
do the people in my district in Philadelphia have to under
stand a new 4.5 percent increase in unearned income taxes? I 
understand now that I get dangerously close to violating the 
reminder from the Chair. It is almost impossible in this to sep
arate these two issues. But, saving him or any other leader the 
action of calling me back into line, I assure you that as a Phil
adelphian, I know exactly why I adamantly oppose the 
passage of Senate Bill No. 13. And I know, having faced every 
part of this issue to date, that the people I represent have no 
fighting chance at all to understand, as taxpayers, what this 
proposal does to themselves, as they are then asked on an elec
tion day, with maybe some other number of political races on 
their mind, to make a choice on an issue that we have yet to 
fully understand. Worse than that, when it comes to the 
people of the City of Philadelphia, they may never understand 
until they feel the pain of what this referendum ultimately 
passed, and we all know the referendum process in this Com
monwealth and it will be portrayed from today, henceforth, 
by the Governor-

POINT OF ORDER 

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, will state it. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, we were very, very tol
erant with the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill, 
and allowed him, because of his position in leadership, to 
make his point. I have now gotten up for the second time on a 
point of order and ask once again if there is not some way you 
might, at least, address the issue and suggest, perhaps, that we 
stay within the guidelines. This is the third time we are doing 
it, Mr. President. We are now hitting the critical point where 
we must invoke a Rule of the Senate that does deal with the 
fact, Mr. President, that we have to talk about the issue that is 
before us and not something that has already passed or some
thing that we will be dealing with in the future. I would, once 
again, ask you, Mr. President, if you would suggest to th.:: 
Members of the Senate to stay within the framework of the 
Calendar and that is referendum of Senate Bill No. 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
emotions of the issue, but I do believe, particularly in the last 
few minutes, Senator Rocks has debated only the referendum 
regarding what his constituents should do in the City of Phila
delphia, and why there should not be a referendum. I believe, 
if anything, right now Senator Rocks is clearly in order. 
Perhaps he went astray a few minutes before that when he 
called himself on it. But for the moment, I think Senator 
Rocks' debate is in order and he may continue along this line. 
Again, I just caution all speakers, if they will, to please refer 
to the referendum and Senate Bill No. 13. We are going to try 
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and keep this as reasonably narrow as possible, recognizing, 
again, the seriousness of the issue and the ramifications of the 
vote in the last Session. But I believe the actual debate from 
which you raised a point of order, actually, Senator Rocks 
would be in order. 

Senator ROCKS. Mr. President, quite possibly the gentle
man from Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, has given me my 
only fitting conclusion to this debate. If we are so concerned 
about debating the facts of this issue .on the floor of this 
Senate, should we not be concerned about the process of ref
erendum that will never permit the full examination of the 
detailed, highly technical and, in the instance of the people I 
represent in Philadelphia, rather damaging aspects of this 
proposal as it goes to them? I thank the Chair and I thank the 
Senate. 

Senator FATTAH. Mr. President, if I could, I would like 
to speak in favor of Senate Bill No. 13. As I sift through the 
question before us, it is whether we think the people of this 
state are intelligent enough to decide for themselves whether 
this is tax reform, if they are concerned enough about their 
own method of taxation in their local communities to look at 
the alternatives provided through tax reform and to come to a 
polling place and to pull a lever, "yes" or "no," on whether 
or not we should take this giant step forward or what some of 
us perceive as a step backwards. And the question is whether 
or not we, the representatives of the people of this state, think 
enough of our constituents to give them the opportunity to 
consider this issue, an issue that we have considered and 
debated a number of times, at least for myself in the House 
and I listened to the debate here in this Chamber late last year. 
Now the Governor has affixed his signature. We, the elected 
representatives of this state, have decided in our collective 
judgment that it is, indeed, a good thing. There are some who 
still question that, and that is entirely appropriate. It is a 
complex issue. But, as my good friend, the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Rocks, has indicated, our constituents 
have sifted through other issues before and have elected us as 
their fairly well-paid representatives-I think was the way he 
coined it-and I think we should at least give them the credit 
that they can, indeed, look at complex issues, no matter what 
the most powerful newspaper in the state may have decided as 
their editorial policy, no matter what the Governor and the 
Senate and the Legislature have decided in their collective 
wisdom, and decide for themselves whether or not it is time, 
indeed, and whether or not this is the method of tax reform 
they want. The only way to do that is not for us to continue to 
debate this issue, but for us to allow it to go onto the ballot, 
and the way we can do that is to, in an affirmative way, pass 
Senate Bill No. 13. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair notes the pres
ence on the floor of Senator Scanlon and his Capitol leave will 
be cancelled. 

And the question recurring, 

Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator FISHER. Clearly, Mr. President, the issue that is 
before us here this afternoon is one of the most important that 
we and the people of this Commonwealth will be facing and 
have before them in a number of years. This issue which will 
trigger the scheduling of a vote on a constitutional amend
ment is, in my opinion, the most broad sweeping constitu
tional amendment that has been placed before the voters of 
this Commonwealth since 1968, when, in fact, the Constitu
tion that we are governed by was adopted by the voters. I 
support the passage of Senate Bill No. 13 just as I supported 
the passage of House Bill No. 14 last Session and House Bill 
No. 9 of last Session, but in listeying to the debate today, I 
hope the debate on the constitutional amendment, between 
the time in which it passes this General Assembly the second 
time and the time in which it is placed on the ballot, hopefully 
this Primary Election, will not be restricted to the narrow 
wording and to the narrow language that is contained within 
Senate Bill No. 13. Obviously, this issue is much broader than 
that. It is an issue that is going to trigger virtually total reform 
and change in the way in which local governments raise local 
revenues. As I said when I supported House Bill No. 9 at the 
end of last Session, this was a bill in which I saw perhaps 75 
percent to 80 percent of it was good, maybe the rest of it was 
not, but I would hope the passage of this constitutional 
amendment before us will provoke, perhaps, the most lengthy 
and thorough debate on any subject that has ever before been 
placed before the voters of this Commonwealth. It is my hope 
and belief that the people, when they come out to vote-and I 
hope they will come out in large numbers in this Primary
will reflect a majority view of the people across this Common
wealth on the changes. None of us know with certainty what 
our constituents think about the changes before us. Perhaps 
none of our constituents quite know until it is explained what 
the ramifications of these changes will be, but I think all of us, 
whether we vote "yes" on this bill today or whether we voted 
"yes" on House Bill No. 9 last Session or whether we vote 
"no" today and voted "no" last Session, have an obligation 
as leaders in the Senate, leaders of the Commonwealth, to get 
the points of view across that will help to educate the people. I 
urge an affirmative vote on Senate Bill No. 13, and I urge a 
healthy and broad debate on the whole issue between now 
and, hopefully, this Primary. 

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, I just want to 
correct the record where the Minority Leader and the gentle
man from Philadelphia, Senator Fattah, said that we had an 
opportunity to debate this issue. We did not have an opportu
nity to debate this issue in November. Debate was cut off. I 
want the record to show that we did not have an opportunity 
to debate this issue. Rather than tax reform, what we are 
doing-I am going to use a visual aid-Mr. President, is a 
Band-Aid approach, and that is what I have on my hand, a 
Band-Aid. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I was not going to par
ticipate in the debate until the statements that were just made 
by the gentleman from Philadelphia were made, and I do not 
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think they can go unanswered. He said that the gentleman 
from Philadelphia. Senator Fattah, and I, and I guess also the 
gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis, in his presentation, 
made comments about the fact that the bill was debated in 
November. Well, I would hope that the gentleman can recall 
that November 30th was just a few short months ago, and on 
that particular evening,,Mr. President, it was the gentleman's· 
vote on that side of the aisle that basically prevented the 
debate from taking place because, as he held the Band-Aid up 
today, he more appropriately could have held the clock up 
that evening because they were playing the old clock game 
that night. trying to get to the hour of midnight where, in 
effect, our Session would have died sine die which, in fact, 
would have cut Qff any debate. So if the gentleman from Phil
adelphia, Senator Salvatore, is so upset about what took place 
on November 30th, I should only remind him that he, in fact, 
that particular evening should not have voted the way he did. 
He, in fact, should have voted to allow the proper type of 
debate to have taken place. Having said that, Mr. President, I 
would like to amplify for just a moment the words of the gen
tleman from Allegheny, Senator Fisher, because I think of all 
the discussion and the debate that has been on the floor this 
evening with regard to this particular measure, I think that 
Senator Fisher very appropriately framed the issue properly 
when he talked about the fact that we have to debate the issue 
and we have to debate it in an open forum. We have to debate 
this issue, Mr. President, before the people of Pennsylvania 
have the opportunity and the right to vote for Senate Bill No. 
13 in the form of a referendum, because, as was stated here 
earlier, this is nothing more than a trigger mechanism, and it 
is going to be the trigger mechanism right here that is going to 
give people the opportunity to say for those of us in Pennsyl
vania, yes, we want meaningful tax reform or we, in fact, do 
not want meaningful tax reform, and they will have that 
opportunity, Mr. President, to do that on May 16, 1989. If 
Senator Salvatore is interested in debating the issue, I am sure 
we will have a number of open forums where we can properly 
debate the issue in dealing with the referendum. I think, Mr. 
President, we have talked about it long enough. It is impor
tant now that we get along with the vote. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, since I started the issue, 
maybe I can fmish it. I am a little concerned here because 
statements were made that were difficult for me to under
stand. One statement was made that the referendum is a 
trigger, and so forth, and that it is a previous bill, and so 
forth, so we have the option to speak on it. But then one of 
my fellow Senators stated this was a voluntary procedure. 
How is it voluntary when we eliminate the wage taxes the 
municipalities are collecting presently? The school boards lose 
that revenue. They lose other taxes, so, really, it is all a smoke 
screen. They are forced to go into tax reform. We are not 
voting here to give the options to our municipalities. We are 
here to tell them we are going to let you speak about it. We are 
going to let you make recommendations, but it has no 
meaning because you are mandated because you are going to 
have a shortfall on your other taxes. You cannot pay your 

bills once you eliminate those taxes. So, you must fall into the 
category of your tax reform, as is so stated, for tax increases. 

Then another time a statement was made that Allegheny 
County will reduce their taxes. The county does not reduce 
their taxes under this bill. it only gives them the option to 
implement the one percent sales tax. There is nothing in the 
bill that says they are going to reduce the property tax. Munic
ipalities have a statement that some may reduce property 
taxes. Home rule charter municipalities are exempt from this 
legislation. We told them and we are telling them that with 
this referendum you tax any way you want, it is your option. 
You do not have to reduce property tax. One home rule 
charter municipality is Pittsburgh. I have Monroeville; I have 
Penn Hills. I have many home rule charter municipalities and 
we are telling them, go ahead, you are on your own, do what 
you want, no caps, you do not have to lower property tax, just 
raise taxes. We are not giving them options; we are telling 
them. So do not leave the insinuation here we are giving 
people and their communities the options. The only option we 
are giving them is the option to vote on this referendum, and I 
would say that over 50 percent of this Body does not even 
understand what tax reform bill they passed. Over 50 percent 
do not understand this legislation by the comments made on 
this floor, because they are giving false information to each 
other and to the general public, Mr. President. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, very briefly, I think what 
we have before us is certainly the constitutional question, but, 
more importantly, I think the debate of the evening has 
reflected the issue that we have been struggling with, not only 
for more than a year here in this General Assembly, but I 
guess maybe for the last twenty years, and one thing that we 
have found very difficult to do is achieve any kind of unani
mous consensus on the particular issue. I would indicate, and 
let the record show, that it was the Majority's priority to move 
this process ahead, regardless of the agreement or disagree
ment with the specifics of the issue, but put it out and put it 
forward to the voters of Pennsylvania to make that decision. I 
think each and every one of us understands that it is our 
responsibility to try and portray to each of our own constitu
encies what we believe to be either the pluses or minuses of 
this particular question and what impact it may have upon 
them in our various districts. I would just ask every Member 
to try and take that into consideration as we move this process 
forward. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, it may be even for the next 
three or four months, until this issue appears on the ballot, 
some of us are going to spend a considerable amount of our 
time trying to correct inaccurate statements, and as frustrat
ing as that may be for me and as annoying as it may be for 
others who sit and listen to it, I have, nevertheless, decided 
that it would be a worse situation to allow inaccuracies to go 
unanswered. And so it is with the comments made by the gen
tleman from Allegheny County. I want to correct for the 
record two of them, and I hope he will listen and hope he will 
then refrain from making similar inaccurate statements in the 
future. First of all, as with regard to the opportunity for a 
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property tax reduction in Allegheny County, it is real and it is 
genuine, and I will direct the gentleman's attention to the sec
tions of the bill which deal with the anti-windfall provisions. 
They specifically say in the event that Allegheny County 
chooses to utilize some portion or all of the sales tax opportu
nity made available to it, it must then, on a dollar-for-dollar 
basis, reduce property taxes in Allegheny County after replac
ing the other revenues which have been lost because of the 
abolition of certain nuisance taxes. The language is clear, and 
the fact of the matter is that if the gentleman applies the 
numbers to the formula that is expressly set out, he will see 
that the property tax reduction that will be forthcoming in 
Allegheny County, in the event of a one percent sales tax 
implementation, will be dramatic. 

Secondly, Mr. President, with regard to home rule munici
palities, the gentleman again is inaccurate with the statements 
he made. Home rule municipalities, while they are not bound 
by the limitations on the amounts of tax contained in this bill, 
as they are not now bound by the limitations on the rates of 
taxation in Act 511, are, nevertheless, absolutely restricted to 
the types of taxation. Let us begin, then, with the understand
ing that that means the nuisance taxes which are being abol
ished will be abolished in home rule municipalities as all of the 
other municipalities in the Commonwealth. Secondly, those 
home rule municipalities are absolutely bound by the anti
windfall provisions as I just described them for Allegheny 
County so that there are protections, there are guidelines that 
are established, and to the extent that a home rule municipal
ity or any other one chooses to utilize the expanded revenue 
generating opportunities, they are going to have to live within 
the guidelines. If they choose to exceed the anti-windfall pro
visions on their revenue, they are mandated by this bill to 
reduce property taxes. Those are the simple facts, and I hope 
we will continue to keep them in mind as we discuss the pros 
and the cons of this legislation. 

Senator PECORA. I want to correct the gentleman who 
just spoke, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Pecora, the Chair 
would have to follow the Rules and rule that you have spoken 
twice and you would be out of order to speak a third time 
under the current Rules. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Afflerbach, Senator Fattah, 
Senator Furno and Senator O'Pake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Mellow has 
requested temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Fattah, 
Senator Furno, Senator O'Pake and Senator Afflerbach. The 
Chair hears no objection. Those leaves will be 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-37 

Andrezeski Helfrick Mellow Ross 
Bel an Hess Musto Scanlon 
Bell Hopper O'Pake Shaffer 
Bodack Jones Peterson Shumaker 
Corman Lemmond Porterfield Stapleton 
Dawida Lewis Punt Stewart 
Fattah Lincoln Regoli Stout 
Fisher Lynch Reibman Williams 
Fumo Madigan Rhoades Wilt 
Greenwood 

NAYS-13 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Loeper Salvatore 
Armstrong Holl Pecora Tilghman 
Baker Jubelirer Rocks Wenger 
Brightbill 

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 LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair notes the pres
ence on the floor of Senator Bodack and his Capitol leave will 
be cancelled. 

GUESTS OF SENATOR JAMES J. RHOADES 
PRESENTED TO SENATE 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, we have with us today 
George and Kathleen Hiller with their children, who are cele
brating their birthdays, Anjanette and George II, and I would 
like to extend a warm welcome to them. I think they had an 
opportunity to witness our debate on one of the major issues 
which will come before this General Assembly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Would those guests of 
Senator Rhoades who are in the gallery please rise so we may 
wish you a happy birthday and we welcome you. 

(Applause.) 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 144 and 145 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following resolutions, which were read, considered and 
adopted: 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to William 
Allen High School Junior Varsity Cheerleaders and to the 
William Allen High School Freshman Cheerleaders of 
Allentown by Senator Afflerbach. 
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Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Elias M. Landis and to Mr. and Mrs. Samuel R. Jones 
by Senator Armstrong. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Raymond 
Thomas Birmingham by Senator Belan. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Irma 
Ramsey and to Linda Borror by Senator Bell. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. William Podgorski and to the Etna Volunteer Fire 
Department of Pittsburgh by Senator Bodack. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Lansford 
Knapp and to Gayle Patterson by Senator Fattah. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to 
Christopher N. Hout, Curtis D. Copeland and to BPO Elks, 
Pittsburgh South Hills Lodge No. 2213 by Senator Fisher. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Patricia 
Cristaudo, Sandra Schultz Newman, Julius Newman and to 
Anne Tberwanger by Senator Furno. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. John Bradshaw by Senator Greenleaf. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Gabriel Zsido, Mr. and Mrs. Phineas Winders, Mr. and 
Mrs. Russell Tschopp, Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Marcheskie, Mr. 
and Mrs. Louis Tentromono, Mr. and Mrs. George Mertz, 
Mr. and Mrs. John Oark, Terry A. Miller, II, Brian D. Ditty, 
Jacob Kelchner, Mary Pursel and to the Holy Spirit "A" 
Football Team of Mt. Carmel by Senator Helfrick. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Sandra 
Lawrence by Senator Holl. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Charles Thomas, Sarah Croop, Melva Rolph, Willard 
Oliphant, Hugh Jones IV and to LOOM, Pittston Lodge No. 
1207 by Senator Lemmond. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Robert A. 
Farquhar II by Senator Lincoln. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. George S. Neidig and to Mr. and Mrs. Wilbur L. Folmar 
by Senator Madigan. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the 
Lithuanian Alliance of America, District 7 of Pittston by 
Senators Musto and Lemmond. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Carl H. 
Neri by Senator Rocks. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Michael 
Hajdak, Jr. by Senator Salvatore. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Central 
Catholic High School Football Team of Pittsburgh by 
Senator Scanlon. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Frank E. Campbell, Mr. and Mrs. Howard H. Berry, 
Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Bukovac; Sr., Mr. and Mrs. George 
Wagner, Mr. and Mrs. James E. Reagle, Mr. and Mrs. 
Warren F. Mentch, Sr., Paul Zarnick, Gary Archer, Bob 
Paganelli, Beth Wilkins, Thomas E. Ubrey and to Ken 
Malinak by Senator Shaffer. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Richard L. Jeffries by Senator Shumaker. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Robert M. Neill, Mr. and Mrs. Paul Popovich, Linda S. 
Moore and to Tracis Saunders by Senator Stout. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Bryan R. 
Kline by Senator Wenger. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to David C. 
Weirick by Senators Wenger and Baker. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Blanche 
Nixon by Senator Williams. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Kevin 
Anderson by Senator Wilt. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following resolutions, which were read, considered and 
adopted: 

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of 
the late Kendig C. Bare and to the family of the late Richard 
W. Gieniec by Senator Armstrong. 

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of 
the late Luvenia Smith by Senator Bodack. 

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

Senator REIBMAN. Mr. President, I want to address an 
issue very briefly that has concerned me for the past several 
Sessions, leaking underground petroleum storage tanks and 
their effect on our groundwater resources. An article in this 
past Friday's edition of the Allentown Morning Call reported 
that the Commonwealth lost $1.1 million in federal Environ
mental Protection Agency funds last year because we failed to 
pass legislation to clean up these tanks. Pennsylvania stands 
to lose an additional $800,000 unless we act immediately to 
pass legislation to address the problem. We have had more 
than enough time and opportunity to address the problem of 
these leaking underground storage tanks. Several wells were 
contaminated by leaking underground tanks in Cherryville, 
Northampton County, back in 1981. It was then that my 
understanding of the issue crystalized. I attempted to assist 
my constituents, along with a number of state agencies. I 
quickly learned that Pennsylvania had no laws, regulations or 
policies to address the problem of leaking underground 
storage tanks and the contamination of our drinking water. I 
am sure the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Fisher, and 
my other colleagues in the southwest had a similar experience 
when the Ashland oil tank collapsed back in January 1988. 
Fortunately, after working with the Department of Health, 
the Department of Environmental Resources and the Depart
ment of Community Affairs, I was able to obtain a state grant 
to support the construction of a new water supply for the 
community of Cherryville, but the problem, the existence of 
underground tanks that leak or threaten groundwater with the 
possibility of leaking, has not been addressed, and we are 
losing federal funds to clean up the contamination that has 
occurred. 
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In 1985 I sponsored Senate Bill No. 910 to regulate under
ground storage tanks. In my floor comments at the time I 
introduced the bill, I informed my colleagues that there were 
more than 700,000 private residential wells. This does not 
include the numerous industrial and agricultural wells. In 
September of 1986, at a Senate Committee on Environmental 
Resources and Energy meeting in Bethlehem, chaired by the 
gentleman from Luzerne, Senator Musto, I testified again 
regarding water issues, and I spoke of my experience and con
cerns. 

The 1985-86 Session adjourned, and my bill, Senate Bill 
No. 910, had never been reported from the Committee on 
Environmental Resources and Energy. Then in early 1988 the 
Ashland oil tank collapsed, dumping thousands of gallons of 
gasoline into the Monongahela River, contaminating the 
water supplies of people along that river and the Ohio River. 
The issue of unregulated petroleum storage tanks was on the 
front page. The Ashland tank stood above ground. Other 
petroleum storage tanks are buried. Regardless of where a 
leaking tank is located, the effect is the same, contaminated 
groundwater that threatens the public health. Even if drinking 
water is not affected, contamination of the groundwater can 
be devastating. 

Last year a restaurant operating in my district was forced to 
close because of a leaking underground tank. Groundwater 
seeping into the basement filled the building with a petroleum 
odor that permeated the air and food. Again the Department 
of Health and the Department of Environmental Resources 
were contacted. The leaking tank was identified, but just as in 
the Cherryville case, seven years earlier, the laws, regulations 
and policies to address the problem were lacking. 

The Ashland oil tank incident prompted Senator Fisher to 
introduce Senate Bill No. 1328, and I believe I cosponsored it 
with him. I refrained from reintroducing Senate Bill No. 910 
because of that fact. I had hoped that the Senate, the House 
and the Governor would work together on legislation that 
would address petroleum storage tanks, whether they were 
above ground or below ground, but Senate Bill No. 1328 did 
not pass. 

Mr. President, the time to address the issue is now. We have 
already lost over SI million to clean up contaminated areas 
and may lose nearly another million dollars very soon. There 
are an estimated 140,000 tanks out there and 30,000 of those 
may be leaking now. Many of them are as old as fifty years. 
The problem is very real and current. This is not the time for 
finger pointing and blaming others. It is not the time for parti
san politics or even personal pride of authorship. It is the time 
to work together to address the problems these underground 
tanks have caused and the future threats they pose. It is time 
to clean up the contamination the tanks have caused and 
adopt standards to prevent contamination in the future. I am 
willing to work with my colleagues in the Senate and the 
House and the Governor to develop reasonable, viable, mutu
ally acceptable legislation to address the storage tank prob
lems and to begin the cleanup of the contamination they have 
caused. 

Senator FISHER. Mr. President, I want to commend the 
lady from Northampton, Senator Reibman, for her remarks 
on the issue of not only aboveground storage tanks, but cer
tainly leaking underground storage tanks. Certainly I do rec
ognize that a few years ago she had a version of a bill that had 
been introduced and was one that was some of her work, and 
some of that work has been adopted by us in the development 
of the bill that was introduced last year. However, I would 
like to make a couple additional comments beyond the com
ments made by Senator Reibman in regard to the urgency for 
the storage tank legislation. I did not know that Senator 
Reibman was goin~ to make these remarks today, although 
apparently she had indicated to my Jtaff that she was going to 
make a few comments. So, I do not have any prepared 
remarks. But it is important to note that tomorrow the Com
mittee on Environmental Resources and Energy has scheduled 
as one of its three bills on the agenda, Senate Bill No. 280, 
which is the successor to Senate Bill No. 1328. By the way, 
this Senate did pass that last Session, I believe over
whelmingly, with perhaps only one negative vote, and sent it 
to the House in June of last year. I have been deeply disap
pointed that we did not get cooperation in passing that bill, 
not because it was my bill, and not because it directly arose 
out of an incident-the Ashland oil tank spill-that occurred 
in my district, but more so because we hear so much about our 
Governor being the environmental Governor and the fact that 
the underground storage tank issue is clearly a blight on this 
Commonwealth's environmental record, where we stand as 
one of only five states. The only state east of the Mississippi 
that does not have an underground storage tank program in 
place is this Commonwealth. We gave the House, we gave the 
Administration every opportunity to work with us, to work in 
passing Senate Bill No. 1328, but they failed. They failed at a 
time when the opportunity was there. We all know how the 
process works. We just heard the last debate and we know the 
importance of passing tax reform at a time at the end of the 
Session, and we know that it takes longer and the legislative 
process has the propensity to drag its heels in the early part of 
the Session. But I would hope with this new day, with the 
beginning of the consideration of Senate Bill No. 280 that has, 
once again, strong bipartisan support from all over the state, 
that we could move forward on this issue, and that we could 
move forward on the issue of addressing not only leaking 
underground storage tanks and getting an underground 
storage tank inspection program, but getting a law of some 
sort to govern aboveground storage tanks. So, once again, I 
want to thank Senator Reibman for her past work and effort 
and for her remarks for truly helping to make this, once 
again, a bipartisan issue. I hope people across the way are lis
tening and recognize that we mean business, that the opportu
nity is there and that they will join with us in getting this legis
lation passed very quickly. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, previously in the discus
sion we had, I was unable to correct one of the gentleman's 
statements, being that I did not have the opportunity to speak 
for the third time. But on one of his statements about home 
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rule municipalities, in Section 106 of the legislation, page 13, 
it states the home rule municipalities are allowed " ... to fix the 
rate of taxation to be imposed on the residents of that home 
rule municipality.'' So they do have the option to do what 

they want, not what we are telling them to do because we are 
giving them that option through the legislation. Also, in 
Section 301, page 14, home rule municipalities, however, are 
neither required to reduce real estate taxes by 25 percent or to 

make a dollar-for-dollar switch. Home rule municipalities, 
particularly Pittsburgh; can impose that personal income tax 
at any rate they choose and can get away without any reduc
tion in real estate tax. Mr. President, that was to correct 

another statement. 
Also, Mr. President, in Section 50l(c), page 24, it says tax 

reform is not optional. Although tax reform is always adver
tised as a "may" policy, it is anything but that. The Casey 

plan repeals Act 5ll entirely, thereby eliminating the earned 
income tax. Without that revenue, schools and municipalities 
would have to raise real estate taxes unless they voluntarily 

imposed a personal income tax. So it is forcing them to raise 

taxes or fall into the tax restructure program or the tax 

increase program, as previously stated. 
So, Mr. President, I think I was very kind when I said that 

only 50 percent of this Senate had no knowledge of this 

program that they were voting on. It may be much more. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

The following announcements were read by the Secretary of 

the Senate: 

SENA TE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1989 

9:30 A.M. EDUCATION (to consider 

Senate Bili!' No. 2, 253 

and 257) 

Room 461, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1989 

10:00 A.M. PUBLIC HEALTH AND Room 461, 

WELFARE (Public Hearing 4th Floor 

of Health Care Cost Contain- Conference Rm., 

ment Council Report) North Wing 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing - Public 

Utility Commission) 

2:30 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing - Office 

of Consumer Advocate) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1989 

10:00 A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION Room 8, 

AND PROFESSIONAL Hearing Rm., 

LICENSURE (Public Hearing East Wing 

to consider security of Bell 

Telephone Company's telephone 

service to general public) 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1989 

9:30 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

_(Budget Hearing - Depart

ment of Public Welfare) 

2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS (Budget Hearing - Depart-

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 31, 1989 ment of Health) 

3:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing - PEMA) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 
9:30 A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION 

AND PROFESSIONAL 

LICENSURE (to consider 

issuance of subpoenas con

cerning the security of Bell 

Telephone's service to the 

general public) 

Room 8, 

Hearing Rm., 

East Wing TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1989 

11:00 A.M. LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

(to consider Senate Bills 

No. 77, 110, 113, 114, 119, 

122, 160, 163, 183, 184, 185, 

232, 268, 335 and any other 

Room 460, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing - Pennsyl

vania State University) 

10:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing -

Temple University) 

11:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing -

business that shall come Lincoln University) 

before the committee) 1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

11:30 A.M. ENVIRONMENTAL Room 461, (Budget Hearing -

RESOURCES AND ENERGY 4th Floor University of Pittsburgh) 

(to consider Senate Bills 

No. 280, 281 and 283) 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 
2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS 

(Budget Hearing - State 

System of Higher Education) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 1, 1989 2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority (Budget Hearing - Depan- Caucus Room 

(Budget Hearing - Depan- Caucus Room ment of Community Affairs) 

ment of Education) WEDNESDAY, MARCH 8, 1989 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room , (Budget Hearing - Pennsyl- Caucus Room 
ment of Revenue) vania State Police) 

2:30 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 10:30 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room (Budget Hearing - Caucus Room 
ment of Aging) Governor's Office) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 2, 1989 1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority (Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room 

(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room ment of Insurance) 

ment of Environmental 2:30 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
Resources) (Budget Hearing - Caucus Room 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority Judiciary) 

(Budget Hearing - Pennsyl- Caucus Room THURSDAY, MARCH 9, 1989 
vania Historical and 

9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
Museum Commission) 

(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room 
2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority ment of Labor and Industry) 

(Budget Hearing - Public Caucus Room 10:30 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
School Employes' Retire-

(Budget Hearing - Caucus Room 
ment System) 

Attorney General) 
3:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
(Budget Hearing - State Caucus Room 

(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room 
Employes' Retirement System) 

ment of Agriculture) 
MONDAY, MARCH 6, 1989 

2:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 
9:30 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority (Budget Hearing - Caucus Room 

(Budget Hearing - Caucus Room Auditor General) 
Treasury) 

11:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority AD.JOURNMENT 
(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move the Senate do ment of Military Affairs) 
now adjourn until Tuesday, January 31, 1989, at 1:00 p.m., 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority Eastern Standard Time. 
(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room The motion was agreed to. 
ment of Corrections) The Senate adjourned at 5:30 p.m., Eastern Standard 

2:30 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority Time. 
(Budget Hearing - Depart· Caucus Room 

ment of Commerce) 

TIJESDAY, MARCH 7, 1989 

9:00 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

(Budget Hearing • Depart- Caucus Room 
ment of Transportation) 

10:30 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

(Budget Hearing - Depart- Caucus Room 

ment of State) 

1:00 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS Senate Majority 

(Budget Hearing • Depart· Caucus Room 
ment of General Services) 




