
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1989 

SESSION OF 1989 173RD OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 46 

SENATE The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the preceding 
THURSDAY, June 29, 1989. Session, when, on motion of Senator LOEPER, further 

The Senate met at 1:00 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving reading was dispensed with, and the Journal was approved. 

Time. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Mark S. Singel) 
in the Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Mr. TIMOTHY HOFFMAN, 
Pastor of Mt. Zion Evangelical Lutheran Church, 
Lewisberry, offered the following prayer: 

Today's prayer is one that has been most applicable to my 
life and perhaps you may share as well. It is a 17th century 
nun's prayer. 

Lord, Thou knowest better than I know myself that I am 
growing older and will some day be old. Keep me from the 
fatal habit of thinking I must say something on every subject 
and on every occasion. Release me from craving to straighten 
out somebody's affairs. Make me thoughtful but not moody; 
helpful but not bossy. With my vast store of wisdom, it seems 

. a pity not to use it all, but Thou knowest, Lord, that I want a 
few friends in the end. 

Keep my minP, free from the recital of endless details; give 
me wings to get tothe point. Seal my lips upon my aches and 
pains. They are increasing, and the love of rehearsing them is 
becoming sweeter as the years go by. I dare not ask for grace 
enough to enjoy the tales of others' pains, but help me to 
endure them with patience. I dare not ask for improved 
memory but for a growing humility and a lessing cocksureness 
when my memory seems to clash with the memories of others. 
Teach me the glorious lesson that occasionally I may be mis
taken. 

Keep me reasonably sweet; I do not want to be a saint
some of them are so hard to live with-but a sour old person 
is one of the crowning works of the _devil. Give me the ability 
to see good things in unexpected places, and talents in unex
pected people. And give me, Lord, the grace to tell them so. 
Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of 
June 28, 1989. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILL 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communication in 
writing from His Excellency, the Governor of the Common
wealth, advising that the following Senate Bill had been 
approved and signed by the Governor: 

SB872. 

NOMINATION BY THE GOVERNOR 
REFERRED TO COMMI'ITEE 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication in writing from His Excellency, the Governor 
of the Commonwealth, which was read as follows, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nomina
tions: 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

June 29, 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, Vincent P. Caracci, 813 
Mandy Lane, Camp Hill 17011, Cumberland County, Thirty-first 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Pennsyl
vania Public Utility Commission, to serve for a term of five 
years, or until his successor is appointed and qualified, but not 
longer than six months beyond that period, vice Linda C. 
Taliaferro, Esquire, Harrisburg, resigned. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 
~ 

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILLS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 842, 908 and 909, with the information the House 
has passed the same without amendments. 

SENATE BILL RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 910, with the information the House has passed the 
same with amendments in which the concurrence of the 
Senate is requested. 
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The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule XV, Section 5, 
this bill will be referred to the Committee on Rules and Execu
tive Nominations. 

HOUSE BILIS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

June 28, 1989 

HB 182- Committee on Public Health and Welfare. 
HB 247 - Committee on Judiciary. 
HB 268 - Committee on Community and Economic 

Development. 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the 
Senate that the House has concurred in amendments made by 
the Senate to House Concurrent Resolution No. 29. 

BILLS SIGNED 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Mark S. Singel) 
in the presence of the Senate signed the following bills: 

SB 842, 908, 909 and HB 168. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I would ask for a 
temporary legislative leave for Senator Rocks. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, the Democrat caucus is 
here and ready to do our duties as Members of the Senate. 
Therefore, we do not need any leaves of absence at this point. 
There are key phrases, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill asks temporary legis
lative leave for Senator Rocks. The Chair hears no objection. 
The leave will be granted. The entire Democratic caucus is 
present and ready for duty. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 

Senator BRIGHTBILL asked and obtained leave of 
absence for Senator HELFRICK, for today's Session, for per
sonal reasons. 

CALENDAR 

SB 1055 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

SB 1055 (Pr. No. 1400) Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 12 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator LOEPER, as a Special Order of 
Business. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1055 (Pr. No. 1400) The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, requiring the Pennsylvania Emer
gency Management Agency to establish a radiological emergency 
response planning and preparedness program; and providing for 
the funding of tne program. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRETARY. The Majority and Minority Leaders 
have given their permission for the following committees to 
meet today: The Committee on Rules and Executive Nomina
tions for Senate Bills No. 253, 274 and 283 and certain nomi
nations. the Committee on Appropriations to consider Senate 
Bill No. 1065, House Bills No. 22, 1293, 1429 and 1694 and 
the nonpreferred appropriations. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRE.SID ENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Rocks. His temporary Capitol leave will 
be cancelled. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would like to ask for 
temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Scanlon. Senator 
Afflerbach and Senator Lynch. 
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The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Scanlon, Senator Afflerbach and 
Senator Lynch. The Chair hears no objection. The leaves will 
be granted. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I would ask for a 
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Greenwood who has 
been called to his office. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests temporary 

Capitol leave for Senator Greenwood. The Chair hears no 
objection. The leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

HD 756 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

HD 756 (Pr. No. 2272) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 11 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator LOEPER, as a Special Order of 
Business. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HD 756 (Pr. No. 2272) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 8, 1982 (P. L. 848, No. 
235), known as the "Highway-Railroad and Highway Bridge 
Capital Budget Act for 1982-1983,'' adding or changing projects; 
providing for a timber bridge program; making an appropriation; 
and making a repeal. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pas.s finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Boda ck Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Fumo 

NAYS-0 

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

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

HD 1469 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

HD 1469 (Pr. No. 2174) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 3 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator LOEPER, as a Special Order of 
Business. 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
RECOMMITTED 

HD 1469 (Pr. No. 2174)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS 
RECOMMITTED 

HD 1470 (Pr. No. 2175)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp. Sess., P. L. 
87, No. 3), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and 
operation of the University of Pittsburgh as an instrumentality of 
the Commonwealth to serve as a State-related university in the 
higher education system of the Commonwealth; providing for 
change of name; providing for the composition of the board of 
trustees; terms of trustees, and the power and duties of such trust
ees; authorizing appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually 
by the General Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts 
of expenditures from said appropriations; providing for public 
support and capital improvements; authorizing the issuance of 
bonds exempt from taxation within the Commonwealth; requir
ing the chancellor to make an annual report of the operations of 
the University of Pittsburgh,'' making appropriations for carry
ing the same into effect; providing for a basis for payments of 
such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting for 
the funds appropriated. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HD 1471 (Pr. No. 2176)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P. L. 843, No. 
355), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and opera
tion of Temple University as an instrumentality of the Common
wealth to serve as a State-related university in the higher educa
tion system of the Commonwealth; providing for change of 
name; providing for the composition of the board of trustees; 
terms of trustees, and the power and duties of such trustees; pro
viding for preference to Pennsylvania residents in tuition; provid
ing for public support and capital improvements; authorizing 
appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually by the General 
Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts of expenditures 
from said appropriations; authorizing the issuance of bonds 
exempt from taxation within the Commonwealth; requiring the 
President to make an annual report of the operations of Temple 
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University," making appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; 
and providing a method of accounting for the funds appropri
ated. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1472 (Pr. No. 2177) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of July 7, 1972 (P. L. 743, No. 176), 
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of 
Lincoln University as an instrumentality of the Commonwealth 
to serve as a State-related institution in the higher education 
system of the Commonwealth; providing for change of name; 
providing for the composition of the board of trustees; terms of 
trustees; and the power and duties of such trustees; providing for 
preference to Pennsylvania residents in tuition; authorizing 
appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually by the General 
Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts of expenditures 
from said appropriations; providing for public support and 
capital improvements; authorizing the issuance of bonds exempt 
from taxation within the Commonwealth; requiring the President 
to make an annual report of the operations of Lincoln Univer
sity," making appropriations for carrying the same into effect; 
providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; and 
providing a method of accounting for the funds appropriated. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1473 (Pr. No. 2178)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania. · 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1474 (Pr. No. 2179)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Hahnemann University, 
Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of .Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1475 (Pr. No. 2180)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Thomas Jefferson Uni
versity, Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1476 (Pr. No. 2181) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1477 (Pr. No. 2182)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1478 (Pr. No. 2183)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1479 (Pr. No. 2184)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1480 (Pr. No. 2185)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia Univer
sity of the Arts, Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1481 (Pr. No. 2186) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1482 (Pr. No. 2187)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the Berean 
Training and Industrial School at Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1483 (Pr. No. 2188)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Downingtown Industrial 
and Agricultural School, Downingtown. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1484 (Pr. No. 2189)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Technical 
Institute of Scranton. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1485 (Pr. No. 2190) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act making an appropriation to the Williamson Free 
School of Mechanical Trades in Delaware County. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1486 (Pr. No. 2191)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1487 (Pr. No. 2192) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1491 (Pr. No. 1745)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1492 (Pr. No. 1746) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute
Research, Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1493 (Pr. No. 1747)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1494 (Pr. No. 1748)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, ~nd agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1495 (Pr. No. 1749) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1496 (Pr. No. 1750)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the St. Christopher's Hospi
tal, Philadelphia. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1497 (Pr. No. 1751) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1498 (Pr. No. 1752)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft 
Palate. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1499 (Pr. No. 1753)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1500 (Pr. No. 1754)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1501 (Pr. No. 1755)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1503 (Pr. No. 1757)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Arsenal Family and 
Children's Center. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1505 (Pr. No. 1759)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1508 (Pr. No. 1762)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania for the general maintenance and operation 
of the University of Pennsylvania Museum. 
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Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1509 (Pr. No. 1763) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1510 (Pr. No. 1764)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1511 (Pr. No.1765)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1512 (Pr. No. 1766)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

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

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1513 (Pr. No. 1767)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of the Phila
delphia Civic Center for maintenance and the purchase of appa
ratus, supplies and equipment. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1514 (Pr. No. 1768) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Afro-American Histor
ical and Cultural Museum for operating expenses. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

HB 1515 (Pr. No. 1769)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Everhart Museum in 
Scranton. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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 first floor caucus room, 
with an expectation of returning to the floor at approximately 
4:45p.m. 

Senator STAPLETON. Mr. President, the Democrats will 
caucus in the back of the Chamber.immediately. 

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of Republican and Demo
cratic caucuses to begin immediately, the Senate will stand in 
recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

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

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

Which was agreed to. 

NOMINATION TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator WILT. Mr. President, I call from the table certain 
nomination and ask for its consideration. 

The Clerk read the nomination as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA CANCER 
CONTROL, PREVENTION AND RESEARCH 

ADVISORY BOARD 

May 10, 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, Luther W. Brady, Jr., 
M.D., 316 Delancey Street, Philadelphia 19106, Philadelphia 
County, First Senatorial District, for appointment as a member 
of the Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Prevention and Research 
Advisory Board, to serve for a term of four years and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, vice Timothy R. Talbot, Jr., 
M.D., Haverford, whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

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

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Be Ian Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
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Brightbill 
Corman 
Dawida 
Fattah 
Fisher 
F\Jmo 

Lemmond 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Loeper 
Lynch 

Punt 
Regoli 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Rocks 

NAYS-0 

Stout 
Tilghman 
Wenger 

·Williams 
Wilt 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

NOMINATION TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator WILT. Mr. President, I call from the table certain 
nomination and ask for its consideration. 

The Clerk read the nomination as follows: 

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
DELAWARE COUNTY 

June 9, 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, Harry J. Bradley, 
Esquire, 165 South Rolling Road, Springfield 19064, Delaware 
County, Twenty-sixth Senatorial District, for appointment as 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Delaware County, to 
serve until the first Monday of January, 1992, vice The Honor
able John A. Reilly, deceased. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

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

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR 
TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator WILT called from the table communication from 
His Excellency, the Governor of the Commonwealth, 
recalling the following nomination, which was read by the 
Clerk as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE STA TE BOARD 
OF OPTOMETRY 

June 28, 1989. 

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

Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomina
tion dated April 11, 1989 for the appointment of Richard 
Cullinan, O.D., 100 Woodshire Drive, Pittsburgh 15215, Alle
gheny County, Forty-fourth Senatorial District, as a member of 
the State Board of Optometry, to serve for a term of four years 
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer 
than six months beyond that period, vice Robert A. Ginsburg, 
O.D., Hatboro, whose term expired. 

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

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

NOMINATION RETURNED TO THE GOVERNOR 

Senator WILT. Mr. President, I move the nomination just 
read by the Clerk be returned to His Excellency, the Gover
nor. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT. The nomination will be returned to the 

Governor. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES 

Senator WILT. Mr. President, I move that the Executive 
Session do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
SECOND CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMITTED 

HB 1687 (Pr. No. 2218)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act appropriating and transferring amounts from the State 
Workmen's Insurance Fund to the Treasury Department. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration, 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was recommitted to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 31 (Pr. No. 2173)-The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
known as "The Fiscal Code," requiring the Board of Finance 
and Revenue to issue written opinions to accompany its decisions; 
and further providing for requisitions out of any fund in the State 
Treasury. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
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Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

HB 71 (Pr. No. 921) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, further regulating the carrying of 
loaded firearms in a vehicle; and making a technical change. 

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

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 110 (Pr. No. 180) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 545, No. 109), 
known as the ''Capital Loan Fund Act," further providing for 
loans to agricultural processors. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 139 (Pr. No. 2155) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1980 (P. L. 380, No. 97), 
known as the "Solid Waste Management Act," further providing 
for powers and duties of the department; and providing for the 
beneficial use or reclamation of municipal and residual waste. 

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

ation. 

HB 200 (Pr. No. 226) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act declaring and adopting the song "Pennsylvania," 
lyrics and .music by Eddie Khoury and Ronnie Bonner, as the 
State song of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

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

ation. 

HB 222 (Pr. No. 2112) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services and the General State Authority, with the approval of 
the Governor, to convey to Westmoreland County a tract of land 
situate in Hempfield Township, Westmoreland County. 

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

ation. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 285 (Pr. No. 317) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

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

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 331- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 355 (Pr. No. 1362) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, 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 that a conviction for any violation involving pos
session or delivery of a controlled substance will result in a man
datory driver's license suspension. 

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

ation. 

SB 401 (Pr. No. 414) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the offense 
of aggravated assault. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 473 and 474 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 559 (Pr. No. 597) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing 
civil immunity for assistance upon request involving hazardous 
substances. 

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

ation. 

SB 626 (Pr. No. 1313) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
entitled, as amended, "The Fiscal Code," further providing for 
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examination of books, etc., by expert accountants; and making 
an appropriation. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 902 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1001 (Pr. No. 1363) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 27, 1965 (P. L. 1237, 
No. 502), entitled "An act establishing regional correctional 
facilities administered by the Bureau of Correction as part of the 
State correctional system; .... ," further providing for the confine
ment of certain persons in regional correctional facilities. 

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

ation. 

BILL REREFERRED 

SB 1008 (Pr. No. 1180) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
entitled "Tax Reform Code of 1971," providing an exclusion 
from the sales tax of certain gold and silver. 

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

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 1020 (Pr. No. 1162) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd Sp. Sess., 
1937 P. L. 2897, No. 1), known as the "Unemployment Compen
sation Law," further providing for penalties for failure to file 
certain reports. 

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

ation. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 1086 (Pr. No. 2219) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act recognizing the Pennsylvania College of Technology as 
an affiliate of The Pennsylvania State University; granting to the 
Pennsylvania College of Technology the benefits and obligations 
of the status of The Pennsylvania State University as a State
related university and an instrumentality of the Commonwealth; 
providing for the powers, duties, rights and obligations of the 
college; and providing for the college to assume the functions of 
The Williamsport Area Community College. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 

Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 
just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1136 (Pr. No. 1385) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P. L. 351, No. 
91), entitled "State Lottery Law," providing that there shall be 
no drawings or selections of winning tickets on Sundays. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1140 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

RB 1299 (Pr. No. 1628)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of October 28, 1966 (1st Sp. Sess., P. 
L. 55, No. 7), known as the "Goods and Services Installment 
Sales Act," further providing for rates, service charges, fees and 
contracts; requiring plain language; providing for retroactive 
application; and making repeals. 

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

ation. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

RB 1323 (Pr. No. 1531) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 520, No. 105), 
known as the "Business Infrastructure Development Act," 
further providing for conditions for grants and loans; and for the 
expiration of the act. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

RB 1373 (Pr. No. 1594)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further providing for 
employment incentive payments. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

RB 1378 (Pr. No. 1605) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 555, No. 111), 
known as the "Small Business Incubators Act," extending the 
expiration date. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

HD 1450 (Pr. No. 2195)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority 
and providing for its powers and duties. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

HD 1529 (Pr. No.1790)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the Commonwealth to participate in the 
Great Lakes Protection Fund. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 1573 (Pr. No. 2227)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 13, 1915 (P. L. 286, No. 177), 
known as the "Child Labor Law," further providing for agricul
tural exemptions; providing for certain minors employed by 
summer resident camps, conferences and retreats; and permitting 
persons 14 years of age or older to engage in certain employment 
in bowling centers. 

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

ation. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 1700 (Pr. No. 2067) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An act amending the act of May 6, 1968 (P. L. 117, No. 61), 
known as the ''Site Development Act,'' providing for grants to be 
made for industrial site development projects. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

HD 1701 (Pr. No. 2068) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing an industrial communities action program 
for making grants to industrial communities to complement 
private investment at industrial sites; and prescribing require
ments of and conditions for grants. 

Considered the second time and agreed to, 
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration. 
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to, the bill 

just considered was rereferred. to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HD 1740 (Pr. No. 2265)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
1989-1990. 

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

ation. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
NO. 128, CALLED UP 

Senator LOEPER, without objection, called up from page 
17 of the Calendar, House Concurrent Resolution No. 128, 
entitled: 

A Concurrent Resolution honoring Stefan Banic, a Slovak 
immigrant, on the 75th anniversary of the patenting of his inven
tion of the parachute. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate concur in the resolution? 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION NO. 128 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move the Senate do 
concur in House Concurrent Resolution No. 128. 

The motion was agreed to and the resolution was concurred 
in. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I would request a tem
porary Capitol leave for Senator Porterfield and a legislative 
leave for the remainder of the Session for Senator Williams. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, Senator Hess has been 
called from the floor and I would ask for a temporary Capitol 
leave on his behalf. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Lincoln requests temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Porterfield and a legislative leave 
for Senator Williams. Senator Loeper requests temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Hess. The Chair hears no objection 
to any of these leave requests and they are granted. 
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CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

HB 1197 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

HB 1197 (Pr. No. 2263) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 1 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator LOEPER, as a Special Order of 
Business. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1197 (Pr. No. 2263)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act reestablishing the State Athletic Commission; provid
ing for an Executive Director and a Medical Advisory Board; per
mitting and regulating boxing contests and exhibitions; requiring 
licenses and permits; providing for the granting, suspension and 
revocation of licenses and permits issued by the State Athletic 
Commission; preserving the rights of existing licensees and per
mittees; prescribing penalties, fines, forfeitures and misdemean
ors; requiring bonds and insurance; providing for rules and regu
lations; imposing a tax on certain receipts; establishing a 
restricted revenue account for receipts; and making an appropri
ation. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Greenwood. His temporary Capitol leave 
will be cancelled. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 1198 (Pr. No. 2264)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for the licensing of promoters of profes
sional wrestling exhibitions; imposing a tax on certain receipts; 
requiring the posting of performance bonds; and providing pen
alties. 

Considered the third time, 

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

the following amendment No. A2607: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 22, by striking out "30Jo" and 
inserting: 5 OJo 

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

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, what this amend
ment does is it brings House Bill No. 1198 into the same lan

guage as the Senate bill that we passed here. It strikes out the 3 
percent and puts the gross receipts tax of the bill up to 5 
percent. The bill itself will deregulate professional wrestling, 
and what we are trying to do with this amendment is to pre
serve the revenue from the gross receipts tax. I would point 
out that the deregulation bill was passed and vetoed last year 
because it took all of the revenue out. It was my understand
ing there was some agreement to deregulate the bill but keep 
the revenue at 5 percent. The bill that we passed is 5 percent. 
By this amendment I am trying to say that the Athletic Com
mission needs this revenue of $110,000 that has been raised 
through the tax on these events. This tax affects one industry 
in the state, and that is the WWF. That is the reason for the 
amendment. 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, I rise to object to the 
amendment. It is true we did pass the Senate bill and let 5 
percent in, but I guess the best way I can equate the type of 
communication and cooperation we had trying to arrive at 
this is, if the Indians at Little Big Horn had the same kind of 
cooperation, Custer would still be alive today. We have tried 
to get bottom lines down to the point of 3 percent or 5 
percent. From our evaluations, and this is the first year we are 
starting up to make the Athletic Commission along with pro
fessional wrestling, putting them on a firm footing in the 
move, we put $350,000 in augmentation into Senate Bill No. 
1197, which we just passed. There is sufficient funding with 3 
percent that this will come into the augmentation account, 
too. There should be more than sufficient funds to enable the 
commission and the secretary to function and to manage and 
administer both of these areas at 3 percent. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise to support the 
amendment. I would like to say to my very good friend from 
Schuylkill County, Senator Rhoades, that if Custer were still 
alive today, he would be in the Guinness Book of World 
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Records. He would be a really, really old guy. But, the more 
serious part of this debate is that we did pass a Senate bill with 
the 5 percent and we did have a House bill come over, this 
particular bill, with the 5 percent in it. It is something that 
pretty much is agreed to and I cannot even begin to discuss 
why the gentleman has had such a problem with communica
tions, but I believe that is just simply something that happens 
at times. The important thing is that we must fund whatever 
we end up doing with this commission at the proper level. I 
believe that we have expressed on a couple of "occasions 5 
percent. I think this is a good amendment and I think to solve 
the problem and get this behind us we should support this 
amendment, and then pass the bill. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, Senator Baker and 
Senator Shumaker have been called to their offices and I 
would request temporary Capitol leaves on their behalf. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Baker and Senator Shumaker. The 
Chair hears no objection. The leaves will be granted. 

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

Senator ANDREZESKI. Mr. President, in response to 
some of the remarks, I think the intent is to deregulate profes
sional wrestling. Most of the professional wrestling that is 
done is either done on the Senate floor or by the WWF, and I 
think this bill accomplishes what that group wanted to get 
done and that was deregulate themselves. I think that the 
inclusion of the 5 percent is fair for all parties involved, and I 
think if we are going to expedite this without a veto, that this 
amendment would help expedite the whole process. 

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

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

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

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

Afflerbach Holl 
Andrezeski Jones 
Belan Lewis 
Bodack Lincoln 
Dawida Lynch 
Fattah Mellow 
Furno 

Armstrong Greenleaf 
Baker Greenwood 
Bell Hess 
Brightbill Hopper 
Corman Jubelirer 
Fisher Lemmond 

YEAS-25 

Musto 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Porterfield 
Rego Ii 
Reibman 

NAYS-24 

Loeper 
Madigan 
Peterson 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Rocks 

Ross 
Scanlon 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Williams 

Salvatore 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

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

RECONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENT 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I would ask that the vote 
by which the Andrezeski amendment No. A2607 passed be 
reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper moves that the vote by 
which the Andrezeski amendment No. A2607 was adopted be 
reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the Andrezeski amendment No. 

A2607? 

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

change my vote from "no" to "aye." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 
Prior to announcing the vote, there has been a request to go 

at ease. The Senate will do so. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 

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

Afflerbach Greenleaf 
Andrezeski Jones 
Bel an Lewis 
Boda ck Lincoln 
Dawida Lynch 
Fattah Mellow 
Furno 

Armstrong Greenwood 
Baker Hess 
Bell Holl 
Brightbill Hopper 
Corman Jubelirer 
Fisher Lemmond 

YEAS-25 

Musto 
O'Pake 
Pecora 
Porterfield 
Rego Ii 
Reibman 

NAYS-24 

Loeper 
Madigan 
Peterson 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Rocks 

Ross 
Scanlon 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Williams 

Salvatore 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

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

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

amended? 
Senator RHOADES, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendment No. A2588: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting between lines 18 and 19: 
"Secretary." The Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 5, by striking out "COMMIS
SION" and inserting: department 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 13, by striking out "COMMIS
SION" and inserting: department 

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 14, by striking out "COMMIS
SION" and inserting: department 

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 25, by striking out "COMMIS
SION" and inserting: department 

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 27, by striking out "COMMIS
SION" and inserting: department 
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On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, what this amendment 
will do is take professional wrestling out of the Athletic Com
mission for about the fourth or fifth time-I think we have 
done this back and forth-and it puts it under the Secretary of 
the Commonwealth. In other words, it will not be under the 
jurisdiction of the Athletic Commission for the simple reason 
we are leaving boxing as a professional sport in there. We are 
taking wrestling and putting it under the Secretary with a 
whole stipulation within House Bill No. 1198 how it will be 
administered, but it will be run and administered by the Secre
tary of the Commonwealth. What this amendment does is put 
it under his jurisdiction. 

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the 
amendment and would ask for a negative vote. 

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

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

YEAS-25 

Armstrong Greenwood Loeper Salvatore 
Baker Hess Madigan Shaffer 
Bell Holl Peterson Shumaker 
Brightbill Hopper Punt Tilghman 
Corman Jubelirer Rhoades Wenger 
Fisher Lemmond Rocks W.ilt 
Greenleaf 

NAYS-24 

AfOerbach Furno Musto Ross 
Andrezeski Jones O'Pake Scanlon 
Belan Lewis Pecora Stapleton 
Bodack Lincoln Porterfield Stewart 
Dawida Lynch Rego Ii Stout 
Fattah Mellow Reibman Williams 

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

The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 1198 will go over in its 
order,asamended. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, Senator Hopper has 
been called from the flo,0£ ,and I would ask for a temporary 
Capitol leave on his behalf; 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Hopper. The Chair hears no objec
tion. That leave will be granted. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

PREFERRED. APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 537 (Pr. No. 2142) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations from a restricted revenue 
account within th~:General Fund and from Federal augmentation 
funds to the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, the Office 

of Consumer Advocate and the Office of Small Business Advo
cate; and providing for the initial assessment for the Office of 
Small Business Advocate. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Be Ian Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Boda ck Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 1517 (Pr. No. 2225) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act itemizing appropriations required from the Motor 
License Fund for the fiscal year July l, 1989, to June 30, 1990, 
for the proper operation of the several departments of the Com
monwealth and the Pennsylvania State Police authorized to 
spend Motor License Fund moneys. 

Considered the third time, 

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

following amendment No. A2629: 

Amend Sec. 201, page 3, line 29, by inserting after "activities": 
, including $600,000 to the Fairmount Park Commission in Phila
delphia County, for the Roosevelt Boulevard Beautification 
Program 

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

its order at the request of Senator SALVA TORE. 



952 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE JUNE 29, 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILJ «;; 
OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1518 and 1519 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1520 (Pr. No. 1774) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation from the Public School 
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the 
Public School Employees' Retirement Board for the fiscal year 
July 1, 1989, to June 30, 1990, and for the payment of bills 
incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1989. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Annstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL 
OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1521 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1522 (Pr. No. 1776) -The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Treasury Department out 
of various funds for payment of general obligation debt service. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

HB 1731 (Pr. No. 2108) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1988 (P. L. 1925, No. 
IA), entitled "An act appropriating money from the Sunny Day 
Fund to the Department of Commerce for various projects 
throughout this Commonwealth for fiscal year 1987-1988," 
further providing for the award and expenditure of funds for 
certain projects. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell. Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

HB 1732 (Pr. No. 2109)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act amending the act of December 17, 1988 (P. L. 2242, 
No. 69A), entitled "An act appropriating money from the Sunny 
Day Fund to the Department of Commerce for various projects 
throughout .t~is Commonwealth for fiscal yef:' 19~8-1989," 
further providmg for the award of funds for cert~ projects. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Iubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Fumo 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 34, HB 52 and SB 104 - Without objection, the bills 
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
LOEPER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 121 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 257 (Pr. No. 264) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14). 
entitled "Public School Code of 1949," providing partial State 
reimbursement for mobile classroom facilities. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the biJl pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow· Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 

Bodack Iubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Fu mo 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 332 (Pr. No. 343) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, 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. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Aftlerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Iubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
BrightbiJJ Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Fu mo 

NAYS-0 

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

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

HB 439 (Pr. No. 1855) The Senate proceeded to consid~ 
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 22, 1937 (P. L. 1987, No. 
394), known as "The Clean Streams Law," providing that 
permits shall not be required for certain sewer extensions. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bilJ pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Aftlerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
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Bell 
Bodack 
BrightbiII 
Conn an 
Dawida 
Fattah 
Fisher 
Furno 

Jones 
Jubelirer 
Lemmond
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Loeper 
Lynch 

Peterson 
Porterfield 
Punt 
Regoli 
Reibman 
Rhoades 
Rocks 

NAYS-0 

Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Tilghman 

-Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 

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

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

SB 451 (Pr. No. 1244) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for control and treatment of Lyme disease; 
and making appropriations. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Annstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Connan Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

SB 682 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator WENGER, 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 691 (Pr. No. 759) -The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 31, 1971 (P. L. 423, No. 
101), known as the "Higher Education Equal Opportunity Act," 
further providing for eligibility of part-time students. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Annstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 867 (Pr. No. 1329)-The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act prohibiting certain conduct with respect to caves; pro
hibiting the sale of certain minerals; and imposing penalties. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Be Ian Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Conn an Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill 
to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 
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SB 868 (Pr. No. 989) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of February 2, 1966 (1965 P. L. 1860, 
No. 586), entitled "An act encouraging landowners to make land 
and water areas available to the public for recreational purposes 
by limiting liability in connection therewith, and repealing certain 
acts; .... ," further defining "recreational purpose" to include 
cave exploration. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS--49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

SB 972 (Pr. No. 1397)-The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act designating the Province of Taiwan, Republic of 
China, as a "sister state." 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS--49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

SB 1106 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order temporarily at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1392 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

SB 682 CALLED UP 

SB 682 (Pr. No. 732) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, 
from page· 11 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by 
Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 682 (Pr. No. 732) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, further providing for permitting violation of 
title. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS--49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Belan Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Boda ck Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

RECESS 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would request a 
Democratic caucus to take place immediately in the rear 
caucus room. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Would the gentleman indicate how 
long he expects the caucus to last? 



956 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE JUNE 29, 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, that is very hard for me 
to indicate. We will do it as soon as we can, but you have to 
understand that this amendment was delivered to us in print 
just within the last eight to ten minutes. It is something we 
think to be extremely important because it does deal with 
medical costs and medical coverage, and we believe we should 
have an opportunity of at least discussing it with our full 
caucus so we can establish a position that we would like to 
pursue. We will try to do it as soon as possible. It is not our 
intent to go back to that caucus room and stay back there for 
any period of time other than to get this discussion to take 
place on this particular amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Majority have a similar need 
for a meeting at this point? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. No, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. That being the case, for the purpose of a 

Democratic caucus to begin immediately, the Senate will 
stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRETARY. The Majority and Minority Leaders 
have given their permission for the Committee on Appropri
ations to consider the following bills off the floor during 
today's Session: House Bills No. 31, llO, 285, 1020, 1086, 
1302, 1323, 1373, 1450, 1529, 1687, 1700and 1701. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

RECONSIDERATION OF HB 1020 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
RECOMMITTED 

HB 1020 (Pr. No. 1162) - Senator LOEPER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move to reconsider the vote by which House Bill No. 
1020, Printer's No. 1162, was agreed to on second consider
ation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration? 
It was agreed to. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that House Bill 
No. 1020, Printer's No. 1162, be recommitted.to the Commit
tee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 1020 will be recommit

ted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Baker and Senator Afflerbach. Their 
temporary Capitol leaves will be cancelled. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

SB 1106 CALLED UP 

SB 1106 (Pr. No. 1401) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
called up, from page 12 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1106 (Pr. No. 1401) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 42 (Judi
ciary and Judicial Procedure) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for corrupt orga
nizations; providing for insurance fraud; providing for certifica
tion of pleadings, motions and other papers; providing for special 
damages; further providing for chemical testing to determine 
amount of alcohol or controlled substances; providing for sus
pension of drivers' licenses for driving under the influence of 
alcohol; further providing for financial responsibility and insur
ance related to motor vehicles; further providing for reinstate
ment of operating privileges or vehicle registration; further pro
viding for driving under the influence of alcohol or controlled 
substances, for issuance of inspection certificates and for admin
istrative duties of the Department of Transportation; conferring 
powers and duties on the Insurance Department and the Depart
ment of Transportation; and making repeals. 

Considered the third time, 

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

the following amendment No. A2643: 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 1711), page 19, line 13, by inserting brack
ets before and after "An" and inserting immediately thereafter: 

(a) General rule.-Except as provided in subsection (b), an 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 1711), page 20, line 1, by striking out 
"$5,000. The total premium for all first party" and inserting: 
$10,000. 

(b) Alternative medical coverage option.-At the election of 
the named insured, the first party medical benefit required under 
subsection (a) may be provided in the amount of $5,000 if the 
named insured has alternate medical coverage in an amount of at 
least $5,000. The named insured must provide to the insurer 
proof of alternate medical coverages. The total premium for all 
first party 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Greenwood. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 
Greenwood, permit himself to be interrogated? 
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Senator GREENWOOD. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could the gentleman 

from Bucks, Senator Greenwood, first explain what the 
amendment actually is and what it does? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, as it turned out in 
last night's debate, the greatest controversy and the issue that 
split this Senate the most was not the issue of the verbal 
threshold but, rather, seemed to be the issue of whether or not 
we ought to have minimum first-party benefits set at $5,000 or 
$10,000. As you will recall, the vote went back and forth. 
There was a fair amount of vote switching, and the amend
ment to take the first-party benefits from $5,000 to $10,000 
failed by one vote. I think I understand why that is. We have 
two purposes that are in conflict. On the one hand, in our 
sincere efforts to reduce the cost of automobile insurance, we 
want to reduce the minimum first-party benefits from $10,000 
to $5,000. We also want to do that for our constituents who 
are covered by other medical insurance, who feel they have to 
cover themselves twice with the $10,000 minimum. On the 
other hand, those of us who are sensitive to the needs of hos
pitals are concerned about uncompensated care with accident 
victims they must and will treat, whether they are insured or 
not. We are concerned about individuals injured in automo
bile accidents who carry the minimum and, as a result, 
become medical assistance patients very quickly, and that is 
not very hard to do if you do not have assets. The taxpayers 
are paying the difference. It occurred to me that what we need 
to do is give consumers a choice based on their ability to 
protect themselves. What this amendment does is state that 
those motorists, those car owners, insurance buyers who have 
alternative medical coverage, that they have medical insur
ance of at least $5,000, those individuals may drop down from 
the $10,000 minimum under current law to the $5,000 
minimum provided in Senate Bill No. 1106. Those who do not 
have the medical coverage must buy the $10,000 minimum 
coverage, which I think is a more reasonable figure, to protect 
them and the people who treat them and provide for them. 

Finally, the amendment is placed in the bill in such a way 
that the mandatory premium reduction would apply to those 
who take the minimum coverage and not those who remain at 
the $10,000 figure. That way the insurance companies are not 
required to provide a savings that, in fact, does not accrue 
from the options. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Green
wood share with us what would happen if an individual did 
not, in fact, have $5,000 worth of alternate medical coverage, 
but had a package of somewhat less than that as far as the 
medical coverage they had. What amount of coverage would 
they then have to purchase under his amendment? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, clearly, the way 
the amendment is written the $5,000 is an absolute threshold. 
It is not one that can be built up to. An individual who had 
somewhere between zero and $5,000 worth of medical insur
ance would still have to purchase the $10,000 minimum first
party benefits from his automobile insurer. However, I would 
hasten to add that I am not aware of many policies that are 
going to be so limited in their coverage. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, would the gentleman 
share with us what his thoughts are or what would happen 
under this particular amendment if an individual had $4,000 
worth of alternate medical coverage, would it then be man
dated that they must buy an additional $10;000 worth of 
medical coverage to give them a portfolio on medical coverage 
of$14,000? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, I think that is the 
same answer that I gave to the previous question. Yes, there is 
the possibility-I think it is a remote possibility-that if 
someone had $4,999 worth of medical insurance, they then 
would have $14,999 worth of coverage. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, can Senator Green
wood tell us what happens with senior citizens, with people 
who are on Social Security benefits? How does Medicare cov
erage come into this particular scenario? I think I can under
stand what would happen for an individual who is either 
working, whether they be self-employed or employed by a 
company that provides medical coverage, but what happens 
to an individual who is on Social Security disability or a senior 
citize.n who is on Social Security? How do their medical bene
fits fit in for this-I guess we are dealing here with a form of a 
threshold or an optional threshold-before the medical cover
age option would kick in? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, an individual 
covered by Medicare would clearly have to purchase only the 
minimum $5,000 in coverage. Although I went along with the 
Senator's hypotheticals with regard to the imaginary individ
ual with the policy of $3,000 or $4,000, I think we all know 
that is not how we purchase or acquire health insurance. 
Health insurance is essentially either there because we have a 
Blue policy, or we have medical assistance coverage or, we 
have Medicare coverage or, we have private insurance. The 
threshold in reality, I think, is going to be between those who 
have no insurance and those who have insurance. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Green
wood further explain to us what happens in the case where 
most insurance policies do not have a dollar amount men
tioned in them, but they do have coverage for certain proce
dures? How do we then know if that particular individual 
would meet the $5,000 alternate medical coverage or if they 
would not? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, it is the intent of 
this amendment, and I think it is clear, that any individual 
who has medical insurance that covers the broad range of pro
cedures, and they all do, which one might need for treatment 
following an automobile accident, is going to be covered. It is 
going to meet the test of having the minimum health insurance 
and will, therefore, be only required to provide the minimum 
$5,000 auto coverage. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I am sorry. Perhaps I 
did not understand the answer, but I am specifically trying to 
develop in my mind a pattern of thinking as to what would 
happen to an individual who, in their medical insurance cov
erage, whether it be in the workplace or somewhere else where 
there is no stated amount, but it is only stated what type of 
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procedures would be covered, does that particular individual, 
under this amendment, have to purchase $10,000 worth of 
medical coverage or some lesser amount? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, that individual 
would buy $5,000 worth of coverage, because if an individ
ual's coverage covers a wide range of procedures without 
specifying a dollar limit, that individual has unlimited medical 
benefits in terms of cost. Frequently there is an upper thresh
old of $100,000 or $200,000, but that is not really germane to 
the amendment. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, can the gentleman tell 
me specifically where in the amendment-because the only 
thing I can read is the amendment-is the specified threshold 
that is triggered with the purchase of additional medical cov
erage? He could be totally correct, but I see nowhere in the 
amendment where that is addressed. 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, the amendment 
makes it clear that the consumer buying insurance must dem
onstrate to his insurer that he or she is, in fact, covered with at 
least $5,000 of medical insurance. Any purveyor of insurance 
who looks at a Medical Assistance card, a Medicare card, a 
Blue Shield or Blue Cross card, or policy of a private medical 
carrier is going to know that that potential policy purchaser is 
covered. The only case, frankly, where I could imagine there 
being a question about whether someone is covered between 
zero and $5,000 is if someone attempts to self-insure and 
cannot prove that they can do that, at least to the level of 
$5,000. Frankly, the $5,000 was only inserted in there. We 
could have said that if you have medical coverage, you do not 
need to buy any more than $5,000. We left the $5,000 in there 
because there is the rare instance of self-insurers, and we 
wanted to make sure that they had at least self-insured them
selves to the extent of $5,000. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, can Senator Green
wood also further explain to us what would happen and what 
guarantee there is in this amendment that an individual who is 
either self-employed or unemployed and who has no benefit 
of a third-party carrier, either through the workplace or 
because they are self-employed or they do not have a job or 
position, what is the guarantee that person will only negotiate 
a contract to provide insurance coverage for them for the sole 
purpose of being able to meet this particular part of the law 
and then go ahead and cancel their hospitalization insurance 
once they have been able to purchase automobile insurance at 
the lower rate of $5 ,000? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, I think that is a 
problem that requires a different kind of solution. It is the 
same kind of problem we face with individuals who purchase 
insurance for the purpose of having their cars registered and 
then cancel it. It is the same kind of problem we have in a 
thousand different ways with people who are required to 
provide surety bonds and other guarantees and then have 
ways to slide out of them. That is a question about enforce
ment, it is not really a question about policy. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, is there any provision 
or penalty for that type of individual who would purchase the 

policy and then for some reason, either because of his own 
cancellation or cancellation for nonpayment, is there then any 
trigger mechanism in this amendment that would say that 
individual would have to go back to the insurance company 
and increase his medical coverage from $5,000 to $10,000, or 
would he be able to subvert the intent of the law here and of 
the insurance policy here and be able to maintain only the 
$5,000 mandated coverage? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, I believe that the 
general provisions in this legislation with regard to fraud 
would cover the instance that the speaker refers to. However, 
I would add that if the Senator wishes to offer an amendment 
to strengthen such enforcement language in this particular 
instance, I would be happy to support him. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, if we had the situation 
where an insurance company would go out of business, and, 
therefore, the individual who had the coverage from that par
ticular insurance company loses his coverage, would that, in 
his opinion, be considered fraud and then subject that partic
ular insured to the laws and the penalty that is in the bill 
dealing with fraud, or how would that situation be handled? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, that situation 
would be handled in the same fashion that a variety of other 
highly unlikely theoretical and remotely unlikely instances 
would engender, and that is that the Insurance Department, 
the Insurance Commissioner has a force of individuals who 
enforce our insurance laws with regard to fraud, and they 
would respond in the same way that they do to a lot of other 
unlikely events. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman. 
I would now like to make a few remarks on the amendment 
itself. 

I realize that the genesis of this amendment and the reason 
why we are facing it today is because earlier this afternoon I 
stated to the gentleman from Delaware, Senator Loeper, that 
we on this side of the aisle were prepared to go ahead and to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment that was 
offered by the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Scanlon, 
was defeated yesterday to increase the mandatory medical 
coverage from the $5,000, which is currently in Senate Bill 
No. 1106, to $10,000. I think there was some concern on the 
part of the Majority that that particular amendment would 
carry, and because of that consideration we now have been 
faced with the amendment that has been offered by the gentle
man from Bucks, Senator Greenwood. I think, Mr. President, 
also on the surface, after reading the amendment, it certainly 
is an improvement over what currently is in Senate Bill No. 
1106. I am very much concerned that the amendment does not 
go far enough, although Senator Greenwood said in the inter
rogation that many of those questions I asked of him were 
questions that basically would not have to be answered 
because they are hypothetical in nature. I do not necessarily 
believe that if one company went out of business in Pennsyl
vania that impacted on an amendment such as this that that 
would be considered hypothetical. I have a lot of concerns 
about this amendment of how it would affect a number of 
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people. First of all, Mr. President, how does it affect the 
elderly? This is an amendment that is a reaction to a stated 
fact given to the Majority today that we would move to recon
sider a vote, and that reconsideration probably would have 
carried with the help of several of my Republican colleagues. 
This is a reaction to that particular amendment and not neces
sarily an amendment that has been well thought out. Mr. 
President, what would happen in the case of an individual 
who is unemployed and does not have the availability of 
medical coverage, and they are the same individuals who 
probably cannot afford-as was stated on the floor yester
day-to go ahead and purchase $10,000 worth of mandated 
medical coverage? Mr. President, what happens to those par
ticular individuals who today, for some reason, are underem
ployed and at their workplace they are not given the benefits 
that we are given by working for the state or right here in the 
state Senate? They are not people who have been privileged to 
have those particular types of benefits offered to them. How 
do they go ahead and how do they afford to purchase this 
insurance? Then the other thing that concerns me, Mr. Presi
dent, is what happens in the unlikely case-I think that is 
what was basically alluded to before by the sponsor of the 
amendment-that an individual would have $4,000 worth of 
medical coverage? According to this amendment then, that 
particular individual would have to go ahead and buy an addi
tional mandated $10,000 worth of medical coverage, so that 
person now would not have $4,000 or $10,000 worth of 
medical coverage, but, in fact, Mr. President, would have 
$14,000 worth of medical coverage. If you foliow it through, 
if you develop the scenario and you follow it a bit further, and 
it has been mentioned to us that one of the reasons why we 
have to reduce medical payments as advocated yesterday by 
the Majority, one of the reasons why we have to reduce 
medical payments is because, first of all, the gentleman from 
Delaware, Senator Loeper, said yesterday that, by and large, 
the average claim is only $2,400. Only $2,400 out of today's 
mandated $10,000 was used, or, as the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Senator Holl, said in the meeting of the Com
mittee on Banking and Insurance last week, 50 percent of the 
claims are settled in an amount of $4,800 or less. I guess you 
can state any kind of figures you want, but I am concerned 
because of what this may open up. Do we, in fact, Mr .. Presi
dent, have an amendment before us that would allow the 
unscrupulous people who, it has been mentioned, are involved 
in various medical professions? Would we then be placed in a 
position to have an individual who is in an automobile acci
dent and allows .a doctor or a hospital, or what have you, to 
ruri.' "tests on the individual that not only would take up the 
entire $10,000 worth of minimum medical coverage, if the 
person does not have $5,000 on their own, but also eat into an 
additional $4,000 that they may have purchased, or instead of 
having a ceiling today of $10,000, had we, with this amend
ment, increased the ceiling to $14,000? 

The other question that has to be answered, and I certainly 
do not know the answer, is what do we do with the third-party 
carrier? What does this do to Blue Cross and Blue Shield? 

What does this do to employee benefits? What does this do to 
the negotiated contracts out there based on a set amount of 
money for the purchase of medical coverage? How does this 
particular amendment, Mr. President, impact on those pro
posals? 

I am not going to take a position against the amendment 
because it is a step in the right direction and I am a realist. I 
know full well that if we go ahead today and if we offer the 
amendment that was defeated yesterday, it is going to be 
defeated, and probably along party lines. Current law is better 
than this amendment. However, this amendment is better 
than what is encompassed today in Senate Bill No. 1106. For 
that reason, I am going to support the amendment, not 
because it is better than what we have in current law, but 
because it is better than what today is encompassed in Senate 
Bill No. 1106. It appears that before we leave this Chamber 
this evening, Senate Bill No. 1106 will have passed this partic
ular Body and will have been sent on to the House for its con
sideration. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I desire to inter
rogate the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Greenwood. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 
Greenwood, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator GREENWOOD. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, my question is 

very basic, and that is, which $5,000 is primacy for payment 
of all of those claims which may be less than $5,000? Does the 
automobile policy remain the prime payer, the payer of first 
recourse, or does the alternate coverage of $5,000 become the 
payer of first recourse? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, the automobile 
policy is primary as set forth in a different section of this bill 
and in a different section of law. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, therefore, your 
amendment would not change that in any way? 

Senator GREENWOOD. It would not, Mr. President. 
Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate the 

gentleman from Bucks, Senator Greenwood. 
The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 

Greenwood, permit himself to be interrogated? 
Senator GREENWOOD. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, as I heard the dialogue 

between the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Greenwood, and 
the gentleman from Lackawanna, Senator Mellow, I think, if 
I heard correctly, at different times Senator Greenwood said 
the real question is whether you have insurance or do not have 
insurance. On another comment he said that in most instances 
with alternative insurance where specific procedures are 
covered, the collective limitations are likely to be in the 
vicinity of $100,000 or $200,000. By the way, I happen to 
agree with both of those comments. But, with those in mind 
and as a point of reference, the question is basically one of 
intellectual curiosity. If, in fact, those are the cases, then why 
require in the instance where someone has alternative insur
ance that they buy any first-party medical insurance? The pro
posed amendment now requires that one buy $5,000, and the 



960 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-SENATE JUNE 29, 

question simply is, if you have alternative insurance and it 
meets the dimensions as expressed by the gentleman, why 
should we require that there then be any medical insurance 
coverage under the automobile policy? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, I am always 
pleased to satisfy the keen intellectual curiosity of my col
league from Bucks County, Senator Lewis. We struck a deal. 
Obviously, I think we are all sensitive to the fact that there is a 
long-standing tug of war between health insurers and automo
bile. insurers with regard to first-party payments. That spills 
out into all of the purchasers of group health insurance to 
take automobile insurance down to zero, which I am sure 
would create great resistance from the Blues and from the 
other health care providers and from the Chamber of Com
merce and small industry, small business that buys those poli
cies. I think this is a reasonable compromise between the posi
tions of this caucus and your caucus. I think it gives us an 
opportunity to do something for our consumers that they will 
appreciate. We are going to save them money. We are going 
to please the hospitals and the physicians who provide this 
care and fear the likelihood of uncompensated care. This is 
not opposed by the Insurance Federation and it is not opposed 
by the trial lawyers. I submit that this is probably the first 
time we can have a "win-win" vote on the floor on this issue 
this week. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman. I 
concur with the reality that has been the premise for the 
amendment and I support it. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, I desire to interrogate 
the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Greenwood. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 
Greenwood, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator GREENWOOD. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator PECORA. Mr. President, is the intent of this 

amendment to lower costs for the most needy? 
Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, the intent of this 

amendment is to lower costs for those motorists who can 
afford to be motorists, that is if they can afford to buy cars, 
gasoline, insurance and parts. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, maybe I must be more 
specific. There are certain people with low income jobs that 
can afford to buy automobiles and vehicles in which to travel. 
Does this help those who have.difficulty paying for insurance 
because of their low income and low wages or minimum 
wages? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, all of those low 
income individuals who are eligible for medical assistance will 
be helped by this because they will not have to buy the more 
expensive $10,000 coverage. All of those low income individ
uals for whom their employer provides insurance will be 
assisted because they will be able to buy the smaller purchase 
at the lower rate. If an individual, as a result of a low paying 
job that does not provide medical benefits, does not have any 
health insurance benefits, then that individual will, yes, have 
to pay, under this amendment, $10, $15 or $20 more than 
would otherwise be the case. My view is that society should 

require that of that individual because that individual is going 
to expect society one way or another to pay for his serious 
medical costs. 

Senator PECORA. Then, Mr. President, ifl hear correctly, 
if the persons do not have a job or have the medical costs, 
they will be forced to pay for the $10,000 rate of medical ben
efits? 

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, any individual 
who is not otherwise able to insure full medical treatment up 
to $10,000 is going to have to buy the difference between 
$5,000 and $10,000, that is right. 

Senator PECORA. Mr. President, the reason I ask these 
questions is I thought we were attempting to make insurance 
available here for the most needy, the people that needed the 
most because it was difficult for them to afford. It seems that 
maybe the two figures should be reversed so the ones who 
cannot afford it could at least get the $5,000 coverage, but we 
are forcing them to pay for the higher rates. This, in my 
opinion, should have been reversed. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Bodack and Senator Jones. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Bodack and Senator Jones. The 
Chair hears no objections. The leaves will be granted. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Shumaker. His temporary Capitol leave 
will be cancelled. 

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

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

YEAS-47 

Afflerbach Furno Madigan Salvatore 
Andrezeski Greenleaf Mellow Scanlon 
Armstrong Greenwood Musto Shaffer 
Baker Hess O'Pake Shumaker 
Bel an Holl Peterson Stapleton 
Bell Hopper Porterfield Stewart 
Bodack Jubelirer Punt Stout 
Brightbill Lemmond Rego Ii Tilghman 
Corman Lewis Reibman Wenger 
Dawida Lincoln Rhoades Williams 
Fattah Loeper Rocks Wilt 
Fisher Lynch Ross 

NAYS-2 

Jones Pecora 

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

The PRESIDENT. Senate Bill No. 1106 will go over in its 
order, as amended. 

BB 121 CALLED UP 

BB 121 (Pr. No. 2074) - Without objection, the bill, 
which previously went over in its order temporarily, was 
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called up, from page 10 of the Third Consideration Calendar, 
by Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

HB 121 (Pr. No. 2074) The Senate proceeded to consid-
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, further providing for the securing of loads on 
vehicles hauling garbage. 

Considered the third time, 

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

SALVATORE AMENDMENT 

Senator SALVA TORE, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following amendment No. A2635: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes,": 
providing for proof of insurance; and 

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 5 and 6: 

Section 1. Sections 1305 and 1306 of Title 75 of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes are amended to read: 
§ 1305. Application for registration. 

(a) General rule.-Application for the registration of a 
vehicle shall be made to the department upon the appropriate 
form or forms furnished by the department. The application shall 
contain the full name and address of the owner or owners; the 
make, model, year and vehicle identification number of the 
vehicle; and such other information as the department may 
require. Applicants for registration of a truck, truck tractor, 
trailer or bus shall provide the vehicle's Gross Vehicle Weight 
Rating (GVWR), or the Gross Combination Weight Rating 
(GCWR}, as applicable. If the manufacturer's ratings are not 
available, the applicant shall provide sufficient information as to 
the horsepower, braking capacity and such other data as neces
sary for the department to determine an equivalent measure of 
the vehicle's hauling ·and stopping capability. If the applicant 
wishes to register a vehicle at a registered gross weight less than 
the gross vehicle weight rating, the application shall include infor
mation as to weight, load and any other such information as the 
department may require. The application shall be accompanied 
by self-certification of financial responsibility and the applicable 
fee. 

(b) Evidence of P.U.C. approval for buses and taxis.
Before registering any bus or taxi which is required under the laws 
of this Commonwealth to obtain a certificate of public conven
ience from the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, the 
department shall require evidence that the certificate has been 
issued and has not been revoked or has not expired. 

(c) Designation of lessee as registrant.-The owner as lessor 
may designate the lessee as the registrant of the vehicle and the 
name and address of the lessee may be substituted on the registra
tion card for the address of the lessor. The department shall des
ignate the relationship upon the card in a manner it deems appro
priate. This subsection is applicable only for the period during 
which the lease remains in effect. 

(d) Proof of insurance.-In addition to the other require
ments to registration, the applicant shall file a proof of insurance 
which shall include: 

(l) The complete name, address and telephone number 
of the applicant. 

(2) The name of the insurance company which is insuring 
the subject vehicle. 

(3) The policy number, effective date and expiration 
date of the policy of insurance insuring the vehicle. 

(4) The amount of premium paid. 
(5) The agent or broker's complete name, address and 

telephone number who sold or delivered the policy of insur
ance insuring the vehicle. 

This proof of insurance shall be notarized or acknowledged by a 
person authorized by make acknowledgments. 
§ 1306. Grounds for refusing registration. 

The department shall refuse registration or renewal or trans
fer of registration when any of the following circumstances exists: 

(1) The applicant is not entitled to registration under 
the provisions of this chapter. 

(2) The applicant has at registration or titling neglected 
or refused to furnish the department with the information 
required on the appropriate official form, or any reasonable 
additional information required by the department. 

(3) The department has reasonable grounds to believe 
that the application contains false or fraudulent information, 
or that the vehicle is stolen, which fact the department shall 
ascertain by reference to the stolen vehicle file required to be 
maintained under section 7114 (relating to records of stolen 
vehicles), or that the granting of registration would constitute 
a fraud against the rightful owner or other person having a 
valid lien upon the vehicle. 

(4) The fees required by law have not been paid. 
(5) The vehicle is not constructed or equipped as 

required by this title. 
(6) The registration of the vehicle stands suspended for 

any reason as provided for in this title. 
(7) A proof of insurance, as required under section 

1305(d) (relating to proof of insurance) is not filed with the 
registration application. 

Amend Sec. l, page 1, line 6, by striking out "l" and inserting: 
2 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 6 and 7, by striking out "of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes" 

3 
Amend Sec. 2, page 3, Iine 9, by striking out "2" and inserting: 

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

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

amended? 

FATTAH AMENDMENT 

Senator FATTAH, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendment No. A2661: 

Amend Amendments, page 22, by inserting between lines 28 
and29: 

99.8. Insurance in first class cities. 
e first class, the Insurance De artment ma rant 

the exc us1ve t to a rivate insurance com an and its chosen 
subcontracting surance companies, selected from competitive 
bidding approved by the Banking and Insurance Committee of 
the Senate and the Insurance Committee of the House of Repre
sentatives, to sell automobile insurance containing cost-contain
ment provisions to the residents of the city for a five-year period, 
after which the right shall be subject to rebidding. 

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

Senator FATTAH. Mr. President, this is a slight change in 
the am~ndment that was offered yesterday, and I assume we 
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will not have a long debate because I know many of us want to 
leave soon. We did make some changes after the discussion 
with my colleagues. One is that the plan in Philadelphia would 
be approved by both the House and Senate Committees on 
Insurance before it would operate. 

Secondly, the Insurance Department itself would be the 
granting authority for the competitive bid process. Any 
company that would win the bid for the exclusive right to 
offer automobile insurance policies in Philadelphia would 
have the ability to subcontract and also to implement various 
cost containment mechanisms. With those changes, I would 
like to offer a very similar amendment to that which we 
debated and discussed last night. 

Senator ROCKS. Mr. President, I would like to commend 
my colleague from Philadelphia, Senator Fattah, and put 
accent on the word "slight" changes, but encourage him that 
we are definitely going in the right direction on an innovative 
idea that I think will require some more examination and to 
which I am committed to him to further explore, just not 
now. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, as the maker of the 
amendment indicated, there is a new twist from last night, and 
that is rather than giving the City of Philadelphia the power to 
select a carrier to provide insurance for that jurisdiction or 
that county, it vests that power with the Insurance Commis
sioner. Mr. President, I believe there is no reason, by granting 
an insurance company exclusive rights to sell insurance in one 
county, particularly that of Philadelphia County, that it is 
going to make auto insurance for those residents of that city 
more affordable or more available than presently may be the 
case. The amendment, I believe, is completely counter to the 
concept of competition in the marketplace, which essentially 
helps to make competitive rates and to hold the rates down, 
therefore making insurance not only more affordable but 
more available to those who need it. I believe there is no evi
dence that has been offered or examples provided to show 
that granting exclusive rights to one company to write totally 
in a single jurisdiction is going to have any impact on the 
insurance problem that currently exists in that city. In fact, 
Mr. President, the amendment, I believe, would establish, 
basically, an artificial territory which is that county in itself 
and could actually drive up rates in areas that would be adja
cent to that county and is likely to draw little support from 
insurance companies which could be expected to look unfa
vorably on the prospect of having exclusive rights to the 
highest risk area with those drivers in the entire Common
wealth. Therefore, Mr. President, I am not certain this 
amendment will go forth to help solve the insurance crisis in 
that particular city, nor be of benefit not only to the neighbor
ing residents of the city, but, more importantly, to all resi
dents across Pennsylvania. Therefore, I would oppose the 
amendment. 

Senator DA WIDA. Mr. President, I applaud the bold, cap
italistic stroke that the gentleman from Philadelphia has sug
gested, understanding that yesterday we all made it very clear 
to the Philadelphians that we did not want to do anything at 

all to subsidize their rates. Here is an idea, using the very heart 
of capitalism and the free enterprise system, which would say, 
come on, give us the best deal you can make and you might 
make a fortune. If a company does not want to do it, then we 
do not have a problem with this amendment because it just 
will not happen. If the committees do not agree with it, then 
we do not have a problem. I say this is the one bold stroke that 
has been missing in all of this debate concerning insurance 
and we ought to all support it, those who live in Philadelphia 
because it will be a creative new idea, and those of us from the 
rest of the state who do not want to have to settle the Philadel
phia problem with our own ratepayers subsidizing it. I urge a 
"yes" vote. 

Senator F ATT AH. Mr. President, let me thank my col
league, the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Rocks, who 
indicated that he finds the idea intriguing and one he is com
mitted to help work through if we are not successful this 
evening, and I appreciate that offer. I would just say that he 
said, "just not now." In my district, at least in Philadelphia, 
the people who are paying excessive rates for auto insurance 
cannot think of a better time than now for us to do something 
about it. That is why I offer this amendment now, and I 
would hope that it could be considered favorably. The Major
ity Leader has indicated he does not think it is going to lower 
rates. I think it will. We have an honest disagreement on that 
issue. However, I live in the City of Philadelphia and he does 
not, and maybe he would give me the benefit of the doubt and 
could find his way clear to support this concept. We have 
monopolies in other situations. If you want to buy some wine 
in the City of Philadelphia, you have to go to a State Store. If 
you want to have cable in my neighborhood, there is only one 
cable franchise that you can go and do business with. If you 
want to have electric, you have to go to the Philadelphia Elec
tric Company. If you want to have gas, you have to go to the 
Philadelphia Gas Works. If you want to have water, you go to 
the Philadelphia Water Department. We have had limited 
choices before where we understood that the private market
place could not work and would not work in the most efficient 
manner and where we recognize a public necessity. It is abso
lutely necessary that the public be insured and that we have 
insured motorists. We hear complaints all the time about 
uninsured motorists in the city. We know about the excessive . 
rates. We also, many of us, recognize there are economies of 
scale that can be had in a situation like this. I have had discus
sions today with representatives from the Insurance Federa
tion and from the trial lawyers. There is no organization that 
is opposing this amendment. In addition to that I have had 
discussions with at least one major insurance company in the 

. City of Philadelphia, with some of the changes we have made 
here, like the subcontracting, being their recommendation. I 
would ask, on that note, that my colleagues give this favor
able consideration. 

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I rise to support the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Senator Fattah. For years in this Chamber and all over the 
Commonwealth we have heard people say as we have dis-
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cussed unique problems encountered by residents of the City 
of Philadelphia, why don't you find a way to help yourself? If 
you would do something to try to solve the special problem in 
the City of Philadelphia, then maybe all the rest of us could 
find a way to go the extra step to lend a hand. That is the 
approach which is being offered to us by Senator Fattah. In 
fact, it is bold. It is dynamic. I think it is creative and innova
tive. It is the kind of new thinking that we need, not only with 
regard to some of the special issues in the City of Philadel
phia, but most particularly with regard to the problems of 
solving the auto insurance rate dilemma. None of the old solu
tions have worked. We have to be bold, we have to be imagi
native and be willing to try to take dynamic new approaches. 
That is what Senator Fattah is recommending to us. I think if 
we are creative enough to understand and to recognize the 
opportunity that is in front of us, then all of us may find an 
unexpected solution for the rate problems for our constituents 
in all of our districts throughout this state, because we may 
well have finally been supportive of a proposal that will do 
more for the unique difficulties in the city than anything else 
that has ever been offered in this Chamber. I would encourage 
a positive vote. 

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

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

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

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

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

Andrezeski Lewis 
Bel an Lincoln 
Bodack Lynch 
Dawida Mellow 
Fattah Musto 
Jones 

Afflerbach Greenleaf 
Armstrong Greenwood 
Baker Hess 
Bell Holl 
Brightbill Hopper 
Corman Jubelirer 
Fisher Lemmond 

YEAS-21 

O'Pake 
Pecora 
Porterfield 
Regoli 
Reibman 

NAYS-27 

Loeper 
Madigan 
Peterson 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Rocks 
Ross 

Scanlon 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Williams 

Salvatore 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Tilghman 
Wenger 
Wilt 

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

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

amended? 

CORMAN AMENDMENT 

Senator CORMAN, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendment No. A2424: 

Amend Title, page I, line 2, by striking out "further" 
Amend Title, page I, line 3, by removing the period after 

"garbage" and inserting: , for transporting foodstuffs in vehicles 
used to transport waste and for penalties. 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 8 and 9: 

Section 2. Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 
§ 4909. Transporting foodstuffs in vehicles used to transport 

waste. 
(a) Offensedefined.-A person commits a summary offense 

if he transports any food product or produce intended for human 
consumption, in a vehicle which has been used to transport any 
municipal, residual or hazardous waste. 

(b) Vehicle forfeiture.-Any vehicle or conveyance used in 
the commission of an offense under this section shall be deemed 
contraband and forfeited to the Department of Environmental 
Resources. The provisions of law relating to the seizure, summary 
and judicial forfeiture, and condemnation of intoxicating liquor 
shall apply to seizures and forfeitures under this section. Pro
ceeds from the sale of forfeited vehicles or conveyances shall be 
deposited in the Solid Waste Abatement Fund. 

(c) Responsibility for cost.-The operator of any vehicle or 
conveyance forfeited under subsection (b) shall be responsible for 
any costs incurred in properly disposing of waste in the vehicle or 
conveyance. 

(d) Department of Environmental Resources.-The Depart
ment of Environmental Resources shall promulgate regulations 
necessary for the enforcement of this section. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 9, by striking out "2" and inserting: 
3 

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

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, this amendment does 
not involve insurance debates that we are currently having. 
This amendment, however, would possibly deal with a differ
ent kind of insurance, an insurance that we would not have 
our food that we consume contaminated by waste products 
that are hauled in vehicles across the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania. It has been recently revealed in the Centre Daily 
Times after some investigative reporting on their part and 
then later carried by other newspapers, that much of the 
hauling of waste across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
is being done in trucks that on one direction of their hauling 
they have hauled food products, and on the other return haul, 
they are hauling waste to various landfills in Pennsylvania and 
other states. This amendment would make that a summary 
offense for anyone who transports any food product pro
duced and intended for human consumption in a vehicle that 
has been used to transport any municipal, residential or haz
ardous waste. The forfeiture of their vehicle or any convey
ance used in the commission of this offense would be the 
penalty for violating this statute. 

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

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

amended? 
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GREENWOOD AMENDMENT 

Senator GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following amendment No. Al989: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes,": 
further providing for the inspection of newJy purchased vehicles; 
and 

Amend Bill, page l, by inserting between lines 5 and 6: 

Section I. Section 4703(d) of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
§ 4703. Operation of vehicle without official certificate of 

inspection. 
••• 
(d) Newly-purchased vehicles.-Newly-purchased vehicles 

may be driven without a current inspection certificate for [five] 
ten days after sale or resale or entry into this Commonwealth, 
whichever occurs later. 

••• 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 6, by striking out "1" and insert

ing: 2 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 6 and 7, by striking out "of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes'' 
Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 9, by striking out all of said line 

and inserting: 

Section 3. This act shall take effect as follows: 
(1) Section I (section 4703(d)) shall take effect in 60 

days. 
(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect immedi-

ately. 

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

Senator GREENWOOD. Mr. President, this is a Vehicle 
Code amendment that is agreed to. It simply stretches from 
five to ten days the time period for which a newly-purchased. 
vehicle may be driven without a current inspection certificate 
after sale or reentry into the Commonwealth, whichever 
occurs later. 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Hopper. His temporary Capitol leave will 
be cancelled. 

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

amended? 

LOEPER AMENDMENT 

Senator LOEPER, by unanimous consent, offered the fol
lowing amendment No. A2645: 

Amend Title, page I, lines I through 3, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting: 
Amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 42 (Judiciary and 

Judicial Procedure) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for corrupt organi
zations; providing for insurance fraud; providing for certifi
cation of pleadings, motions and other papers; providing for 
special damages; further providing for chemical testing to 

determine. amount of alcohol or controlled substances; pro
viding for suspension of drivers' licenses for driving under the 
influence of alcohol; further providing for financial responsi
bility and insurance related to motor vehicles; further provid
ing for reinstatement of operating privileges or vehicle regis
tration; further providing for driving under the influence of 
alcohol or controlled substances, for issuance of inspection 
certificates and for administrative duties of the Department of 
Transportation; further providing for securing loads in 
vehicles; conferring powers and duties on the Insurance 
Department and the Department of Transportation; and 
making repeals. 

Amend Bill, page l, lines 6 and 7, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting: 

Section I. Section 911(h) of Title 18 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
§ 911. Corrupt organizations. 

• •• 
(h) Definitions.-As used in this section: 

(I) "Racketeering activity" means: 
(i) any act which is indictable under any of the fol-

lowing provisions of this title: 
Chapter 25 (relating to criminal homicide) 
Section 2706 (relating to terroristic threats) 
Chapter 29 (relating to kidnapping) 
Chapter 33 (relating to arson, etc.) 
Chapter 37 (relating to robbery) 
Chapter 39 (relating to theft and related 

offenses) 
Section 4108 (relating to commercial bribery 

and breach of duty to act disinterestedly) 
Section 4109 (relating to rigging publicly exhib

ited contest) 
Section 4117 (relating to insurance fraud) 
Chapter 47 (relating to bribery and corrupt 

influence) 
Chapter 49 (relating to perjury and other falsi

fication in official matters) 
Section 5512 through 5514 (relating to 

gambling) 
Chapter 59 (relating to public indecency) 

(ii) any offense indictable under section 13 of the 
act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, No.64), known as [")The 
Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic 
Act[") (relating to the sale and dispensing of narcotic 
drugs); 

(iii) any conspiracy to commit any of the offenses 
set forth in subparagraphs (i) and (ii) of this paragraph; 
or 

(iv) the collection of any money or other property 
in full or partial satisfaction of a debt which arose as the 
result of the lending of money or other property at a rate 
of interest exceeding 250'/o per annum or the equivalent 
rate for a longer or shorter period, where not otherwise 
authorized by law. 

Any act which otherwise would be considered racketeering 
activity by reason of the application of this paragraph, shall 
not be excluded from its application solely because the opera
tive acts took place outside the jurisdiction of this Common
wealth, if such acts would have been in violation of the law of 
the jurisdiction in which they occurred. 

(2) "Person" means any individual or entity capable of 
holding a legal or beneficial interest in property. 

(3) "Enterprise" means any individual, partnership, 
corporation, association or other legal entity, and any union 
or group of individuals associated in fact although not a legal 
entity, engaged in commerce. 
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(4) "Pattern of racketeering activity" refers to a course 
of conduct requiring two or more acts of racketeering activity 
one of which occurred after the effective date of this section. 

(5) "Racketeering investigator" means an attorney, 
investigator or investigative body so designated in writing by 
the Attorney General and charged with the duty of enforcing 
or carrying into effect the provisions of this section. 

(6) "Racketeering investigation" means any inquiry 
conducted by any racketeering investigator for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether any person has been involved in any vio
lation of this section or of any order, judgment, or decree of 
any court duly entered in any case or proceeding arising under 
this section. 

(7) "Documentary material" means any book, paper, 
record, recording, tape, report, memorandum, written com
munication, or other document relating to the business affairs 
of any person or enterprise. 
Section 2. Title 18 is amended by adding a section to read: 

§ 4117. Insurance fraud. 
(a) Offense defined.-A person commits an offense if he 

does any of the following: 
(1) Knowingly and with the intent to defraud any 

insurer presents or causes to be presented to any insurer any 
written or oral statement forming a part of, or in support of, 
an automobile insurance claim that contains any false, incom
plete or misleading information concerning any fact or thing 
material to the insurance claim. 

(2) Knowingly and with the intent to defraud any 
insurer assists, abets, solicits or conspires with another to 
prepare or make any written or oral statement that is intended 
to be presented to any insurer in connection with, or in 
support of, any automobile insurance claim that contains any 
false, incomplete or misleading information concerning any 
fact or thing material to the insurance claim. 

(3) Engages in unlicensed agent or broker activity as 
defined by the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.789, No.285), known 
as The Insurance Department Act of one thousand nine 
hundred and twenty-one, knowingly and with the intent to 
defraud an insurer or the public. 

(4) Knowingly_benefits, directly or indirectly, from the 
proceeds derived from a violation of this section due to the 
assistance, conspiracy or urging of any person. 

(5) Is the owner, administrator or employee of any 
health care facility, and knowingly allows the use of such 
facility by any person in furtherance of a scheme or conspir
acy to violate any of the provisions of this section. 

(6) Solicits, offers, pays or receives a kickback or bribe 
in connection with the furnishing of goods or services for 
which payment is or may be made in whole or in part by an 
insurer, or receives a rebate of a fee or charge for referring an 
individual to another person for the furnishing of benefits. 

(7) Borrows or uses another person's insurance identifi
cation or permits his insurance identification to be used by 
another, knowingly and with intent to present a fraudulent 
claim for reimbursement to an insurer. 
(b) Electronic claims submission.-If a claim for a benefit is 

made by means of computer billing tapes or other electronic 
means, it shall be a rebuttable presumption that the person know
ingly made the claim if the person has advised the insurer in 
writing that claims for benefits will be submitted by use of com
puter billing tapes or other electronic means. 

(c) Grading.-An offense under this section is a felony of 
the third degree. 

(d) Restitution.-The court shall, in addition to any other 
sentence authorized by law, sentence a person convicted of violat
ing this section to make restitution under section 1106 (relating to 
restitution for injuries to person or property). 

(e) Immunity.-An insurer, and any agent, servant or 
employee acting in the course and scope of his employment, shall 
be immune from civil or criminal liability arising from the supply 
or release of written or oral information to any entity duly autho
rized to receive such information by Federal or State law, or by 
Insurance Department regulations, only if both of the following 
conditions exist: 

(1) the information is supplied to the agency in connec
tion with an allegation of fraudulent conduct on the part of 
any person relating to the filing or maintenance of an insur
ance claim or bodily injury or property damage; and 

(2) the insurer, agent, servant or employee has probable 
cause to believe that the information supplied is reasonably 
related to the allegation of fraud. 
(Q Civil action.-An insurer damaged as a result of a viola

tion of this section may sue therefor in any court of competent 
jurisdiction to recover compensatory damages, which may 
include reasonable investigation expenses, costs of suit and attor
ney fees. A successful claimant shall recover treble damages if the 
court determines that the defendant has engaged in a pattern of 
violating this section. 

(g) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
subsection: 

"Insurance application." A document submitted by a pro
spective insured which requests insurance coverage and which 
provides information requested by an insurer to evaluate the risk. 

"Insurance claim." A claim for payment or other benefit 
pursuant to an insurance policy. 

"Insurance policy." A document setting forth the terms and 
conditions of a contract of insurance. 

"Insurer." A company, association or exchange defined by 
section 101 of the act of May 17, 1921 (P .L.682, No.284), known 
as The Insurance Company Law of 1921; an unincorporated 
association of underwriting members; a hospital plan corpora
tion; a professional health services plan corporation; a health 
maintenance organization; a fraternal benefit society; and a 
health insured health care entity under the act of October 15, 
1975 (P.L.390, No.111), known as the Health Care Services Mal
practice Act. 

"Person." An individual, corporation, partnership, associ
ation, joint-stock company, trust or unincorporated organiza
tion. 
--"Statement." Any oral or written presentation or other evi
dence of loss, injury or expense, including, but not limited to, any 
notice, statement, proof of loss, bill of lading, receipt for 
payment, invoice, account, estimate of property damages, bill for 
services, diagnosis, prescription, hospital or doctor records, X
ray, test result or computer-generated documents. 

Section 3. Chapter 83 of Title 42 is amended by adding a 
section and a subchapter to read: 
§ 8355. Certification of pleadings, motions and other papers. 

Every pleading, motion and other paper of a party repre
sented by an attorney shall be signed by at least one attorney of 
record in his individual name and his address shall be stated. A 
party who is not represented by an attorney shall sign his plead
ing, motion or other paper and state his address. Except when 
otherwise specifically provided by rule or statute, pleadings need 
not be verified or accompanied by affidavit. The signature of an 
attorney or party constitutes a certification by him that he has 
read the pleading, motion or other paper; that, to the best of his 
knowledge, information and belief, it is well grounded in fact and 
is warranted by existing law or a good-faith argument for the 
extension, modification or reversal of existing law; and that it is 
not interposed for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to 
cause unnecessary delay or increase in the cost of litigation. If a 
pleading, motion or other paper is not signed, it shall be stricken 
unless it is signed promptly after the omission is called to the 
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attention of the pleader or movant. If a pleading, motion or other 
paper is signed in violation of this section, the court, upon 
motion or upon its own initiative, shall impose upon the person 
who signed it, a represented party, or both, an appropriate sanc
tion, which may include an order to pay to the other party or 
parties the amount of reasonable expenses incurred because of 
the filing of the pleading, motion or other paper, including a rea
sonable attorney fee. This section is in addition to and shall not 
be construed to limit any other remedies or sanctions provided by 
law. 

Sec. 

SUBCHAPTER G 
SPECIAL DAMAGES 

8371. Actions on insurance policies. 
§ 8371. Actions on insurance policies. 

In an action arising under an insurance policy, if the court 
finds that the insurer has acted in bad faith toward the insured, 
the court may take all of the following actions: 

(1) Award interest on the amount of the claim from the 
date the claim was made by the insured in an amount equal to 
the prime rate of interest plus 30Jo. 

(2) Award punitive damages against the insurer. 
(3) Assess court costs and attorney fees against the 

insurer. 
Section 4. Section 1547(d)(2) and (3) of Title 75 are amended 

to read: 
§ 1547. Chemical testing to determine amount of alcohol or 

controlled substance. 
••• 
(d) Presumptions from amount of alcohol.-If chemical 

testing of a person's breath, blood or urine shows: 
••• 
(2) That the amount of alcohol by weight in the blood 

of the person tested is in excess of 0.050Jo but less than 
[O.lOOJo] 0.080Jo, this fact shall not give rise to any presump
tion that the person tested was or was not under the influence 
of alcohol, but this fact may be considered with other compe
tent evidence in determining whether the person was or was 
not under the influence of alcohol. 

(3) That the amount of alcohol by weight in the blood 
of the person tested is [O.lOOJo] 0.080Jo or more, this fact may 
be introduced into evidence if the person is charged with vio
lating section 3731. 
••• 
Section 5. Chapter 15 of Title 75 is amended by adding a 

subchapter to read: 
CHAPTER 15 

LICENSING OF DRIVERS 

Sec. 
1581. Definitions. 

• • • 
SUBCHAPTER D 

DUI SUSPENSIONS 

1582. Suspension on administrative determination. 
1583. Report by law enforcement officers. 
1584. Notice of suspension. 
1585. Notice of suspension served by enforcement officer. 
1586. Period of suspension. 
1587. Restoration of license. 
1588. Administrative review. 
1589. Hearing. 
§ 1581. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this subchap
ter shall have the meanings given to them in this section unless the 
context clearly indicates otherwise: 

''Administrative review.'' A determination of license sus
pension by the department based on the documents supplied by 
the arresting officer and the arrested person. 

§ 1582. Suspension on administrative determination. 
(a) General rule.-The department shall suspend the license 

of any person upon its determination that the person drove or 
was in actual physical control of a motor vehicle while the 
amount of alcohol by weight in the blood of that person was 
0.080Jo or more. 

(b) Determination.-The department shall make an admin
istrative determination of these facts on the basis of the report of 
a law enforcement officer required in section 1583 (relating to 
report by law enforcement officer), and this determination shall 
be final unless an administrative review is requested under section 
1588 (relating to administrative review) or a hearing is held under 
section 1589 (relating to hearing). 

(c) Criminal charges.-The determination of these facts by 
the department is independent of the determination of the same 
or similar facts in the adjudication of any criminal charges arising 
out of the same occurrence. The disposition of those criminal 
charges shall not affect any administrative suspension under this 
section. 
§ 1583. Report by law enforcement officers. 

(a) Content.-A law enforcement officer who arrests any 
person for a violation of section 3731 (relating to driving under 
influence of alcohol or controlled substance) shall immediately 
forward to the department a sworn report of all information rele
vant to the enforcement action, including information which ade
quately identifies the arrested person, a statement of the officer's 
grounds for belief that the person violated section 3731, a report 
of the results of any chemical tests which were conducted, a copy 
of the citation and complaint filed with the court and the individ
ual's operator's license. 

(b) Forms.-The report required by this section shall be 
made on forms supplied by the department or in a manner speci
fied by regulations of the department. 
§ 1584. Notice of suspension. 

(a) Issuance.-Upon receipt of the report of the law 
enforcement officer, the department shall make the determina
tion described in section 1582 (relating to suspension on adminis
trative determination). If the department determines that the 
person is subject to license suspension and if notice of suspension 
has not already been served upon the person by the enforcement 
officer as required in section 1585 (relating to notice of suspen
sion served by enforcement officer), the department shall issue a 
notice of suspension. 

(b) Address and receipt of notice.-The notice of suspen
sion shall be mailed by the department to the person at the last 
known address shown on the department's records, and to the 
address provided by the enforcement officer's report if that 
address differs from the address of record. The notice is deemed 
received three days after mailing. 

(c) Content.-
(1) The notice of suspension shall clearly specify the 

reason and statutory grounds for the administrative suspen
sion, the effective date of the suspension, the right of the 
person to request an administrative review and a hearing, the 
procedure for requesting an administrative review and a 
hearing, and the date by which a request for an administrative 
review must be made in order to receive a determination prior 
to the effective date of the suspension. 

(2) If the department determines that the person is not 
subject to license suspension, the department shall notify the 
person of its determination and shall rescind any order of sus
pension served upon the person by the enforcement officer. 

§ 1585. Notice of suspension served by enforcement officer. 
(a) Personal service.-Whenever the chemical test results 

for a person who is being charged with a violation of section 3731 
(relating to driving under influence of alcohol or controlled sub
stance) show an alcohol concentration of 0.080Jo or more, the 
officer, acting on behalf of the department, shall serve the notice 
of suspension personally on the arrested person. 
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(b) Possession oflicense.-
(1) When the law enforcement officer serves the notice 

of suspension, the officer shall take possession of any driver's 
license issued by the Commonwealth which is held by the 
person. When the officer takes possession of a valid driver's 
license issued by the Commonwealth, the officer, acting on 
behalf of the department, shall issue a temporary permit 
which is valid for 15 days after its date of issuance and shall 
provide notice of an identification card made available by the 
department. 

(2) A copy of the completed notice of suspension form, 
a copy of any completed temporary permit form and any 
driver's license taken into possession under this section shall 
be forwarded immediately to the department by the officer. 
(c) Forms.-The department shall provide forms for notice 

of suspension and identification cards and temporary permits to 
law enforcement agencies. 
§ 1586. Period of suspension. 

(a) General rule.-The license suspension shall become 
effective 15 days after the subject person has received the notice 
of suspension as provided in section 1585 (relating to notice of 
suspension served by enforcement officer) or is deemed to have 
received the notice of suspension by mail as provided in section 
1584 (relating to notice of suspension). 

(b) Period.-The period of license suspension under this 
section shall be as follows: 

(1) The period shall be three months if the person's 
driving record shows no prior alcohol-related or drug-related 
enforcement contacts during the immediately preceding five 
years. 

(2) The period shall be one year if the person's driving 
record shows one or more prior alcohol-related or drug
related enforcement contacts during the immediately preced-
ing five years. · 
(c) Concurrent suspensions.-Where a license is suspended 

under this section and the person is also convicted on criminal 
charges arising out of the same occurrence for a violation of 
section 3731 (relating to driving under influence of alcohol or 
controlled substance) or 3735 (relating to homicide by vehicle 
while driving under influence), both the suspension under this 
section and the revocation or suspension under section 1532 
(relating to revocation or suspension of operating privilege) shall 
be imposed, but the periods of revocation or suspension shall run 
concurrently and the total period of suspension shall not exceed 
the longer of the two revocation or suspension periods. 

(d) Definition.-For purposes of this section, "alcohol
related or drug-related enforcement contacts" shall include any 
administrative suspension under this title, any suspension or 
revocation entered in this or any other state for a refusal to 
submit to chemical testing under an implied consent law and any 
conviction in this or any other state for a violation which involves 
driving a vehicle while having an unlawful alcohol concentration, 
or while under the influence of alcohol or drugs or alcohol and 
drugs. 
§ 1587. Restoration oflicense. 

The periods of suspension specified by section 1586 (relating 
to period of suspension) are intended to be minimum periods of 
suspension for the described conduct. No license shall be restored 
under any circumstances, and no restricted or hardship permit 
shall be issued during the suspension period. No driving privilege 
may be restored until all applicable reinstatement fees have been 
paid. 
§ 1588. Administrative review. 

(a) General rule.-Any person who has received a notice of 
suspension under this subchapter may request an administrative 
review. The request may be accompanied by a sworn statement or 
statements and any other relevant evidence which the person 
wants the department to consider in reviewing the determination 

made pursuant to section 1582 (relating to suspension on admin
istrative determination). 

(b) Evidence.-When a request for administrative review is 
made, the department shall review the determination made pursu
ant to section 1582. In the review, the department shall give con
sideration to any relevant sworn statement or other evidence 
accompanying the request for the review, and to the sworn state
ment of the law enforcement officer required by section 1583 
(relating to report by law enforcement officers). If the depart
ment determines, by the preponderance of the evidence, that the 
person drove or was in actual physical control of a motor vehicle 
while the amount of alcohol by weight in the blood of that person 
was 0.080Jo or more, the department shall sustain the order of sus
pension. If the evidence does not support such a determination, 
the department shall rescind the order of suspension. The deter
mination of the department upon administrative review is final 
unless a hearing is requested under section 1589 (relating to 
hearing). 

(c) Time.-The department shall make a determination 
upon administrative review prior to the effective date of the sus
pension order if the request for the review is received by the 
department within eight days following service of the notice of 
suspension. Where the request for administrative review is 
received by the department more than eight days following 
service of the notice of suspension, the department shall make its 
determination within seven days following the receipt of the 
request for review. 

(d) Effect of request.-A request for administrative review 
shall not stay the license suspension. If the department is unable 
to make a determination within the time limits specified in sub
section (c), it shall stay the suspension pending that determina
tion. 

(e) Forms.-The request for administrative review may be 
made by mail or in person at any office of the department. The 
department shall provide forms which the person may use to 
request an administrative review and to submit a sworn state
ment, but use of the forms is not required. 

(f) Hearing.-A person may request and be granted a 
hearing under section 1589 without first requesting administrative 
review under this section. Administrative review is not available 
after a hearing is held. 
§ 1589. Hearing. 

(a) General rule.-Any person who has received a notice of 
suspension may make a written request for a hearing. The request 
may be made on a form available at each office of the depart
ment. If the person's driver's license has not been previously sur
rendered, it shall be surrendered at the time the request for a 
hearing is made. A request for a hearing shall not stay the license 
suspension. 

(b) Notice.-The hearing shall be scheduled to be held as 
quickly as practicable within 30 days of the filing of the request 
tor a hearing. The hearing shall be held at a place designated by 
the department as close as practicable to the place where the 
arrest occurred, unless the parties agree to a different location. 
The department shall provide a written notice of the time and 
place of the hearing to the party requesting the hearing at least ten 
days prior to the scheduled hearing, unless the parties agree to 
waive this requirement. 

(c) Hearing officer .-The hearing officer shall be designated 
by the secretary. The hearing officer shall have authority to 
administer oaths and affirmations; to examine witnesses and take 
testimony; to receive relevant evidence; to issue subpoenas, take 
depositions, or cause depositions or interrogatories to be taken; 
to regulate the course and conduct of the hearing; and to make a 
final ruling on the issue. 

(d) Evidence.-The sole issue at the hearing shall be whether 
by a preponderance of the evidence the person drove or was in 
actual physical control of a motor vehicle while the amount of 
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alcohol by weight in the blood of that person was 0.08o/o or more. 
If the hearing officer finds the affirmative of this issue, the sus
pension order shall be sustained. If the hearing officer finds the 
negative of the issue, the suspension order shall be rescinded. 

(e) Decision.-The hearing shall be recorded. The decision 
of the hearing officer shall be rendered in writing, and a copy will 
be provided to the person who requested the hearing. 

(f) Failure to appear.-If the person who requested the 
hearing fails to appear without just cause, the right to a hearing 
shall be waived, and the department's determination shall be 
final. 

(g) Appeals.-An appeal from a decision of a hearing 
officer may be taken in the manner provided in Title 2 (relating to 
administrative law and procedure). Notwithstanding section 
1550(b) (relating to judicial review), no appeal under this section 
shall act as a supersedeas. 

Section 6. The definition of "insured" in section 1702 of 
Title 75 is amended and the section is amended by adding defini
tions to read: 
§ 1702. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this chapter 
shall have the meanings given to them in this section unless the 
context clearly indicates otherwise: 

••• 
"Commissioner." The Insurance Commissioner of the 

Commonwealth. 
••• 
"Insured." Any of the following: 

(I) An individual identified by name as an insured in a 
policy of.motor vehicle liability insurance. 

••• 

(2) If residing in the household of the named insured[: 
(i)], a spouse or other relative of the named 

insured[;], or 
[(ii)) - a minor in the custody of either the named 

insured or relative of the named insured, unless such 
spouse, relative or minor has been excluded from cover
age and is insured on another policy of motor vehicle lia
bility insurance. 

"Necessary medical treatment and rehabilitative services." 
Treatment, accommodations, products or services which are 
determined to be necessary by a licensed health care provider 
unless they shall have been found or determined to be unneces
sary by a State-approved Peer Review Organization (PRO). 

"Peer Review Organization" or "PRO." Any Peer Review 
Organization with which the Federal Health Care Financing 
Administration or the Commonwealth contracts for medical 
review of Medicare or medical assistance services, or any health 
care review company, approved by the commissioner, that 
engages in peer review for the purpose of determining that 
medical and rehabilitation services are medically necessary and 
economically provided. The membership of any PRO utilized in 
connection with the act shall include representation from the pro
fession whose services are subject to the review. 

••• 
Section 7. Section 1711 of Title 7 5, amended April 26, 1989 

(P.L.13, No.4), is amended to read: 
§ 1711. Required benefits. 

[An] (a) General rule.-Except as provided in subsection 
~ insurer issuing or delivering liability insurance policies 
covering any motor vehicle of the type required to be registered 
under this title, except recreational vehicles not intended for 
highway use, motorcycles, motor-driven cycles or motorized 
pedalcycles or like type vehicles, registered and operated in this 
Commonwealth, shall include coverage providing a medical 
benefit in the amount of $10,000. [an income loss benefit up to a 
monthly maximum of $1,000 up to a maximum benefit of $5,000 
and a funeral benefit in the amount of $1,500, as defined in 

section 1712 (relating to availability of benefits), with respect to 
injury arising out of the maintenance or use of a motor vehicle. 
The income loss benefit provided under this section may be 
expressly waived by the named insured provided the named 
insured has no expectation of actual income loss due to age, disa
bility or lack of employment history. At the election of the named 
insured, such policy shall also include an extraordinary medical 
benefit as described in section 1715(a)(l.l) and (d) (relating to 
availability of adequate limits)]. 

(b) Alternative mediq1l coverage option.-At the election of 
the named insured, the first party medical benefit required under 
subsection (a) may be provided in the amount of $5,000 if the 
named insured has alternate medical coverage in an amount of at 
least $5,000. The named insured must provide to the insurer 
proof of alternate medical coverages. The total premium for all 
first party coverages for an insured who purchases this level of 
coverage shall be reduced by at least 1 OOJo. 

Section 8. Section 1712 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 1712. Availability of benefits. 

An insurer issuing or delivering liability insurance policies 
covering any motor vehicle of the type required to be registered 
under this title, except recreational vehicles not intended for 
highway use, motorcycles, motor-driven cycles or motorized 
pedalcycles or like type vehicles, registered and operated in this 
C.ommonwealth, shall make available for purchase first party 
benefits and uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage with 
respect to injury arising out of the maintenance or use of a motor 
vehicle as follows: 

(I) Medical benefit.-[Coverage] Subject to the limita
tions of section 1797 (relating to customary charges for treat
ment), coverage to provide for reasonable and necessary 
medical treatment and rehabilitative services, including, but 
not limited to, hospital, dental, surgical, psychiatric, psycho
logical, osteopathic, ambulance, chiropractic, licensed physi
cal therapy, nursing services, vocational rehabilitation and 
occupational therapy, speech pathology and audiology, opto
metric services, medications, medical supplies and prosthetic 
devices, all without limitation as to time, provided that, 
within 18 months from the date of the accident causing injury, 
it is ascertainable with reasonable medical probability that 
further expenses may be incurred as a result of the injury. 
Benefits under this paragraph may include any nonmedical 
remedial care and treatment rendered in accordance with a 
recognized religious method of healing. 

(2) Income loss benefit.-Includes the following: 
(i) Eighty percent of actual loss of gross income. 
(ii) Reasonable expenses actually incurred for 

hiring a substitute to perform self-employment services 
thereby mitigating loss of gross income or for hiring 
special help thereby enabling a person to work and miti
gate loss of gross income. 

Income loss does not include loss ~f c;,xpected income for any 
period following the death of art'' individual or expenses 
incurred for services performed following the death of an 
individual. Income loss shall not commence until five working 
days have been lost after the date of the accident. The total 
premium for all first party coverages for an insured who elects 
not to purchase an income loss benefit shall be reduced by at 
least 15%. 

(3) Accidental death benefit.-A death benefit paid to 
the personal representative of the insured, should injury 
resulting from a motor vehicle accident cause death within 24 
months from the date of the accident. 

(4) Funeral benefit.-Expenses directly related to the 
funeral, burial, cremation or other form of disposition of the 
remains of a deceased individual, incurred as a result of the 
death of the individual as a result of the accident and within 
24 months from the date of the accident. The total premium 
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for all first party coverages for an insured who elects not to 
purchase a funeral benefit shall be reduced by at least 1 Ofo. 

(5) Combination benefit.-A combination of benefits 
described in paragraphs (1) through (4) as an alternative to the 
separate purchase of those benefits. 

(6) Uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage. 
(7) Extraordinary medical benefits.-Medical benefits, 

as defined in paragraph (1), which exceed $100,000. 
Section 9. Sections 1715(a) and 1722 of Title 75, amended 

April 26, 1989 (P.L.13, No.4), are amended to read: 
§ 1715. Availability of adequate limits. 

(a) General rule.-An insurer shall make available for pur
chase first party benefits and uninsured and underinsured motor
ist coverage as follows: 

(1) For medical benefits, up to at least $100,000. 
(1.1) For extraordinary medical benefits, from 

$100,000 to $1,100,000, which [may] shall be offered in 
[increments] amounts of $100,000, $"'2'5'0;"000, $500,000, 
$750,000 and $1,100,000, as limited by subsection (d). 

(2) For income loss benefits, up to at least $2,500 per 
month up to a maximum benefit of at least $50,000. 

(3) For accidental death benefits, up to at least $25,000. 
(4) For funeral benefits, $2,500. 
(5) For combination of benefits enumerated in para

graphs (1) through (4) and subject to a limit on the accidental 
death benefit of up to $25,000 and a limit on the funeral 
benefit of $2,500, up to at least ($277 ,500) $177 ,500 of bene
fits in the aggregate or benefits payable up to three years from 
the date of the accident, whichever occurs first, provided that 
nothing contained in this subsection shall be construed to 
limit, reduce, modify or change the provisions of subsection 
(d). 

(6) Uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage in 
amounts equal to or less than the motor vehicle liability insur
ance required under this chapter. 
••• 

§ 1722. Preclusion of pleading, proving and recovering 
required benefits. 

In any action for damages against a tortfeasor arising out of 
the maintenance or use of a motor vehicle, a person who is eligi
ble to receive benefits under the coverages set forth in [section 
1711 (relating to required benefits) or the coverage set forth in 
section l 715(a)(l.l) (relating to availability of adequate limits)] 
this subchapter shall be precluded from pleading, introducing 
into evidence or recovering the amount of benefits paid or 
payable under [section 1711 or 1715(a)(l.l). This preclusion 
applies only to the amount of benefits set forth in sections 1711 
and 1715(a)(l.l)) this subchapter. 

Section 10. Section 1731 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 1731. [Scope] Availability, scope and amount of coverage. 

(a) [General rule) Mandatory availability.-No motor 
vehicle liability insurance policy shall be delivered or issued for 
delivery in this Commonwealth, with respect to any motor vehicle 
registered or principally garaged in this Commonwealth, unless 
uninsured motorist and underinsured motorist coverages are 
[provided] made available therein or supplemental thereto in 
amounts equal to the bodily injury liability coverage except as 
provided in section 1734 (relating to request for lower [or higher] 
limits of coverage). Purchase of uninsured motorist and underin
sured motorist coverages is optional, provided that the total 
premium for all first party coverages for an insured who elects 
not to purchase uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage 
benefit shall be reduced by at least 350fo. 

(b) Uninsured motorist coverage.-Uninsured motorist cov
erage shall provide protection for persons who suffer injury 
arising out of the maintenance or use of a motor vehicle and are 
legally entitled to recover damages therefor from owners or oper
ators of uninsured motor vehicles. The insured may reject unin-

sured motorist coverage by signing the following written rejection 
form. 

REJECTION OF UNINSURED 
MOTORIST PROTECTION 

By signing this waiver I am rejecting uninsured motorist cov
erage under this policy, for myself and all relatives residing in my 
household. Uninsured coverage protects me and relatives living in 
my household for losses and damages suffered if injury is caused 
by the negligence of a driver who does not have any insurance to 
pay for losses and damages. I knowingly and voluntarily reject 
this coverage. 

Signature of Insured 

Date 
(c) Underinsured motorist coverage.-Underinsured motor

ist coverage shall provide protection for persons who suffer 
injury arising out of the maintenance or use of a motor vehicle 
and are legally entitled to recover damages therefor from owners 
or operators of underinsured motor vehicles. The insured may 
reject underinsured motorist coverage by signing the following 
written rejection form. 

REJECTION OF UNDERINSURED 
MOTORIST PROTECTION 

By signing this waiver I am rejecting underinsured motorist 
coverage under this policy, for myself and all relatives residing in 
my household. Underinsured coverage protects me and relatives 
living in my household for losses and damages suffered if injury 
is caused by the negligence of a driver who does not have enough 
insurance to pay for all losses and damages. I knowingly and vol
untarily reject this coverage. 

Signature of Insured 

Date 
(c.l) Form of waiver.-Insurers shall print the rejection 

forms required by subsections (b) and (c) on separate sheets in 
prominent type and location. The form must be signed by the 
named insured and dated to be valid. The signatures on the forms 
may be witnessed by an insurance agent or broker. Any rejection 
form that does not specifically comply with this section is void. If 
the insurer fails to produce a valid rejection form, uninsured or 
underinsured coverage, or both, as the case may be, under that 
policy shall be equal to the bodily injury liability limits. On poli
cies in which either uninsured or underinsured coverage has been 
rejected, the policy renewals must contain notice in prominent 
type that the policy does not provide protection against damages 
caused by uninsured or underinsured motorists. 

(d) Limitation on recovery.-A person who recovers 
damages under uninsured motorist coverage or coverages cannot 
recover damages under uninsured motorist coverage or coverages 
for the same accident. 

Section 11. Section 1732 of Title 75 is repealed. 
Section 12. Sections 1733 and 1734 of Title 75 are amended 

to read: 
§ 1733. Priority of recovery. 

(a) General rule.-Where multiple policies apply, payment 
shall be made in the following order of priority: 

(1) A policy covering a motor vehicle occupied by the 
injured person at the time of the accident. 

(2) A policy covering a motor vehicle not involved in 
the accident with respect to which the injured person is an 
insured. 
(b) Multiple sources of equal priority.-The insurer against 

whom a claim is asserted first under the priorities set forth in sub
section (a) shall process and pay the claim as if wholly responsi
ble. The insurer is thereafter entitled to recover contribution pro 
rata from any other insurer for the benefits paid and the costs of 
processing the claim. 
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§ 1734. Request for lower [or higher] limits of coverage. 
A named insured may request in writing the issuance of cover

ages under section 1731 (relating to scope and amount of cover
age) in amounts equal to or less than the limits of liability for 
bodily injury. [but in no event less than the amounts required by 
this chapter for bodily injury. If the named insured has selected 
uninsured and underinsured motorist coverage in connection with 
a policy previously issued to him by the same insurer under 
section 1731, the coverages offered need not be provided in excess 
of the limits of liability previously issued for uninsured and 
underinsured motorist coverage unless the named insured 
requests in writing higher limits of liability for those coverages.] 

Section 13. Title 75 is amended by adding sections to read: 
§ 1737. Rights to payment. 

(a) Subrogation.-In claims arising out of the maintenance 
or use of an underinsured motor vehicle, there shall be no right of 
subrogation by an insurer with respect to the payment of underin
sured motorist benefits. 

(b) Condition to payment.-No policy of insurance shall 
require, as a condition to the payment of underinsured motorist 
benefits, the prior consent of the insurer to the settlement of a 
bodily injury claim with any person. 
§ 1738. Stacking of uninsured and underinsured benefits. 

When multiple vehicles are insured under one or more poli
cies, the ,stated limit shall apply separately to each vehicle. The 
limits of coverage available under this subchapter for an insured 
shall be the sum of the limits for each insured vehicle under all 
applicable policies. 

Section 14. Section 1753 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 1753. Benefits available. 

An eligible claimant may recover medical benefits, as 
described in section 1712(1) (relating to availability of benefits), 
up to a maximum of $5,000. No income loss benefit or accidental 
death benefit shall be payable under this subchapter. [Funeral 
expenses, as described in section 1712(4), in the amount of $1,500 
shall be recoverable as an offset to the maximum amount of 
medical benefits available under this section.] 

Section 15. Section 1782 of Title 75 is amended by adding a 
subsection to read: 
§ 1782. Manner of providing proof of financial responsibility. 

••• 
(d) Financial responsibility identification cards.-Insurers 

shall provide financial responsibility identification cards to 
insureds which shall be valid only for the period for which cover
age has been paid by the insured. Financial responsibility identifi
cation cards shall disclose the period for which coverage has been 
paid by the insured and shall contain such other information as 
required by the Insurance Department. In such instance where the 
insured has financed premiums through a premium finance 
company or where the insured is on an insurer-sponsored or 
agency-sponsored payment plan, financial responsibility identifi
cation cards may be issued for periods of six months even though 
such payment by the insured may be for a period of less than six 
months. Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to require 
the immediate issuance of financial responsibility identification 
cards where an insured replaces an insured vehicle, adds a vehicle, 
or increases coverages under an existing policy for which a 
premium adjustment is required. 

Section 16. Section 1786 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 1786. [Self-certification of] Required financial responsibility. 

(a) Self-certification.-The Department of Transportation 
shall require that each motor vehicle registrant certify that the 
registrant is financially responsible at the time of registration or 
renewal thereof. The department shall refuse to register or renew 
the registration of a vehicle for failure to comply with this 
requirement or falsification of self-certification. 

(b) Consent to produce probf of financial responsibility.
Upon registering a motor vehicle or renewing a motor vehicle reg-

istration, the owner of the motor vehicle shall be deemed to have 
given consent to produce proof to the Department of Transporta
tion or a police officer that the vehicle registrant has the financial 
responsibility required by this chapter. Failure to produce proof 
of financial responsibility to a police officer upon request consti
tutes a summary offense. 

(c) Suspension of registration and operating privilege.-The 
Department of Transportation shall suspend the registration of a 
vehicle if it determines the required financial responsibility has 
not been secured as required by this chapter and may suspend the 
operating privilege of the registrant. The operating privilege shall 
not be restored until proof of financial responsibility is submit
ted, together with the restoration fee for operating privilege pro
vided by section 1960 (relating to reinstatement of operating priv
ilege or vehicle registration). Whenever the department revokes 
or suspends the registration of any vehicle under this chapter, the 
department shall not restore the registration until the vehicle 
owner furnishes proof of financial responsibility in a manner 
determined by the department and submits an application for reg
istration to the department, accompanied by the fee for restora
tion of registration provided by section 1960. 

(d) Obligations upon termination of financial responsibil
ity. 

(1) An owner of a motor vehicle who ceases to maintain 
financial responsibility on a registered vehicle shall not 
operate or permit operation of the vehicle in this Common
wealth until proof of the required financial responsibility has 
been provided to the Department of Transportation. 

(2) An insurer who has issued a contract of motor 
vehicle liability insurance, or any approved self-insurance 
entity, shall notify the department in a timely manner and in a 
method prescribed by the department's regulations. 

(3) A person who, after maintaining financial responsi
bility on the vehicle of another person, ceases to maintain 
such financial responsibility shall immediately notify the 
vehicle's owner, who shall not operate, or permit operation 
of, the vehicle in this Commonwealth. 

(4) In the case of a person who leases any motor vehicle 
from a person engaged in the business of leasing motor 
vehicles, the lessee shall sign a statement indicating that the 
required financial responsibility has been provided through 
the lessor or through the lessee's motor vehicle liability insur
ance policy coverage. The lessee shall submit the statement to 
the lessor. 
(e) Operation of a motor vehicle without required financial 

responsibility .-Any owner of a motor vehicle for which the exis
tence of financial responsibility is a requirement for its legal oper
ation shall not operate the motor vehicle or permit it to be oper
ated upon a highway of this Commonwealth without the financial 
responsibility required by this chapter and shall, upon request of 
the Department of Transportation, produce proof of financial 
responsibility on a form provided by the department. Any person 
who fails to comply with this subsection is subject to a civil 
penalty of $100 plus $100 for each month or part of a month of 
the registration period for which financial responsibility was not 
obtained. 

(f) Time limit to produce proof.-Failure of a registered 
vehicle owner to provide proof of financial responsibility in a 
form authorized by Insurance Department regulation within 15 
days of a request by the Department of Transportation for the 
proof provided for in subsection (e) shall subject the owner to an 
additional civil penalty of $200 and to a three-month revocation 
of vehicle registration. 

(g) Defenses.-
(1) No person shall be convicted of failing to produce 

proof of financial responsibility under any provision of this 
section or under section 3743 (relating to accidents involving 
damage to attended vehicle or property) or 6308 (relating to 
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investigation by police officers), if the person produces, at the 
office of the issuing authority within five days of the date of 
the violation, proof that he possessed the required financial 
responsibility at the time of the violation. 

(2) No person shall be penalized for maintaining a reg
istered motor vehicle without financial responsibility under 
subsection (c) if the registration and license plates were sur
rendered to the Department of Transportation at the time 
insurance coverage terminated or financial responsibility 
lapsed. 
(h) Lack of knowledge.-No person, other than a regis

trant, who proves that he was authorized to drive the vehicle and 
that he did not know and had no reason to believe that the 
required financial responsibility had not been provided shall be 
convicted of failing to produce proof of financial responsibility 
as required under this section. In such case, however, the regis
trant may be charged with a violation. 

Section 17. Section 1791 of Title 75, amended April 26, 1989 
(P .L.13, No.4), is amended to read: 
§ 1791. Notice of available benefits and limits. 

It shall be presumed that the insured has been advised of the 
benefits and limits available under this chapter provided the fol
lowing notice in bold print of at least ten-point type is given to the 
applicant at the time of application for original coverage [or at 
the time of the first renewal after October 1, 1984], and no other 
notice or rejection shall be required: 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
Insurance companies operating in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania are required by law to make available for 
purchase the following benefits for you, your spouse or 
other relatives or minors in your custody or in the 
custody of your relatives, residing in your household, 
occupants of your motor vehicle or persons struck by 
your motor vehicle: 

(1) Medical benefits, up to at least $100,000. 
(1.1) Extraordinary medical benefits, from 

$100,000 to $1,100,000 which [may] shall be offered in 
[increments] amounts of $100,000, $25o,'"OOO, $500,000, 
$750,000 and $1, 100,000. 

(2) Income loss benefits, up to at least $2,500 per 
month up to a maximum benefit of at least $50,000. 

(3) Accidental death benefits, up to at least 
$25,000. 

(4) Funeral benefits, $2,500. 
(5) As an alternative to paragraphs (1) through (4), 

a combination benefit, up to at least [$277,500] $177,500 
of benefits in the aggregate or benefits payable up to 
three years from the date of the accident, whichever 
occurs first, subject to a limit on accidental death benefit 
of up to $25 ,000 and a limit on funeral benefit of $2,500, 
provided that nothing contained in this subsection shall 
be construed to limit, reduce, modify or change the pro
visions of section 1715(d) (relating to availability of ade
quate limits). 

CM Uninsured, underinsured and bodily injury lia
bility coverage up to at least $100,000 because of injury 
to one person in any one accident and up to at least 
$300,000 because of injury to two or more persons in any 
one accident or, at the option of the insurer, up to at least 
$300,000 in a single limit for these coverages, except for 
policies issued under the Assigned Risk Plan. Also, at 
least $5 ,000 for damage to property of others in any one 
accident. 
Additionally, insurers may offer higher benefit levels 
than those enumerated above as well as additional bene
fits. However, an insured may elect to purchase lower 
benefit levels than those enumerated above. 

Your signature on this notice or your payment of any 
renewal premium evidences your actual knowledge and 
understanding of the availability of these benefits and 
limits as well as the benefits and limits you have selected. 
If you have any questions or you do not understand all of 
the various options available to you, contact your agent 
or company. 
If you do not understand any of the provisions contained 
in this notice, contact your agent or company before you 
sign. 

Section 18. Sections 1792 and 1797 of Title 75 are amended 
to read: 
§ 1792. Availability of uninsured, underinsured, bodily injury 

liability and property damage coverages and manda
tory deductibles. 

(a) Availability of coverages.-Except for policies issued 
under Subchapter D (relating to Assigned Risk Plan), an insurer 
issuing a policy of bodily injury liability coverage pursuant to this 
chapter shall make available for purchase higher limits of unin
sured, underinsured and bodily injury liability coverages up to at 
least $100,000 because of injury to one person in any one accident 
and up to at least $300,000 because of injury to two or more 
persons in any one accident or, at the option of the insurer, up to 
at least $300,000 in a single limit for these coverages. Addi
tionally, an insurer shall make available for purchase at least 
$5,000 because of damage to property of others in any one acci
dent. However, the exclusion of availability relating to the 
Assigned Risk Plan shall not apply to damage to property of 
others in any one accident. 

(b) Mandatory deductibles.-
(1) Every private passenger automobile insurance 

policy providing collision coverage issued or renewed on or 
after the effective date of this subsection, shall provide a 
deductible in an amount of $500 for collision coverage, unless 
the named insured signs a statement indicating the insured is 
aware that the purchase of a lower deductible is permissible 
and that there is an additional cost of purchasing a lower 
deductible, and the insured agrees to accept it. 

(2) Under no circumstances may a private passenger 
automobile insurance policy provide a collision deductible in 
an amount less than $100. 

(3) Any person or entity providing financing to the pur
chaser of a motor vehicle or otherwise holding a security inter
est in a motor vehicle shall not be permitted to require the pur
chase of a deductible for less than $500 for collision and com
prehensive coverages. Any financial institution, insurer, agent 
or other person or entity found to have violated this provision 
shall be required to reimburse the policyholder in an amount 
equal to the difference and, in addition, shall be required to 
pay a civil penalty of $500 to the Department of Transporta
tion for each violation. 

(4) With the purchase of a $500 or greater deductible, 
there shall be an immediate commensurate reduction in rate 
for collision and comprehensive coverages. The reduction in 
rate shall be based on the insured's existing deductible level. 
Should the insured elect to purchase a deductible in an 
amount equal to or exceeding $100, there shall be an immedi
ate commensurate reduction in rate for collision and compre
hensive coverages, but only as it relates to the insured's exist
ing deductible rate. 

§ 1797. Customary charges for treatment. 
(a) General rule.-A person or institution providing treat

ment, accommodations, products or services to an injured person 
for an injury covered by [medical or catastrophic loss benefits] 
liability or first party medical benefits for a motor vehicle 
described in Subchapter B (relating to motor vehicle liability 
insurance first party benefits), shall not [make a charge] require, 
request or accept payment for the treatment, accommodations, 
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products or services in excess of [the amount the person or insti
tution customarily charges for like treatment, accommodations, 
products and services in cases involving no insurance.] llOOJo of 
the prevailing charge at the 75th percentile; 1 lOOJo of the applica
ble fee schedule the recommended fee or the inflation index 
ch ic related ou s a ent; whichever er

ice involved, determined to be a licable 
in this Commonwealth under the Medicare program for compa
rable services at the time the services were rendered, or the pro
vider's usual and customary charge, whichever is less. If a pre-
vailin e has not been calculated under the Medicare 

ro r service, the amount of the a ment ma 
not exceed 800"/o of the rovider's usual and custom char e. 
Providers sub· ect to this section e insured direct! 
but must bill the insurer n of the amount 
payable. The provider shall not otherwise attempt to 
collect from the insured the difference between the provider's full 
charge and the amount paid by the insurer. 

(b) Peer review plan for challenges to reasonableness and 
necessity oftreatment.-

(1) Peer review plan.-Insurers shall contract jointly or 
separately with any peer review organization established for 
the purpose of evaluating treatment, health care services, 
products or accommodations provided to any injured person. 
Such evaluation shall be for the purpose of confirming that 
such treatment, products, services or accommodations 
conform to the professional standards of performance and 
are medically necessary. An insurer's challenge must be made 
to a PRO within 90 days of the insurer's receipt of the pro
vider's bill for treatment or services or may be made at any 
time for continuing treatment or services. 

(2) PRO reconsideration.-An insurer, provider or 
insured may request a reconsideration by the PRO of the 
PRO's initial determination. Such a request for reconsider
ation must be made within 30 days of the PRO's initial deter
mination. If reconsideration is requested for the services of a 
physician or other licensed health care professional, then the 
reviewing individual must be, or the reviewing panel must 
include, an individual in the same specialty as the individual 
subject to review. 

(3) Pending determinations by PRO.-If the insurer 
challenges within 30 days of receipt of a bill for medical treat
ment or rehabilitative services, the insurer need not pay the 
provider subject to the challenge until a determination has 
been made by the PRO. The insured may not be billed for any 
treatment, accommodations, products or services during the 
peer review process. 

(4) Appeal to court.-A provider of medical treatment 
or rehabilitative services or merchandise or an insured may 
challenge before a court an insurer's refusal to pay for past or 
future medical treatment or rehabilitative services or mer
chandise, the reasonableness or necessity of which the insurer 
has not challenged before a PRO. Conduct considered to be 
"wanton" shall be subject to a payment of treble damages to 
the injured party. 

(5) PRO determination in favor of provider or 
insured.-If a PRO determines that medical treatment or 
rehabilitative services or merchandise were medically neces
sary, the insurer must pay to the provider the outstanding 
amount plus interest at 120"/o per year or any amount withheld 
by the insurer pending PRO review. 

{6) Court determination in favor of provider or 
insur1; ... -If pursuant to paragraph (4) a court determines 
that medical treatment or rehabilitative services or merchan
dise were medically necessary, the insurer must pay to the pro
vider the outstanding amount plus interest at 120Jo, as well as 
the costs of the challenge and all attorney fees. 

(7} Determination in favor of insurer.-If it is deter
mined by a PRO or court that a provider has provided unnec
essary medical treatment or rehabilitative services or mer
chandise or that future provision of such treatment, services 
or merchandise will be unnecessary, or both, the provider may 
not collect payment for the medically unnecessary treatment, 
services or merchandise. If the provider has collected such 
payment, it must return the amount paid plus interest at 120Jo 
per year within 30 days. In no case does the failure of the pro
vider to return the said payment obligate the insured to 
assume responsibility for payment for the treatment, services 
or merchandise. 
(c) Premium reduction.-The premium to be paid by an 

insured for all medical benefits shall be reduced by at least 70"/o. 
Section 19. Title 75 is amended by adding sections to read: 

§ 1799. Obligation of insurer upon termination of insurance. 
An insurer who has issued a contract of motor vehicle liability 

insurance and knows or has reason to believe that the contract is 
for the purpose of providing financial responsibility shall notify 
the department if the insurance has been canceled or terminated 
b the insured · urer. The insurer shall notif the 
department not ays following the effective date of 
the cancellation or termination. 
§ 1799.L Restraintsystem. 

(a) General rule.-All insurance companies authorized to 
write private passenger automobile insurance within this Com
monwealth shall reduce by 11 O!o the premiums for first party ben
efits as defined in section 1712 (relating to availability of benefits) 
for any insured vehicle equipped with a passive restraint system 
for front seat passengers. 

(b) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
section unless the context clearly indicates otherwise: 

"Passive restraint." Any frontal automobile crash protec
tion system which requires no action of the vehicle occupants and 
complies with standard 751.208 of the National Traffic Safety 
Administration or its successor. 
§ 1799.2. Antitheft devices. 

(a) General rule.-All insurance companies authorized to 
write private passenger automobile insurance within this Com
monwealth shall reduce the remiums for com rehensive cover-

a vehicles e ui ed with assive antitheft 

(b) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
section unless the context clearly indicates otherwise: 

"Passive antitheft device." Any item or system installed in 
an automobile which is activated automatically when the opera
tor turns the ignition key to the off position and which is designed 
to prevent unauthorized use, as prescribed by regulations of the 
department. The term does not include an ignition interlock pro
vided as a standard antitheft device by the original automobile 
manufacturer. 
§ 1799.3. Motor vehicle replacement parts. 

(a) General rule.-Nothing in this chapter shall prohibit the 
use of Non-OEM aftermarket crash parts in the covered repair of 
an insured's vehicle. If such parts are to be used, the insured must 
be given prior notice of such use as provided in subsection (b). 
The repairs invoice shall clearly state that Non-OEM crash parts 
have been used to repair an insured's vehicle. 

(b) Premium reductions.-Insureds who consent to include 
the use of Non-OEM aftermarket crash parts, whenever 
available, at the time of initial purchase or renewal of their motor 
vehicle liability insurance policy coverage, shall be provided 
reductions in premiums based on the negotiated reduction in 
costs resulting form the usage of Non-OEM crash parts. 

(c) Definitions.-The following words and phrases when 
used in this section shall have the meanings given to them in this 
section unless the context clearly indicates otherwise: 
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"Aftermarket crash part." A motor vehicle replacement 
part made of sheet metal, plastic or other material and which con
stitutes an exterior portion of a vehicle, including an inner or 
outer panel, and is generally repaired or replaced as the result of a 
collision. 

"Non-original equipment manufacturer aftermarket crash 
part (Non-OEM)." Aftermarket crash parts not made for or by 
the manufacturer of the motor vehicle. 
§ 1799.4. Good driver discount. 

Every insurer which writes a policy of automobile insurance in 
this Commonwealth shall reduce the total premium charged for 
each vehicle as to which no at-fault claim has been filed for five 
consecutive years immediately preceding the period for which the 
policy is written if none of the drivers named in the policy has 
committed a moving violation during the five-year period which 
resulted in a conviction or which remains unresolved. 

(I) If a violation which is unresolved at the time the 
policy is written results in an acquittal, the discount shall be 
allowed either as a refund or as a credit on a subsequent 
policy. 

(2) For the purpose of this section, the term "convic
tion" includes a plea of guilty, a plea of nolo contendere, a 
finding of guilty by a court, an unvacated forfeiture of bail or 
collateral deposited to secure a defendant's appearance in 
court, and a payment by any person charged with a violation 
of the fine prescribed for the violation. 

§ 1799.5. Limit on surcharges, late penalties and point assign
ments. 

(a) PropertYtlamage claims.-No surcharge, rate penalty or 
driver record point assignment shall be made if the aggregate cost 
to the insurer of repair or replacement of property damaged or 
bodily injury liability is determined to be less than $650 in excess 
of any self-insured retention or deductible applicable to the 
named insured. 

(b) First party medical claims.-No surcharge, rate penalty 
or driver record point assignment shall be made as a result of an 
insurer paying a first party medical claim. 

(c) Notice to insured.-If an insurer makes a determination 
to impose a surcharge, rate penalty or driver record point assign
ment, the insurer shall inform the named insured of the determi
nation and shall specify the manner in which the surcharge, rate 
penalty or driver record point assignment was made and clearly 
identify the amount of the surcharge or rate penalty on the 
premium notice for as long as the surcharge or rate penalty is in 
effect. 

(d) Adjustment of cap.-The Insurance Department, at 
least once every three years, shall adjust the $650 cap or limit on 
the property damage or bodily injury liability surcharge, rate 
penalty or driver record point assignment scheme relative to 
changes in the components of the Consumer Price Index (Urban) 
to measure seasonally adjusted changes in medical care and auto
mobile maintenance and repair costs and shall make such adjust
ments to the cap or limit as shall be necessary to maintain the 
same rate of change in the cap or limit as has occurred in the Con
sumer Price Index (Urban). Such adjustments may be rounded 
off to the nearest $50 figure. 
§ 1799.6. Examination of vehicle repairs. 

Upon request of the insurer, an insurance adjuster shall be 
afforded a reasonable opportunity to enter a repair facility and 
examine covered repairs being made to a specific insured's vehicle 
at a mutually arranged time during regular business hours. 
§ 1799.7. Rates. 

All insurers must file for new rates within 30 days of the effec
tive date of this section. These rates shall apply to all policies 
issued and renewed on and after December 1, 1989. 

Section 20. Section 1960 of Title 75 is amended to read: 
§ 1960. Reinstatement of operating privilege or vehicle registra

tion. 

The department shall charge a fee of $25 or, if section 1786(c) 
(relating to required financial responsibility) applies, a fee of $50 
to restore a person's operating privilege or the registration of a 
vehicle following a suspension or revocation. 
-se"Ction 21. Section 3731(a) of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
§ 3731. Driving under influence of alcohol or controlled sub-

stance. · 
(a) Offense defined.-A person shall not drive, operate or 

be in actual physical control of the movement of any vehicle 
while: 

(I) under the influence of alcohol to a degree which 
renders the person incapable of safe driving; 

(2) under the influence of any controlled substance, as 
defined in the act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, No.64), known 
as ["]The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic 
Act,[''] to a degree which renders the person incapable of safe 
driving; 

(3) under the combined influence of alcohol and any 
controlled substance to a degree which renders the person 
incapable of safe driving; or 

(4) except as provided in subsection (a.I), the amount 
of alcohol by weight in the blood of the person is[0.10%] 
0.08% or greater. 
~Operators of commercial vehicles.-

(1) If the person was driving, operating or in actual 
physical control of the movement of a commercial vehicle as 
defined in paragraph (2), the maximum allowable amount of 
alcohol by weight in the blood of the person under subsection 
(a)(4) is 0.04%. 

(2) As used in this subsection, "commercial vehicle" 
means any of the following: 

••• 

(i) A vehicle with a gross vehicle weight rating of 
26,001 or more pounds. 

(ii) A combination of vehicles with a gross combi
nation weight rating of 26,001 or more pounds, including 
the gross vehicle weight rating of the towed unit or units. 

(iii) A vehicle which is designed to transport 16 or 
more passengers, including the driver. 

(iv) A vehicle which is required to be placarded for 
hazardous materials. 

Section 22. Sections 4727, 4903 and 6104 of Title 75 are 
amended by adding subsections to read: 
§ 4727. Issuance of certificate of inspection. 

••• 
(d) Proof of insurance.-No certificate of inspection shall 

be issued unless a financial responsibility identification card indi
cating proper proof of the insurance as required by law is submit
ted to the inspection official, who shall, on a form provided by 
the department, keep a record of the name of the insured, the 
vehicle tag number, the issuing company, the policy number, and 
the expiration date. In those cases where the insured fails to 
present proof of insurance to the inspection official, the inspec
tion official, in addition to denying a certificate of inspection, 
may provide notification to the department on the form provided 
by the department within 30 days of the insured's failure to 
present proof of insurance. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 9, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting: 

§ 6104. Administrative duties of department. 
••• 
(f) Furnishing information to municipal police departments 

and sheriffs' offices.-The department shall regularly transmit to 
each municipal police department and sheriff's office a list of the 
names of persons residing within its jurisdiction whose operating 
privilege or registration has been suspended or revoked. 
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Section 23. Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 
§ 6308.1. Payment to police or sheriff's office of one-half of 

reinstatement fee. 
The police department or sheriff's office whose officers or 

deputies seize a suspended or revoked driver's license or vehicle 
registration shall, in every case where the driver's license or 
vehicle registration is reinstated, receive from the department 
one-half of the fee imposed under section 1960 (relating to rein
statement of operating privilege or vehicle registration). 

Section 24. Based on the premium reduction requirements 
contained in section 7 (75 Pa.C.S. § 1711), section 8 (75 Pa.C.S. 
§ 1712), section 9 (75 Pa.C.S. § 1722), section 18 (75 Pa.C.S. 
§§ 1792 and 1797) and section 19 (75 Pa.C.S. §§ 1799.1, 1799.2 
and 1799.3), the premiums charged by insurers shall be reduced 
by a total of at least 300Jo for insureds who elect to purchase cov
erages as specified in those sections. 

Section 25. The Insurance Department and the Department 
of Transportation shall promulgate regulations to the extent nec
essary to carry out the provisions of section 1 (18 Pa.C.S. 
§ 911(h)) and 2 (18 Pa.C.S. § 4117). 

Section 26. The following act and parts of acts are repealed: 
Section 349 of the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), 

known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921. 
Sections 604 and 623 of the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.789, 

No.285), known as The Insurance Department Act of one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-one. 

Section 27. This act shall take effect as follows: 
(1) Section 22 (75 Pa.C.S. § 4903(c.l), (c.2) and (f)), 

section 25 and this section shall take effect immediately. 
(2) The following sections shall take effect in 60 days: 

(i) Section 1 (18 Pa.C.S. § 911(h)). 
(ii) Section 2 (18 Pa.C.S. § 4117). 
(iii) Section 3 (42 Pa.C.S. § 8355). 
(iv) Section 15 (75 Pa.C.S. § 1782(d)). 
(v) Section 16 (75 Pa.C.S. § 1786). 
(vi) Section 21 (75 Pa.C.S. § 373l(a)). 
(vii) Section 26. 

(3) Section 5 (75 Pa.C.S. Ch.15, Subch.D) shall take 
effect in 90 days. 

(4) Section 19 (75 Pa.C.S. § 1799.7) shall take effect 
September l , 1989, or immediately, whichever is later. 

(5) The remainder of this act shall take effect December 
1, 1989, or immediately, whichever is later. 

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

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, essentially what this 
amendment does is take all of the content of Senate Bill No. 
1106, which we have thoroughly debated on this floor both 
last night and again today, and inserts it as an amendment 
into House Bill No. 121. Mr. President, it is my view that in 
adopting this amendment we are moving the process forward 
on insurance reform in Pennsylvania. I believe, as was well 
stated last evening and in committee before, that Senate Bill 
No. 1106, sponsored by the gentleman from Montgomery, 
Senator Holl, certainly provides a responsible approach 
toward trying to reduce automobile insurance costs to the 
motoring public in Pennsylvania. Our goal all along has been 
to make insurance not only more available, but more afford
able, and try to reduce rates to the motoring public. It is my 
view, Mr. President, that this bill, as amended last night with 
many of the consumer protections that were put in here in 
bipartisan fashion on the floor, represents a very responsible 
approach in trying to bring automobile insurance rates down. 

Mr. President, it is additionally my view that by amending 
this bill into House Bill No. 121, it will give us the opportunity 
to vote on this bill, send it back to the House of Representa
tives and give them the opportunity to also cast their vote on a 
responsible insurance package that will be able to bring down 
insurance rates for Pennsylvania motorists. 

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

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Delaware, 
Senator Loeper, permit himself to be interrogated? 

Senator LOEPER. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 

share with us, I believe beginning on page 6 of the amend
ment, which talks about definitions and then it gets into the 
changes and the complexity of drivers licenses and the changes 
that could take place with drivers licenses with regard to 
driving while under the influence, if he can share with us what 
the potential cost for all of these new changes would be, if he 
has that information? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, the implications of cost 
on that would be included in the fiscal note on Senate Bill No. 
1106 as reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 
share with us what the additional expenditure would be on 
that fiscal note since the bill was recommitted to the Commit
tee on Appropriations and then reported back out in the same 
day? Could he share with us what the fiscal impact would be 
in view of the fact that this particular amendment has had 
several changes since that particular amendment did go into 
the Committee on Appropriations, I believe, on Monday? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, the provisions which the 
gentleman refers to have not been changed by amendment. 
They are the identical provisions that were in the bill on 
Monday. Therefore, whatever the amount on the fiscal note 
was from the Committee on Appropriations would still be the 
appropriate amount. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 
also explain to us if the amendment that was offered earlier 
this evening by the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Green
wood, which would establish a two-tiered coverage for those 
people with minimum medical coverage, is part of this amend
ment? 

Senator LOEPER. It is, Mr. President. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 

then share with us if that particular provision which estab
lishes two tiers based on medical coverage, if there would be 
any cost that would be applicable to state government on that 
amendment in itself? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, there would be no addi
tional cost to state government. I would point out to the gen
tleman that the original version of Senate Bill No. 1106 con
tained a $5,000 minimum and this simply raised that 
minimum in certain cases. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 
explain to us, in his opinion, if the change of the bill from the 
way the law currently is to what it will be if, in fact, the 
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Majority has its way in final passage, if it will have any impact 
on the some 100,000 employees in this Commonwealth and 
the third-party benefits that they receive as an employee in 
Pennsylvania? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, it is my understanding 
that the way the bill is in current fashion, the fiscal impact on 
the Commonwealth as currently anticipated would not 
increase. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I apologize to Senator 
Loeper, but because of the discussion that took place behind 
me, I am sorry, but I just could not totally follow the answer. 
If you could just summarize what you said. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, it would be my view that 
any additional fiscal impact on the Commonwealth would not 
be relevant because the amendment as it stands this evening 
would be based upon contracts that are already in place. 
Therefore, no additional cost or impact on the Common
wealth would be anticipated. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, would there be, in the 
gentleman's opinion, a fiscal impact on any contracts that 
may have to be negotiated in the future, including those who 
are not union employees, but those particular employees who 
are considered to be non-union administrative management 
individuals who periodically have their fringe benefits either 
renegotiated or the contracts having been renewed on, not an 
annual basis, but that annual basis, for some of them could 
take place on a monthly term? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, that could also take 
place in a time period much extended beyond that. It would 
seem to me, Mr. President, based on the competitive propos
als that would be submitted and considered, that there might 
even be a cost savings rather than a cost increase. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, could Senator Loeper 
share with us with regard, once again, to an expenditure, what 
would take place where the minimum coverage has now been 
reduced from $10,000 to $5,000 and the third-party carrier 
which, I believe, for the Commonwealth is Blue Cross and 
Blue Shield. What impact would this particular amendment 
have on their fiscal consequences? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, under the present con
tract that they would have negotiated with the Common
wealth, it would have no fiscal impact upon the Common
wealth. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, can the gentleman tell 
us how they could have gone ahead and negotiated for bene
fits on a $5,000 minimum coverage wh.en, in fact, they did 
negotiate the minimum coverage in Pennsylvania was 
$10,000? Can he kindly explain to us how that would happen? 

Senator LOEPER. The contract would be valid until it 
expired, Mr. President. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, the contract, I assume, 
would be valid unless there is a provision in the contract that 
would state that any change in state law may negate the con
tract and would have the contract renegotiated, but it is my 
understanding that the contract is not an annual contract to 
cover all state employees, but, in fact, is a contract that covers 

various segments, and from time to time the contract is 
renewed. I further understand that effective July 1, 1989 there 
is a contract that is under negotiation and must be renewed. If 
that is the case, can the gentleman share with us if that would 
be an additional expenditure that has heretofore not been 
addressed in the Committee on Appropriations? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, no, I would not. I think I 
would refer back to an answer to an earlier question, that 
once prospective rates were solicited, in fact, the costs may 
even be reduced rather than increased. That could not be 
determined until the contract proposals were evaluated. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, when this Rule was 
originally put into our Rules, it was important that we not 
only know what the current consequences would be on state 
and local government, but also what any future impact may 
be so that we could develop a fiscal pattern that would tell us 
what type of obligations we will have on the Pennsylvania tax 
dollar in the future. Can the gentleman share with us what this 
particular amendment and that part of the amendment in 
what Senator Loeper has offered today, what the fiscal 
impact and the consequences will be in the future with regard 
to that amendment? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I do not believe that 
would be able to be determined at this time. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, the Rule states that, 
"No bill which may require an expenditure of Common
wealth funds or funds of any political subdivision shall be 
given third consideration reading on the calendar until it has 
been referred to the Appropriations Committee, and a fiscal 
note has been attached thereto." Can Senator Loeper tell us if 
there are any political subdivisions out there today whose 
employees would be in the same position that the Common
wealth is in, that is negotiating their contract currently, if he 
has knowledge of that? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, my response to the gen
tleman would be that it would apply the same as the previous 
responses I have made that related to the situation with state 
government. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, it is obvious that the 
Senator does not have the information and I can understand 
and appreciate why he would not. That is the reason for the 
Rule, Mr. President. That is the reason why Rule XIV has 
been very active and a very prominent part of our Senate daily 
operations and also the expenditures of the Commonwealth. 
If, in fact, he does not have the information, then we should 
be ascertaining that information, Mr. President, so that the 
fifty Members of the Senate will know up front what the 
potential cost may be to any political subdivision or to the 
Commonwealth. I would further ask the question, Mr. Presi
dent, to Senator Loeper if there is any way possible that he 
can share with us, prior to final passage of the bill, what the 
potential financial consequences may be, not only to the tax
payers of Pennsylvania, which we are responsible for, but also 
to those political subdivisions where township supervisors and 
councilmen and councilwomen will have to go ahead and 
provide additional money for it? 
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Senator LOEPER. Yes, Mr. President, I can indicate.to the 
gentleman that what this will do is provide substantial savings 
to each one of those employees of each subdivision or employ
ees of the Commonwealth as far as the automobile insurance 
that they would purchase. It would provide substantial 
savings, particularly in first party benefits, and probably, Mr. 
President, overall it would provide savings up to the amount 
of some 24 percent to 26 percent in reducing those employees' 
costs of automobile insurance. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, has Senator Loeper had 
the opportunity of reading a communication that I would 
assume he also received from the Department of Transporta
tion that registers not an opposition to the passing of the bill, 
but great concern with regard to what the cost of this particu
lar proposal may be, especially where it affects the changes in 
DUI? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, quite frankly, I have not 
had an opportunity this week to read my mail since Monday. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would wonder if any 
of his staff members have had an opportunity of reading that 
mail? 

Senator LOEPER. My staff indicates, Mr. President, that 
we have not received a copy of that communication. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, would the gentleman be 
interested in me sharing the information with him and sharing 
a copy of the letter that we have received? We probably 
received them, Mr. President, because my staff and the staff 
of the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Furno, doing 
their job and the fiscal responsibility that we have to our con
stituents, requested from the Pennsylvania Department of 
Transportation what the fiscal impact may be on the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania. I can understand why, perhaps, 
the Majority did not do that because I do not believe that the 
fiscal impact of this particular proposal has a lot to do with 
the merits of the proposal. But if you would like, we would be 
only too happy to share it with him. If you would like us to 
share it with him, we will do that. If not, we perhaps could 
discuss it further here on the floor of the Senate. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, that certainly is the gen
tleman's prerogative if he wishes to do that. However, I might 
point out to the gentleman that it seems to me that all the pro
visions relating to DUI are the exact same provisions that were 
in Senate Bill No. 1106 which went to the Committee on 
Appropriations, which his Appropriations Chairman, as well 
as the Majority Chairman, prepared a fiscal note for consider
ation in the committee before the bill was reported out. So I 
would assume that the information that the gentleman alludes 
to was taken into consideration in preparation of the fiscal 
note in the Committee on Appropriations. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would just further like 
to share with Senator Loeper that the Majority Party brought 
this bill in and out of the Committee on Appropriations in a 
very short period of time. I think that length of time was less 
than one hour. If memory serves me correctly, the bill was put 
in on Monday which, I believe-and you know we start to lose 
track of dates-was the 26th of June. The letter that .we 

received from the Pennsylvania Department of Transporta
tion, because of the complexity of this bill, was dated June 
28th. On June 28th, Mr. President, the Department of Trans
portation expressed its strong concern about the phenomenal 
cost of this proposal and not being able to know for certain 
what the cost may be. If the gentleman does not have the 
information, and if the Committee on Appropriations did not 
have this type of information, which I assume they did not 
have, when they did come up with the fiscal note, I would 
only, at that point in time, Mr. President, ask Senator Loeper 
if he would at least agree to having the bill go into the Com
mittee on Appropriations again, if that be for one hour while 
this bill is being redrafted so that we know what the fiscal con
sequences are? But could Senator Loeper share with us if he 
has any additional feelings for the fact that perhaps there is a 
rather large expenditure of tax dollars in the bill and addi
tional information has just been supplied to the Members of 
the Legislature within the past day? 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I stand here tonight 
really in a state of irony to listen to the gentleman, the Minor
ity Leader, concerned about the cost to the Commonwealth. I 
indicated, Mr: President, that this bill and its fiscal impli
cations have already been examined by the Committee on 
Appropriations before it was reported back out on the floor. 
It would seem that the Minority Leader is trying a delaying 
tactic on the floor of moving insurance reform for Pennsyl
vanians forward, particularly in light of the gentleman's 
remarks to the press this past Monday evening when the bill 
was put over because of the lateness of the hour, and he indi
cated that it was simply a stalling tactic on the part of the 
Majority for not proceeding with debate of the bill in order 
that the Majority did not want to face the issue of trying to 
reduce auto insurance rates for Pennsylvania motorists. Yet, 
Mr. President, after six hours of debate last evening on all 
facets of this bill, and yet after substantial debate today, I 
find the Minority Leader once again, all of a sudden, singing a 
different tune tonight, a tune saying, let us try and delay. I 
believe it is not in the best interests of the people of Pennsyl
vania. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I do not know if that 
was done in a form of an interrogation, or if that was a state
ment that was made by Senator Loeper, but in response to the 
gentleman I think we should talk about such things as being 
responsible in our duties as Members of the Senate and what 
we are going to spend. The gentleman knows, as do I, full 
well, that this particular proposal is going nowhere in the 
House of Representatives. It, in fact, does not save the motor
ing public any money. It is a sham that has been put forth by 
the Majority Party because of the criticisms that they have 
come over and have been subjected to for the past week. I am 
basically answering the question of the gentleman and not 
really speaking on the merits of the proposal. Mr. President, 
the indication from the Department of Transportation is that 
just to handle the DUI part of this proposal they will need an 
additional thirty attorneys, just to handle that part of it. I 
think it is important, Mr. President, that we have some idea 
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of what the cost is because Senator Loeper knows, as does 
every other Member of the Senate, that what has taken place 
here last night, what is going to take place here tonight, is 
absolutely going nowhere, and we are going to come back in 
September and, hopefully, the cast of characters will be the 
same because we certainly do not want anything to happen to · 
any of our Members during the recess, but the issue is not 
going to go away and it is going to be right here. If anybody is 
delaying or has delayed the passage of insurance reform in the 
Senate, it is the Majority Party which had a committee 
meeting on Wednesday, could have held Session on Thursday 
and Friday of last week to consider an appropriate House bill, 
where the House today could have been working on a pro
posal through a conference committee, and sent it back to us. 
They, in fact, did not decide to do that on Wednesday. There
fore, if anybody was responsible for a delay, we do not 
control the Calendar, nor do we control the Session, the 
Majority Party does. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I would simply remind 
the gentleman that, in fact, the Majority Party has acted and 
acted responsibly in putting out a package that will reduce 
rates to the motoring public. Mr. President, it may be a differ
ent approach than some others have advocated, but yet I 
believe when you look at and examine the parts of this 
package, you will find it will provide cost reductions to the 
consumer. I would also just address, Mr. President, very 
briefly, when we talk about that we could have considered a 
House bill, I would point out to the gentleman that the provi
sions that were contained in the House bill that came to the 
Senate, every one of those provisions were offered on this 
floor as an amendment last night and rejected in bipartisan 
fashion by the Members of this Body. Therefore, Mr. Presi
dent, I believe we have acted responsibly. We have had an 
open debate on the issue. We have had an opportunity to vote 
on the various components and merits, whether it be those of 
the House plan through amendments, or whether it be Senate 
Bill No. 1106 that is before us this evening. I believe, Mr. 
President, that this represents the responsible approach, and I 
would urge an affirmative vote on the adoption of the amend
ment. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I rise to just not leave the 
wrong impression on this. I intend to vote for the amendment, 
but not because I think it is a cure-all. I do not agree with the 
Majority Leader's characterization of the piece of legislation. 
I do believe if we are going to do anything at all with automo
bile insurance "reform," and I hate that word because it is so 
misleading, but if we are going to do anything with automo
bile insurance "reform," then we have to get the process 
started somewhere. I at least admire the Majority for putting 
this into a House bill, sending it to the House so we can get a 
conference committee started to get something done. I do not 
think this is a great bill. I think there are some very trou
blesome parts of this bill, but I recognize, as the Minority 
Leader has said, that the House will not concur in this, but at 
least we will be able to start the process. I hope during that 
process the conferees are sensitive to the real heart of the 

problem, and that is the Philadelphia problem, which is now 
spreading into Delaware County and Montgomery County. If 
you do not stop it, you are going to have problems throughout 
this Commonwealth. So for that reason, Mr. President, I rise 
to support the amendment, not for the reasons set forth by the 
Majority Leader. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on 
the floor of Senator Musto and Senator Bodack. Their tempo
rary Capitol leaves will be cancelled. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE 

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

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Andrezeski. The Chair hears no 
objection. The leave will be granted. 

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

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

YEAS-46 

Afflerbach Greenwood Mellow Ross 
Andrezeski Hess Musto Salvatore 
Armstrong Holl O'Pake Scanlon 
Baker Hopper Pecora Shaffer 
Bel an Jones Peterson Shumaker 
Bell Jubelirer Porterfield Stapleton 
Bodack Lemmond Punt Stewart 
Brightbill Lewis Rego Ii Tilghman 
Corman Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fisher Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Furno Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Greenleaf Madigan 

NAYS-3 

Dawida Fattah Stout 

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

RECONSIDERATION OF LOEPER AMENDMENT 

Senator BELAN. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Loeper amendment No. A2645 was agreed 
to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the Loeper amendment No. 2645? 

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

YEAS-45 

Afflerbach Hess Mellow Ross 
Andrezeski Holl Musto Salvatore 
Armstrong Hopper O'Pake Scanlon 
Baker Jones Pecora Shaffer 
Bell Jubelirer Peterson Shumaker 
Bodack Lemmond Porterfield Stapleton 
Brightbill Lewis Punt Stewart 
Corman Lincoln Regoli Tilghman 
Fisher Loeper Reibman Wenger 
Furno Lynch Rhoades Williams 
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Greenleaf 
Greenwood 

Bel an 

Madigan 

Dawida 

Rocks Wilt 

.NAYS-4 

Fattah Stout 

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

The PRESIDENT. House Bill No. 121 will go over in its 
order, as amended. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SUPPLEMENT AL CALENDAR NO. 1 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON 
THIRD CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1517 (Pr. No. 2299)-The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act itemizing appropriations required from the Motor 
License Fund for the fiscal year July 1, 1989, to June 30, 1990, 
for the proper operation of the several departments of the Com
monwealth and the Pennsylvania State Police authorized to 
spend Motor License Fund moneys. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-49 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Ross 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Salvatore 
Armstrong Hess Musto Scanlon 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bel an Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Bell Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Bodack Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Brightbill Lemmond Punt Stout 
Corman Lewis Regoli Tilghman 
Dawida Lincoln Reibman Wenger 
Fattah Loeper Rhoades Williams 
Fisher Lynch Rocks Wilt 
Furno 

NAYS-0 

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

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

RECESS 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, at this time I would ask 
for a recess of the Senate for purposes of a meeting of the 
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations to take place 

immediately in the Rules room at the rear of the Senate 
Chamber, to be followed by a meeting of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of a meeting of the Com
mittee on Rules and Executive Nominations to be followed by 
a meeting of the Committee on Appropriations, both to occur 
in the Rules room at the rear of the Senate Chamber, the 
Senate will stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR NO. 2 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1106 (Pr. No. 1407) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 42 (Judi
ciary and Judicial Procedure) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for corrupt orga
nizations; providing for insurance fraud; providing for certifica
tion of pleadings, motions and other papers; providing for special 
damages; further providing for chemical testing to determine 
amount of alcohol or controlled substances; providing for sus
pension of drivers' licenses for driving under the influence of 
alcohol; further providing for financial responsibility and insur
ance related to motor vehicles; further providing for reinstate
ment of operating privileges or vehicle registration; further pro
viding for driving under the influence of alcohol or controlled 
substances, for issuance of inspection certificates and for admin
istrative duties of the Department of Transportation; conferring 
powers and duties on the Insurance Department and the Depart
ment of Transportation; and making repeals. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-26 

Armstrong Greenwood Madigan Salvatore 
Baker Hess Pecora Shaffer 
Bell Holl Peterson Shumaker 
Brightbill Hopper Punt Tilghman 
Corman Jubelirer Rhoades Wenger 
Fisher Lemmond Rocks Wilt 
Greenleaf Loeper 

NAYS-23 

Afflerbach Furno Musto Scanlon 
Andrezeski Jones O'Pake Stapleton 
Bel an Lewis Porterfield Stewart 
Boda ck Lincoln Rego Ii Stout 
Dawida Lynch Reibman Williams 
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Fattah Mellow Ross 

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. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR NO. 3 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 121 (Pr. No. 2300) - The Senate proceeded to consid
eration of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 42 (Judi
ciary and Judicial Procedure) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for corrupt orga
nizations· providing for insurance fraud; providing for certifica
tion of pl~adings, motions and other papers; providing for special 
damages; further providing for chemical testing to determine 
amount of alcohol or controlled substances; providing for sus
pension of drivers' licenses for driving under the influence of 
alcohol; further providing for financial responsibility and insur
ance related to motor vehicles; providing for proof of insurance; 
further providing for reinstatement of operating privileges or 
vehicle registration; further providing for driving under the influ
ence of alcohol or controlled substances, for issuance of inspec
tion certificates and for administrative duties of the Department 
of Transportation; further providing for securing loads in 
vehicles; further providing for the inspection of newly purch~sed 
vehicles; further providing for transporting foodstuffs m vehicles 
used to transport waste and for penalties; conferring powers and 
duties on the Insurance Department and the Department of 
Transportation; and making repeals. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would just like the 
record to indicate, in what, hopefully, would be very brief 
remarks, that the reason why the Democratic Members of the 
Senate have voted against Senate Bill No. 1106 and will 
tonight now vote in favor of House Bill No. 121, which is 
basically the same proposal, is because we do not feel that 
Senate Bill No. 1106 or House Bill No. 121, which happens to 
be the same proposal the way they are encompassed, are good 
proposals and we should be considering either one of them. 
However, Mr. President, we do realize that to be able to con
tinue the ongoing discussion that must take place if we, in 
fact, are going to bring about the type of insurance reform 
that we think is so very necessary to take care of the motoring 
public in Pennsylvania, we must continue the process. The 
only way we tonight can continue that process is by putting a 
piece of legislation in place in the House of Representatives 
where, hopefully, the House of Representatives will noncon
cur on the amendments that are placed in by the Senate, and 

they then will go ahead and we will have a conference commit
tee that will be appointed. The chairman of that conference 
committee will be a Member of the House of Representatives. 
That conference committee, hopefully, can work throughout 
the summer for the purpose of coming up with some meaning
ful negotiations, some meaningful input and the type of insur
ance reform that not only will make insurance available but, 
equally as important, will make insurance affordable. Only 
for those reasons, having absolutely nothing to do with the 
merit of the proposal because, as I said before, we feel very 
strongly that this proposal is not a proposal in the best inter
ests of the people of Pennsylvania. However, having said 
that, I would ask for an affirmative vote on House Bill No. 
121 so we can have a piece of legislation, a vehicle, if you will, 
that will be in the House of Representatives that will bring 
about some, hopefully, meaningful compromise here in the 
summer, that will put us in a position, come this fall, to give 
the people of Pennsylvania what they want, that being true 
insurance reform. I would ask for an affirmative vote on 
House Bill No. 121. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, first let me just very 
briefly comment on the bill and make some remarks about the 
progress of the bill as it now will go out of the Senate and into 
the House. I think, Mr. President, it is important to take a 
look at Senate Bill No. 1106 as it was introduced originally by 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Holl, and then 
further refined by the Senate last evening through several 
hours of debate, to try and make it a stronger bill, a bill that 
was going to work to reduce the cost of auto insurance for all 
Pennsylvanians. I think that the bill, Mr. President, reflects, 
among other things, a plan that is going to reduce insurance 
for the motoring public. It is going to be able to achieve that 
by reducing mandatory coverages, limiting medical payments 
and providing discounts for good drivers. The bill accom
plishes these goals without the constitutional impediments 
that have been posed by other legislative proposals that have 
been considered both in the House and some in amendment 
process in the Senate. The bill also imposes stricter standards 
for driving under the influence of alcohol or controlled sub
stances and cracks down on uninsured motorists whose abuse 
of the financial responsibility laws of this Commonwealth is 
one of the major contributors to higher auto insurance rates. I 
think, Mr. President, it is important to point out that we have 
clearly accepted the charge in the Senate to improve Pennsyl
vania's auto insurance laws and have conscientiously 
fashioned what I believe to be a most meaningful and realistic 
approach to true auto insurance reform. I think it was evident 
throughout the debate last evening that the amendments that 
were offered on this floor were considered in a bipartisan 
fashion, that is those amendments that were felt to be in the 
best interests of the consumer to reduce their rates were signif
icantly voted in a bipartisan manner into Senate Bill No. 1106, 
while others that were not determined to be in the best inter
ests of the consumer were not voted in. I think what we have 
in the form of House Bill No. 121 tonight is an opportunity to 
send to the House of Representatives an additional approach 
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to automobile insurance reform. I would hope, Mr. Presi
dent, that the House would seize upon the opportunity that it 
may have now before them to consider this proposal, that 
they may provide immediate rate relief to the motoring public 
prior to the summer recess. In light of that, Mr. President, I 
would ask for an affirmative vote on House Bill No. 121. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, sometimes there are three 
sides to a story. I do not agree with an awful lot of the things 
that have been produced by the Senate Committee on Banking 
and Insurance. I do not agree with a lot of the things that have 
been said by the Minority Leader. But I do know facts, and 
the facts are that this bill can go to the House of Representa
tives, be nonconcurred in and a conference committee 
appointed. I do not think these folks on that conference com
mittee are completely agreeing to the subject matter. There 
can be a bill produced by the conference committee under the 
control of the Democratic Chairman who will come from the 
House, and, we, tomorrow, can have a compromise bill that 
will not satisfy anybody but will be much closer to what the 
people of Pennsylvania want, and that is a reduction in cost of 
public liability insurance for reliable insurance, not any get 
rich quick type of insurance, but insurance that protects folks. 
I have much more confidence in the House of Representatives 
than the Minority Leader does, who implied that they are 
going to kill all this stuff when it gets over there. I have confi
dence that the Majority Leader of the House will welcome the 
receipt of this bill and will welcome the opportunity to 
appoint a conference committee. I am assured, from knowing 
the gentleman, as others do here in this Chamber, he is a com
petent Legislator, and I am certain a product will be pro
duced. Again, maybe it will not have everything in it that I 
want, but I am positive that there will be a good product pro
duced from that conference committee. If the conference 
committee gets into a cat and dog fight like we have seen on 
the floor over here, God save Pennsylvania. 

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-46 

Afflerbach Greenleaf Madigan Rocks 
Andrezeski Greenwood Mellow Ross 
Armstrong Hess Musto Salvatore 
Baker Holl O'Pake Shaffer 
Bell Hopper Pecora Shumaker 
Boda ck Jones Peterson Stapleton 
Brightbill Jubelirer Porterfield Stewart 
Corman Lemmond Punt Tilghman 
Dawida Lewis Regoli Wenger 
Fattah Lincoln Reibman Williams 
Fisher Loeper Rhoades Wilt 
Furno Lynch 

NAYS-3 

Bel an Scanlon Stout 

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

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

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON 
RULES AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

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

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF ACCOUNTANCY 

June 12, 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, Albert W. Bieber 
(Public Member), 510 Lockheed Avenue, Reading 19601, Berks 
County, Eleventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a 
member of the State Board of Accountancy, to serve for a term 
of four years and until his successor is appointed and qualified, 
but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice 
Katherine S. Pliscof, Butler, resigned. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE CHILDREN'S 
TRUST FUND BOARD 

June 13, 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, Donna R. Bennett, R. 
D. 4, Box 48, Franklin Road, Towanda 18848, Bradford County, 
Twenty-third Senatorial District, for appointment as a member 
of the Children's Trust Fund Board, to serve for a term of two 
years, and until her successor is appointed and qualified, pursu
ant to Act 151, approved December 15, 1988. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE CHILDREN'S 
TRUST FUND BOARD 

June 13, 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, Susan Kelly-Dreiss, 906 
Front Street, Hershey 17033, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senato
rial District, for appointment as a member of the Children's 
Trust Fund Board, to serve for a term of one year, and until her 
successor is appointed and qualified, pursuant to Act 151, 
approved December 15, 1988. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 
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MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF KUTZTOWN UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, James E. Henderson, 
Ed.D., 1403 College Avenue, Reading 19604, Berks County, 
Eleventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Council of Trustees of Kutztown University of Pennsylvania of 
the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1995, and until his successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Alfred L. Huff, Fleetwood, whose term 
expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF KUTZTOWN UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE ST ATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

June 12, 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, Sara R. Mack, 44A 
South Elm Street, Kutztown 19530, Berks County, Forty-eighth 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Council of Trustees of Kutztown University of Pennsylvania of 
the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1995, and until her successor is appointed 
and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF KUTZTOWN UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, The Reverend Frank 
McCracken, 1716 North Third Street, Reading 19601, Berks 
County, Eleventh Senatorial District, for reappointment as a 
member of the Council of Trustees of Kutztown University of 
Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to serve 
until the third Tuesday of January, 1995, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF KUTZTOWN UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Dolores W. Siegel, 1120 
North Broad Street, Allentown 18104, Lehigh County, Sixteenth 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Council of Trustees of Kutztown University of Pennsylvania of 
the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1995, and until her successor is appointed 
and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Joan T. Chew, 216 
Center Avenue, Butler 16001, Butler County, Twenty-first Sena
torial District, for reappointment as a member of the Council of 
Trustees of Slippery Rock University of Pennsylvania of the State 
System of Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of 
January, 1995, and until her successor is appointed and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE ST ATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Margaret DeMucci, 259 
East Fulton Street, Butler 16001, Butler County, Twenty-first 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Council 
of Trustees of Slippery Rock University of Pennsylvania of the 
State System of Higher Education, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1995, and until her successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Sandra McKnight, Slippery Rock, whose term 
expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

May 2, 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, Beverly Ann Linn, 140 
Heather Drive, Butler 16001, Butler County, Twenty-first Sena
torial District, for appointment as a member of the Council of 
Trustees of Slippery Rock University of Pennsylvania of the State 
System of Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of 
January, 1995, and until her successor is appointed and qualified, 
vice Jack R. Arthurs, Carlisle, whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 
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MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Peter J. Oesterling, R. 
D. 1, Box 103, Shabbona Grove Road, Shabbona, Illinois 60550, 
for appointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of 
Slippery Rock University of Pennsylvania of the State System of 
Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January, 
1995, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice John 
A. Beck, Jr., Chicora, resigned. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF· HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Mabel R. Paige, Ph.D., 
R. D. 5, Box 600, Neshannock Hills, New Castle 16105, Law
rence County, Twenty-first Senatorial District, for appointment 
as a member of the Council of Trustees of Slippery Rock Univer
sity of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to 
serve until the third Tuesday of January, 1993, and until her suc
cessor is appointed and qualified, vice James V. Perry, Grove 
City, whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES 
OF SLIPPERY ROCK UNIVERSITY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA OF THE STATE SYSTEM 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 28, 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, Charlotte H. Shapiro, 
Ph.D., Apartment 5-G, Chatham Center Tower, Pittsburgh 
15219, Allegheny County, Thirty-eighth Senatorial District, for 
reappointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of 
Slippery Rock University of Pennsylvania of the State System of 
Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January, 
1995, and until her successor is appointed and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF SOMERSET STATE HOSPITAL 

May 22, 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, Linda Jo Berkey, R. D. 
#1, Box 46, Cairnbrook 15924, Somerset County, Thirty-second 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Somerset State Hospital, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1993, and until her successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Daniel Kaltenbaugh, Johnstown, whose term 
expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF SOMERSET STATE HOSPITAL 

May 22, 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, Comfrey S. Ickes, Jr., 
415 Main Street, Boswell 15531, Somerset County, Thirty-second 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Somerset State Hospital, to serve until the 
third Tuesday of January, 1995, and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF VEHICLE MANUFACTURERS, 
DEALERS AND SALESPERSONS 

June 7, 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, Edwin K. Galbreath, 
Jr., R. D. 3, Box 146, Kingswood Road, New Castle 16105, Law
rence County, Twenty-first Senatorial District, for reappoint
ment as a member of the State Board of Vehicle Manufacturers, 
Dealers and Salespersons, to serve for three years and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six 
months beyond that period. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF VEHICLE MANUFACTURERS, 
DEALERS AND SALESPERSONS 

May 30, 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, Jay S. Masi, 515 
Kahkwa Boulevard, Erie 16505, Erie County, Forty-ninth Sena
torial District, for appointment as a member of the State Board 
of Vehicle Manufacturers, Dealers and Salespersons, to serve 
until April 6, 1991 and until his successor is appointed and quali
fied, but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice 
Ernest J. Nigrelli, Pittsburgh, resigned. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE BLAIR COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 5, 1989. 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
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In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate, Barry J. Halbritter 
(Republican), R. D. 2, Box 282, Altoona 16601, Blair County, 
Thirtieth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Blair County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 
1989, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice 
Isabella Turchetta, Altoona, whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

MEMBER OF THE BLAIR COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

June 5, 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, Joseph Ramsey (Repub
lican), 901 Lawrence Drive, Duncansville 16635, Blair County, 
Thirtieth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Blair County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 
1991, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice 
Charlotte Morris, Altoona, whose term expired. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

June 5, 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, Robert P. Ravenstahl, 
Jr., 24 Radium Street, Pittsburgh 15214, Allegheny County, 
Forty-second Senatorial District, for appointment as District 
Justice in and for the County of Allegheny, Magisterial District 5-
2-42, to serve until the first Monday of January, 1992, vice 
Bernard J. Regan, resigned. 

ROBERT P. CASEY. 

NOMINATIONS LAID ON THE TABLE 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request the nomi
nations just read by the Clerk be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The nominations will be laid on the 
table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

Senator BRIGHTBILL, from the Committee on Rules and 
Executive Nominations, reported the following bills on con
currence in House amendments: 

SB 253 (Pr. No. 1342) 

An Act amending the act of December 12, 1973 (P. L. 397, No. 
141), entitled "Teacher Certification Law," further providing for 
the commission; and providing for the _reestablishment of the 
commission. 

SB 274 (Pr. No. 1408) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, creating the Catastrophic Loss Benefits Con
tinuation Fund for payment of certain catastrophic loss benefits; 
providing for surcharges for certain offenses to provide moneys 
for the fund; and further providing for conditions of permits. 

Senator TILGHMAN, from the Committee on Appropri
ations, reported the following bills: 

SB 1065 (Pr. No. 1409) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of May 6, 1968 (P. L. 117, No. 61), 
entitled, as amended, "Site Development Act," providing for 
grants to be made for industrial site development projects. 

HB 22 (Pr. No. 2301) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 561, No. 112), 
known as the "Pennsylvania Conservation Corps Act," further 
providing for educational opportunities, ability assessments, and 
terms of employment for corpsmembers; for the wages of 
corpsmembers and crewleaders; for corpsmember exchanges, 
annual reports, coordination with Job Training Partnership Act, 
and local conservation corps incubators; for program funding; 
and for the expiration of the act. 

HB 31 (Pr. No. 2317) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
known as "The Fiscal Code," requiring the Board of Finance 
and Revenue to issue written opinions to accompany its decisions. 

HB 110 (Pr. No. 2318) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 545, No. 109), 
known as the "Capital Loan Fund Act," further providing for 
loans to agricultural processors. 

HB 285 (Pr. No. 2319) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further defining the 
terms "employe" and "employer" for personal income tax pur
poses; and excluding certain transactions from the realty transfer 
tax. 

HB 1020 (Pr. No. 2320) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd Sp. Sess., 
1937 P. L. 2897, No. 1 ), known as the ''Unemployment Compen
sation Law," further providing for penalties for failure to file 
certain reports. 

HB 1086 (Pr. No. 2219) (Rereported) 

An Act recognizing the Pennsylvania College of Technology as 
an affiliate of The Pennsylvania State University; granting to the 
Pennsylvania College of Technology the benefits and obligations 
of the status of The Pennsylvania State University as a State
related university and an instrumentality of the Commonwealth; 
providing for the powers, duties, rights and obligations of the 
college; and providing for the college to assume the functions of 
The Williamsport Area Community College. 

HB 1293 (Pr. No. 2302) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 568, No. 113), 
known as the "Employee-Ownership Assistance Program Act," 
defining employee-owned enterprises; regulating technical assis
tance, financial assistance and program administration; further 
providing for the final date for approvals; and making repeals. 

HB 1302 (Pr. No. 1505) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1984 (P. L. 553, No. 110), 
known as the "Engineering School Equipment Act," further pro
viding for acquisition and upgrading of equipment and for the 
expiration of the act. 
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RB 1323 (Pr. No. 1531) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act ofJuly 2, 1984 (P. L. 520, }'Jo. 105), 
known as the "Business Infrastructure Development Act," 
further providing for conditions for grants and loans; and for the 
expiration of the act. 

BB 1373 (Pr. No. 2321) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further providing for 
employment incentive payments and for estimated tax. 

RB 1429 (Pr. No. 2303) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," further providing 
for increased fees and additional fees for the Department of 
Labor and Industry; further providing for the reestablishment, 
administration and operation of the State Planning Board; and 
further providing for no-bid contracts and for certain purchases 
in the open market by increasing the cost of such purchases. 

RB 1450 (Pr. No. 2195) (Rereported) 

An Act establishing the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority 
and providing for its powers and duties. 

BB 1469 (Pr. No. 2304) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

RB 1470 (Pr. No. 2305) (Amended) (Rereported) 

A Supplement to the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp. Sess., P. L. 
87, No. 3), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and 
operation of the University of Pittsburgh as an instrumentality of 
the Commonwealth to serve as a State-related university in the 
higher education system of the Commonwealth; providing for 
change of name; providing for the composition of the board of 
trustees; terms of trustees, and the power and duties of such trust
ees; authorizing appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually 
by the General Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts 
of expenditures from said appropriations; providing for public 
support and capital improvements; authorizing the issuance of 
bonds exempt from taxation within the Commonwealth; requir
ing the chancellor to make an annual report of the operations of 
the University of Pittsburgh," making appropriations for carry
ing the same into effect; providing for a basis for payments of 
such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting for 
the funds appropriated. 

BB 1471 (Pr. No. 2176) (Rereported) 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P. L. 843, No. 
355), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and opera
tion of Temple University as an instrumentality of the Common
wealth to serve as a State-related university in the higher educa
tion system of the Commonwealth; providing for change of 
name; providing for the composition of the board of trustees; 
terms of trustees, and the power and duties of such trustees; pro
viding for preference to Pennsylvania residents in tuition; provid
ing for public support and capital improvements; authorizing 
appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually by the General 
Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts of expenditures 
from said appropriations; authorizing the issuance of bonds 

exempt from taxation within the Commonwealth; requiring the 
President to make an annual report of the operations of Temple 
University," making appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; 
and providing a method of accounting for the funds appropri
ated. 

RB 1472 (Pr. No. 2177) (Rereported) 

A Supplement to the act of July 7, 1972 (P. L. 743, No. 176), 
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of 
Lincoln University as an instrumentality of the Commonwealth 
to serve as a State-related institution in the higher education 
system of the Commonwealth; providing for change of name; 
providing for the composition of the board of trustees; terms of 
trustees; and the power and duties of such trustees; providing for 
preference to Pennsylvania residents in tuition; authorizing 
appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually by the General 
Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts of expenditures 
from said appropriations; providing for public support and 
capital improvements; authorizing the issuance of bonds exempt 
from taxation within the Commonwealth; requiring the President 
to make an annual report of the operations of Lincoln Univer
sity," making appropriations for carrying the same into effect; 
providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; and 
providing a method of accounting for the funds appropriated. 

RB 1473 (Pr. No. 2306) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to .the Trustees of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania. 

RB 1474 (Pr. No. 2307) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to the Hahnemann University, 
Philadelphia. 

RB 1475 (Pr. No. 2308) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to the Thomas Jefferson Uni
versity, Philadelphia. 

BB 1476 (Pr. No. 2309) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

BB 1477 (Pr. No. 2182) (Rereported) 

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

RB 1478 (Pr. No. 2183) (Rereported) 

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

BB 1479 (Pr. No. 2310) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

BB 1480 (Pr. No. 2185) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia Univer
sity of the Arts, Philadelphia. 

RB 1481 (Pr. No. 2186) (Rereported) 

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

BB 1482 (Pr. No. 2311) (Amended) (Rereported) 
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An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the Berean 
Training and Industrial School at Philadelphia. 

HB 1483 (Pr. No. 2188) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to the Downingtown Industrial 
and Agricultural School, Downingtown. 

HB 1484 (Pr. No. 2189) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Technical 
Institute of Scranton. 

HB 1485 (Pr. No. 2190) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1486 (Pr. No. 2191) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1487 (Pr. No. 2312) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1491 (Pr. No. 2313) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1492 (Pr. No. 1746) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute
Research, Philadelphia. 

HB 1493 (Pr. No. 1747) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1494 (Pr. No. 1748) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1495 (Pr. No. 1749) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1496 (Pr. No. 2314) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act making appropriations to the St. Christopher's Hospi
tal, Philadelphia. 

HB 1497 (Pr. No. 1751) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate. 

HB 1498 (Pr. No. 1752) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft 
Palate. 

HB 1499 (Pr. No. 1753) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1500 (Pr. No. 1754) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1501 (Pr. No. 1755) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1503 (Pr. No. 2315) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Arsenal Family and 
Children's Center. 

HB 1505 (Pr. No. 1759) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp. 

HB 1508 (Pr. No. 1762) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1509 (Pr. No. 1763) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1510 (Pr. No. 2316) (Amended) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1511 (Pr. No. 1765) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1512 (Pr. No. 1766) (Rereported) 

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

HB 1513 (Pr. No. 1767) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of the Phila
delphia Civic Center for maintenance and the purchase of appa
ratus, supplies and equipment. 

HB 1514 (Pr. No. 1768) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Afro-American Histor
ical and Cultural Museum for operating expenses. 

HB 1515 (Pr. No. 1769) (Rereported) 

An Act making an appropriation to the Everhart Museum in 
Scranton. 

HB 1529 (Pr. No. 1790) (Rereported) 

An Act authorizing the Commonwealth to participate in the 
Great Lakes Protection Fund. 

HB 1687 (Pr. No. 2322) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act appropriating and transferring amounts from the State 
Workmen's Insurance Fund to the Treasury Department. 

HB 1694 (Pr. No. 2226) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of December 15, 1986 (P. L. 1585, 
No. 174), known as the "Private Licensed Schools Act," creating 
a special fund to serve as repository for license fees authorized by 
the act. 

HB 1700 (Pr. No. 2323) (Amended) (Rereported) 
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An act amending the act of May 6, 1968 (P. L. 117, No. 61), 
known as the "Site Development Act," providing for grants to be 
made for industrial site dev.elopment projects. 

HB 1701 (Pr. No. 2324) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act establishing an industrial communities action program 
for making grants to industrial communities to complement 
private investment at industrial sites; and prescribing require
ments of and conditions for grants. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 

RECOGNIZING THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY 

FOR ITS ROLE IN THE DEVELOPMENT 
OF RURAL LEADERSHIP 

Senators PETERSON, JUBELIRER, MUSTO, 
WENGER, SHUMAKER, STAPLETON, REIBMAN, 
HELFRICK, MADIGAN, O'PAKE, PORTERFIELD, 
SHAFFER, WILT, LYNCH, CORMAN, LEMMOND and 
SAL VA TORE offered the following resolution (Senate Con
current Resolution No. 94), which was read as follows: 

In the Senate, June 29, 1989. 

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Recognizing the Board of Trustees of The Pennsylvania State 
University for its role in the development of rural leadership. 

WHEREAS, Rural America is in a period of difficult transi
tion and needs leaders that can take a positive initiative; and 

WHEREAS, These leaders must have the necessary skills and 
abilities to seize the initiative and take advantage of those oppor
tunities which are at times disguised as problems; and 

WHEREAS, The Pennsylvania State University has recognized 
the need for the development of rural leadership; and 

WHEREAS, The Pennsylvania State University through its 
foresight has created Rural Leadership, Inc., known as Rule, 
Inc., to develop leaders for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; 
and 

WHEREAS, After two years of planning by a volunteer board 
of directors, a program has been established; and 

WHEREAS, Many former participants of Rule, Inc., currently 
serve in the Executive Office, the General Assembly and in local 
governments; as well as in businesses, associations and other 
agencies as officers; and 

WHEREAS, Pennsylvanians from all walks of life are partici
pating in Rule, Inc., to create a greater corps of leadership for the 
Commonwealth; therefore be it 

RESOLVED (the Senate concurring), That the General Assem
bly commend the Board of Trustees of The Pennsylvania State 
University, its President, Bryce Jordan, and the Board of Direc
tors, their Executive Director and the volunteers who comprise 
Rule, Inc., for undertaking this work and making a positive con
tribution to the citizens of this Commonwealth; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each 
member of the Board of Trustees of The Pennsylvania State Uni
versity and its President, Bryce Jordan. 

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

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 94, 
ADOPTED 

Senator PETERSON. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate do adopt Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 94. 

The motion was agreed to anclthe resolution was adopted. 
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present the same 

to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso
lutions, which were read, considered and adopted: 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. John Hassett, Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Myszewski and to 
Lois Wilson by Senator Bodack. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Brian 
lngerick and to Brian Morral by Senator Madigan. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Michelle 
Kline and to Temple Covenant of Peace of Easton by Senator 
Reibman. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Harris 
Street United Methodist Church of Harrisburg by Senator 
Shumaker. 

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILL 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 339, with the information the House has passed the 
same without amendments. 

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 252 and 280, with the information the House has 
passed the same with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule XV, Section 5, 
these bills will be referred to the Committee on Rules and 
Executive Nominations. 

HOUSE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

June 29, 1989 

HB 589 - Committee on Banking and Insurance. 
HB 663 and 763 - Committee on Education. 
HB 853 - Committee on Judiciary. 
HB 1355 - Committee on Military and Veterans Affairs. 

BILL SIGNED 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Mark S. Singel) in 
the presence of the Senate signed the following bill: 
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SB339. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The following announcement was read by the Secretary of 
the Senate: 

Off the 

Floor 

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETING 

FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 1989 

RULES AND EXECUTIVE Rules Committee 

NOMINATIONS (to consider Conference Room 

Senate Bill No. 283 and 

certain executive nominations) 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move the Senate 
do now adjourn until Friday, June 30, 1989, at 1:00 p.m., 
Eastern Daylight Saving Time. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 9:50 p.m., Eastern Daylight 

Saving Time. 
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