
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, APRIL 25, 1995 

SESSION OF 1995 179TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 27 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, April 25, 1995 

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

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

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Reverend Dr. MICHAEL M. MAZER, of 
First Baptist Church, Washington, offered the following prayer 

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, we ponder in our minds and in our hearts 

the whole issue of creation. We fail to take into account how 
easy it was for You to open Your mouth and the heavens and 
the earth and all that dwells therein would come into being, 
and it would seem so easy. All You would do would be to 
speak and it would be done. But when it came to the making 
of man and woman, You painstakingly took the time to fashion 
them in Your own image, working them with Your own hands 
until they resembled You and were very much a part of You. 
And we know that it was not easy nor is it easy even now for 
You to maintain relationships with us. 

With this in mind, we often think about the work of the 
Senate, how we as the public oftentimes think how easy the 
work of a Senator is. We have been misled sometimes, and 
sometimes we desire to be misled so that we can put our own 
frustrations upon them. We beheve that it is easy work up here 
in this beautiful Chamber with multiple staff and all the trap
pings of power and success, yet we fail to take into account 
the painstaking hours that each Senator renders each and every 
day on behalf of the constituents back home, the long drives 
back to the district which put them at risk of their own health 
and safety, the complaints by irate constituents who demand 
and insist upon the impossible, and trying to bring about reso
lutions to issues that are not easy but are very complex. 

We come to realize that the responsibilities upon the Mem
bers of this body are indeed great, and thus as their Chaplain 
this day we pray for their well-being. We know that to be a 
leader is not always easy but requires wisdom. And so, O God, 
we pray for wisdom to come upon the Members of this Cham
ber and their staffs. We pray also for a spirit of compassion 
that the dividing walls of tension and hostility and divisiveness 
that exist between the aisle will be removed so that the Sena
tors will not be working necessarily as Democrat or Republi
can, but rather as the benefactors and the leaders of our Com

monwealth, so that indeed every citizen will have a better life 
each and every day. 

O God, we know that it is Your desire that this be a strong 
Commonwealth because we believe in godly principles re
vealed to us in Your holy word So we pray for Your blessings 
to be upon these Members that You would guide them in the 
ways of truth and righteousness in bringing about the best for 
the people of Pennsylvania. Then as we have in abundance in 
this gallery today, we would have something to cheer about 
because we have done our work and have done it to the best 
of our abilities which have been given to us and blessed by 
You. So be with us today. In the name of our Savior; we pray. 
Amea 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Mazer, who 
is the guest today of Senator Stout. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of 
April 24, 1995. 

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

HOUSE MESSAGE 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the 
Senate that the House has concurred in resolution from the 
Senate, entitled: 

Weekly adjournment. 

APPOINTMENTS BY MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair wishes to announce the Mi
nority Leader has made the following appointments: 

Mr. Carlton M. DeBord, Jr., and Mr. Joseph Wagman to 
serve on the Workers1 Compensation Advisory Council. 

REPORTS F R O M COMMITTEES 

Senator SHAFFER, fiom the Committee on Community and 
Economic Development, reported the following bills: 
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SB 294 (Pr. No. 304) 

An Act amending the act of December 14,1992 (P. L. 810, No. 
130), entitled "Pennsylvania Export Partnership Act," further provid
ing for expiration. 

SB 706 (Pr. No. 995) (Amended) 

An Act providing for an economic impact statement for proposed 
legislation. 

SB 707 (Pr. No. 996) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of June 25, 1982 (P. L. 633, No. 181), 
entitled, as rcenacted, "Regulatory Review Act," providing for eco
nomic impact statements. 

Senator GREENLEAF, from the Committee on Judiciary, 
reported the following bills: 

SB 432 (Pr. No. 997) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsyl
vania Consohdated Statutes, providing for mediation in divorce and 
custody matters. 

SB 468 (Pr. No. 487) 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consohdated Statutes, providing for improper use of criminal 
investigative material. 

SB 619 (Pr. No. 998) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consohdated Statutes, providing for confidential 
mediation communications and documents. 

HB 247 (Pr. No. 1705) (Amended) 

An Act amending Tide 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consohdated Statutes, defining the offense of neglect of care-
dependent person; and further prohibiting prostitution. 

Senator HELFRICK, from the Committee on Game and 
Fisheries, reported the following bills: 

SB 452 (Pr. No. 471) 

An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consoh
dated Statutes, further providing for resident license and fee exemp
tions. 

SB 453 (Pr. No. 472) 

An Act amending Tide 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidat
ed Statutes, providing for free resident fishing licenses to former 
prisoners of war. 

SB 511 (Pr. No. 535) 

An Act amending the act of July 10, 1981 (P. L. 234, No. 76), 
entitled "Donated Food Limited Liabihty Act," providing for wildlife 
donated as food. 

SB 775 (Pr. No. 993) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidat
ed Statutes, revising and updating the fishing license and issuing 
agent fee structure; and making editorial changes. 

SB 843 (Pr. No. 893) 

An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consoh
dated Statutes, providing for youth-only hunts to be undertaken by the 
Pennsylvania Game Commission as pilot projects. 

SB 844 (Pr. No. 994) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consoh
dated Statutes, further providing for the powers and duties of the 
Pennsylvania Game Commission. 

SB 847 (Pr. No. 897) 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidat
ed Statutes, providing for the titling of motor boats; and further pro
viding for registration of boats. 

HB 248 (Pr. No. 230) 

An Act providing for the adoption of a capital project to be fi
nanced fiom current revenues of the Game Fund. 

HB 703 (Pr. No. 775) 

An Act providing for the adoption of capital projects to be fi
nanced fiom current revenues of the Game Fund. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL, from the Committee on Environ
mental Resources and Energy, reported the following bills: 

SB 654 (Pr. No. 686) 

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 limit
ing liabihty in connection therewith, and repealing certain acts," fur
ther providing for definitions. 

SB 872 (Pr. No. 922) 

An Act providing for negotiated regulation and policy guidance 
proceedings by the Environmental Quahty Board and for the Depart
ment of Environmental Resources; authorizing the Environmental 
Quality Board to review requests for negotiated regulation and policy 
guidance proceedings; creating the Public Rulemaking Assistance 
Fund; and authorizing the formation of advisory committees, the 
scheduling of workshops and public meetings and the formation of 
procedures for giving the public access to department documents. 

HB 825 (Pr. No. 1655) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L.169, No.32), 
known as the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, further provid
ing for definitions, for aboveground storage tank, for undeiground 
storage tank program requirements, for interim requirements and 
discontinued use, for registration, for the storage tank advisory com
mittee, for the Underground Storage Tank Indemnification Fund and 
claims on that fund, for the Storage Tank Loan Fund and for powers 
and duties of the Underground Storage Tank Indemnification Board; 
and providing for the dispensing of Class n motor fuels to certain 
customers and for reimbursement for testing. 

HB 861 (Pr. No. 1656) (Amended) 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1929 (P.L.1798, No.591), 
referred to as the Forest Reserves Municipal Financial Rehef Law, 
increasing the amount paid by the Commonwealth. 
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Delaware, Senator Loeper. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I request a temporary 
Capitol leave on behalf of Senator Tomlinsoa 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Tomlinson. Without objection, that 
leave will be granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana, Senator 
Stapleton. 

Senator STAPLETON. Mr. President, I ask for a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Jones, and a legislative leave for 
Senator Williams. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Stapleton requests a tenqrorary 
Capitol leave for Senator Jones, and a legislative leave for 
Senator Williams. Without objection, those leaves will be 
granted. 

CALENDAR 

SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 36, 
CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

Senator LOEPER, without objection, called up out of order 
from page 3 of the Calendar, as a Special Order of Business, 
Senate Resolution No. 36, entitled: 

A Resolution expressing the Senate's support for the nomination 
of the Capitol Preservation Committee for the National Preservation 
Honor Award. 

On the question. 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

were as follows, viz: 

Afflerbach 
Andrezeski 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Belan 
Bell 
Bodack 
Brightbill 
Corman 
Dawida 
Delp 
Fisher 
Fumo 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Hail 
Heckler 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jones 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Loeper 

, . „ - „ n v * . „ j « , 

YEAS-50 

Madigan 
Mellow 
Mowery 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Peterson 
Porterfield 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Salvatore 
Schwartz 

Shafifer 
Shumaker 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Tilghman 
Tomlinson 
Uliana 
Wagner 
Wenger 
Williams 

NAYS-0 

A majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the question 
was determined in the affirmative, and the resolution was 
adopted. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
GUESTS OF SENATOR WILLIAM J. 

STEWART PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Cambria, Senator Stewart. 

Senator STEWART. Mr. President, the 1994 statewide 
cheerleading contest was held in Johnstown, and it is my dis
tinct pleasure today to introduce some very lovely young ladies 
who are the winners in that contest in various categories. I 
would ask that the Senate give the squads and their advisors its 
usual warm welcome as I introduce them in the gallery today. 

First, in the Pee Wee Division, St. Benedict School, Sandy 
Pollmo Rodkey, head coach, and Kim Parkinson, assistant 
coach. 

\Wll the St. Benedict Pee Wees please stand up, 
(Applause.) 
The Elementary Division Champions, Lilly Raider 

Elementary School, Mary Segada and Kim Gides, advisors. 
(Applause.) 
The Junior High Division Champions, Forest Hills Middle 

School, Dawn McCall and Scott Galosi, advisors. 
(Applause.) 
The Junior \&rsity Champions, Perm Cambria High School, 

Jennifer Panek, coach. 
(Applause.) 
Portage Area High School, \&rsity A Champs, Carla Kargo, 

advisor. 
(Applause.) 
The Varsity AA Champions, Bishop McCort High School, 

Dr. John P. Walker and Mary Lou Walker, coaches. 
(Applause.) 
And finally, the Varsity AAA Champions, Perm Cambria 

High School, Patty and Bridget Sorichetti, coaches. 
(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR ALLYSON Y. 
SCHWARTZ PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Philadelphia, Senator Schwartz. 

Senator SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I rise to introduce 
several guests who are here recognizing the 75th anniversary 
of the League of Women Voters. We have Diane Edmundson, 
who is the president, and Ellen Grill, who is the presi
dent-elect, and various members of the executive committee. 
They are here in recognition of the League of Women i ters ' 
fine work for 75 years. I particularly work closely with Diane 
Edmundson, who has to be congratulated on her tenure as 
president. 

I have been asked to remind the Members that there is a 
celebration in the Rotunda this evening at 5 o'clock. They are 
all invited to attend, and at 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. there is a private 
reception being held in the East Wing of the Capitol. I hope 
we would join with the League of Women Voters. All Mem
bers of the Senate are encouraged to attend, and I hope that 
my colleagues would join me not only in welcoming the mem-
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bers of the executive committee and the president and presi
dent-elect of the League of Women \foters, but in recognizing 
the important and valuable work the League of Women \foters 
does across this Commonwealth and has done for 75 years. 

Would you join me in welcoming these distinguished 
guests. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Schwartz 
please rise so that the Senate may give them its usual warm 
welcome. 

(Applause.) 

GUEST OF SENATOR ROY C. 
AFFLERBACH PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Lehigh, Senator Afflerbach. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I have a guest who 
is joining us on the Senate floor today. She is a young woman 
from William Allen High School in Allentown. Her name is 
Sumary Curet She has been volunteering in my Allentown of
fice and will continue to do so through May 18. 

I think the novel thing is that Sumary is only a freshman in 
high school and has already demonstrated both an interest and 
a capability in government that has made her a very valuable 
intern for me. She is also a voracious reader, and that probably 
helps to explain her command of many issues that others 
would expect her to be older to command. 

May we please have a warm welcome for Sumary Curet. 
The PRESIDENT. Would our guest please rise. 
(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR DAVID J. 
BRIGHTBILL PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lebanon, Senator Brightbill. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I am pleased to be 
able to introduce to the Senate Professor Kathleen Hughes 
Manzella fiom Reading Area Community College. She is here 
today accompanied by a number of her students who, I am 
sure, are getting a very fine education fiom the professor; and 
I would ask the Senate to give her our traditional warm wel
come. 

The PRESIDENT. Would Senator BrightbilTs guests please 
rise. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROGER A, 
MADIGAN PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Bradford, Senator Madigan. 

Senator MADIGAN. Mr. President, they are not cheerlead
ers, but they very well could be. I am honored today to have 
in the gallery eight members of the Leadership Lycoming 1995 
Class. These young adults are members of a training class put 
together by the Williamsport/Lycoming County Chamber of 
Commerce to provide them with a background in leadership. 
It was my privilege today, along with Representative Dempsey 

and Representative Feese from Lycoming County, to host this 
group for lunch, and they are in the gallery to observe the 
operations of the Senate of Pennsylvania. They include Chris
tine Schuler, Michael Schemeck, Pat Wilson, Jerry Girardi, 
Kathy Brown, Dan Watson, Tushanna Hamilton, and John D. 
Yingling. I would ask the Senate to give them its usual warm 
welcome. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Madigan 
please rise. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR RICHARD A. 
TILGHMAN PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Montgomery, Senator Tilghman. 

Senator TILGHMAN. Mr. President, a group of students 
and their parents just came in the gallery and some of them arc 
continuing to come in. They are third grade boys and girls 
from the Waldron Mercy Academy, Montgomery Avenue, 
Merion and Lower Merion Townships. They were brought to 
the Capitol today by their teacher; Sister Barbara Mac Williams. 

Mr. President, would the Senate welcome these young boys 
and girls and their parents to the Senate Chamber. 

Thank you very much. 
The PRESIDENT. Would our guests please rise so that the 

Senate may give you its usual warm welcome. 
(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL A. 
OTAKE PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Berks County, Senator OTake. 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I was going to yield the 
floor to Senator Brightbill, but I think he may have already 
introduced Professor Kathy Manzella and the students from 
Reading Area Community College. If I missed that, I am now 
offering them for your invitation, if they are in the gallery. It 
is hard to tell if they are in right now or not. 

The PRESIDENT. Well, we will acknowledge their 
presence. Remaining guests of Senator O'Pake and Senator 
Brightbill, are you with us? Please stand so the Senate may 
give you its final acknowledgement. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR MELISSA A. HART 
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Allegheny, Senator Hart. 

Senator HART. Mr. President, thank you for accommodat
ing the delay. We apparenfly have a lot of winners today who 
want to visit the Senate, and at first we were looking for my 
guests and the gallery was full of other cheerleaders who were 
State champions. 

Today I have the honor of welcoming the Shaler Area Ti
tans AAAA Champions to our Senate Chamber. Their coach, 
Phyllis Schatz, and the assistant coach, Theresa Gordon, are 

file:///foters
file:///foters
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also here today. I have a special connection to the Shaler Area 
cheerleaders because back in the 1970s one of my cousins was 
one of them, but they were not award winners thea So this is 
a special group of girls, very talented, a lot of teamwork. I 
hope that the Senate would welcome them very warmly. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Hart please 
rise. 

(Applause.) 

RECESS 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Delaware, Senator Loeper. 

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 
3 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would like to request 
that the Democratic Members report immediately to the caucus 
room at the rear of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will stand in recess for the 
purpose of a Republican caucus in the first floor caucus room, 
with the intention of returning at approximately 3 p.ra, and at 
the same time, the Democratic Caucus will gather at the rear 
of the Senate Chamber for its meeting, also with the intention 
of returning at approximately 3 p.m. 

The Senate stands in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having expired, the 
Senate will come to order. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Tomlinson has returned from 
temporary Capitol leave and his leave is cancelled. 

CONSIDERATION O F CALENDAR RESUMED 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 276 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 283 (Pr. No. 290) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting the provision of butane to 
minors. 

Considered the third time and agreed to. 

On the question. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary Cap
itol leaves for Senator Dawida and Senator Bodack. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests temporary Capi
tol leaves for Senator Dawida and Senator Bodack. Without 
objection, those leaves will be granted. 

And the question recurring. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Delaware, Senator Bell. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, I urge a "yes" vote on this 
bill. In my district, in Tinicum Township, a young lad, 9 or 10 
years old, inhaled butane and died. This young fellow was a 
good-living young person. It is a terrible tragedy. And if he 
would have had any idea that this would have hurt him, he 
would not have done it. But he now is dead. This could hap
pen in your neighborhood. I urge a "yes* vote. 

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: 

Afflerbach 
Andrezeski 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Belan 
Bell 
Bodack 
Brightbill 
Corman 
Dawida 
Delp 
Fisher 
Fumo 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Hart 
Heckler 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jones 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Loeper 

YEAS-50 

Madigan 
MeUow 
Mowery 
Musto 
OTake 
Peterson 
Porterfield 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Salvatore 
Schwartz 

Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Tilghman 
Tomlinson 
Uliana 
Wagner 
Wenger 
Williams 

NAYS-O 

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 
GUESTS OF THE PRESIDENT AND 
SENATOR ROBERT T. TOMLINSON 

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. In a moment the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Bucks, Senator Tomlinson, for the purpose of 
introducing a number of important guests, as well as a special 
friend of the Chair, Mr. Harry Fawkes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Senator 
Tomlinsoa 

Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, it is indeed my honor 
to recognize constituents and fellow Bucks Countians who 
traveled to Harrisburg today. I would like to introduce to you 
Harry Fawkes, who is chairman of the Republican Party in 
Bucks County; Bill Carlin, an attorney with Begley, Carlin & 
Mandio; County Commissioner Mike Fitzpatrick; and the exec
utive director of the Bucks County Industrial Development 
Authority, Bob Cormack. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Tomlinson 
and the Chair please rise so that the Senate may give you its 
usual warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR TIM SHAFFER 
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Butler, Senator Shaffer. 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I realize that Bucks 
County is a fair distance away from the Capitol, but believe 
me when I tell you it is no distance whatsoever compared to 
Butler County, and that is why I am particularly honored and 
pleased to have a number of young people with us today from 
Butler County. They are members of the Law Explorer Group, 
which, of course, many Members understand is an adjunct of 
the Boy Scouts of America They are here today to learn about 
State government and to watch the proceedings here and 
elsewhere, and these Law Explorers from Butler are accompa
nied by their two advisors, Tom Breth, Esquire, from Butler, 
and the Honorable Kelley Streib, District Justice in Butler 
County. So I would ask that they be recognized in our tradi
tional fashion. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Shaffer 
please rise so that the Senate may give you its usual warm 
welcome. 

(Applause.) 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

SB 752 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

SB 752 (Pn No. 789) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 1 of the Third Consideration 
Calendar, by Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 752 (Pr. No. 789) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing for trial by 
jury and waiver of this right 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Butler, Senator Shaffer. 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I am the prime sponsor 
of Senate Bill No. 752, and I am not sure of the degree to 
which the Members of the Senate wish this legislation to be 
explained or debated, so I will give at first just a cursory over
view of what Senate Bill No. 752 purports to do and take 
questions or comments thereafter as required. 

Senate Bill No. 752, Mr. President, merely adds a sentence 
to the Pennsylvania Constitution, that sentence being, quote, 
"Furthermore, in criminal cases the accused may waive the 
right to a jury trial only with the consent of the Common
wealth," unquote. And that would be an amendment to Article 
I, section 6, of the Pennsylvania Constitution. The reason for 
this legislation, in summary fashion, Mr. President, is that prior 
to 1982, first by tradition and then in 1978 by law, in order for 
a defendant to waive his or her right to a trial by jury, the 
Commonwealth, in the case of a criminal trial of course being 
represented by the district attorney, the district attorney had to 
agree in order for a defendant to waive his or her right to a 
trial by jury. It was not automatic. The converse has always 
been automatic and remains true today and would remain true 
were this constitutional amendment to be adopted henceforth. 
That truism, that fundamental constitutional principle both in 
the State and the Federal Constitutions being that a defendant 
does have the right to a trial by jury. 

There is, however, Mr. President, no constitutional right to 
not have a trial by jury. And in the committee from whence 
this bill was reported a number of weeks ago, there was a bit 
of a flurry and ruffles and flourishes and a bit of hubbub as to 
how this legislation was somehow taking away an individual's 
right to a trial by jury. The answer is, it does not take away in 
any manner, shape, or form, nor purports to take away, the 
right of an individual's trial by jury. 

What happened in 1982, in a case called Commonwealth vs. 
Sorrel, was the Supreme Court ruled that whether or not the 
Commonwealth could deny or must consent to a waiver of an 
individual's right to a trial by jury was a procedural matter; not 
a substantive matter. And therefore, since it was procedural, 
the General Assembly could not by statute take away what is 
procedural and, therefore, by the Constitution a court-related 
matter. So in that case the court struck down as being uncon
stitutional the right of the Commonwealth to deny an in
dividual the right to waive his or her trial by jury. 

That is what brings us here today. It has been alleged, and 
I believe it is certainly not a bit apocryphal, that there are 
cases in a number of our major cities, and I am told at least 
anecdotally in surrounding counties, not necessarily our major 
cities, that if an individual has influence, if an individual has 
pull, he or she in their criminal trial can shop around in certain 
cases and get certain judges who are known for their leniency. 
Therefore, the intent of the right to a trial by jury is sometimes 
subverted. 

Therefore, Mr. President, at the request of the District Attor
neys Association of the State of Pennsylvania, and others, I 
have offered what is merely a first step in a long, arduous 
process of amending the Constitution. For those of you who 
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may not be informed as to the Constitution and how we amend 
it, it must be passed twice by the General Assembly of Penn
sylvania in two separate Sessions and then appear on the bal
lot. This question, as I framed it, shall appear on the ballot 
sometime 3 years hence, and the people of Pennsylvania will 
vote as to whether or not this constitutional amendment that I 
am proposing should be made law. 

That, in essence, Mr. President, is the substance of what I 
am proposing today, and I ask for an affirmative vote. Thank 
you. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lehigh, Senator Affleibach. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, will the gentleman 
from Butler, Senator Shaffer, please stand for interrogation? 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Shaffer, will you stand for inter
rogation? 

Senator SHAFFER. Yes, indeed, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Proceed. 
Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, the gentleman cited 

a 1982 case in which the court, in my opinion correctly, over
turned the statute that required the Commonwealth or the dis
trict attorney, as the case may be, to approve of the waiver of 
the right of a trial by jury. I would like to have the gentleman 
explain to me why he feels that the Commonwealth should 
have that right to object to the waiver of a trial by jury by a 
defendant. 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, the easy answer would 
be that except for the last 13 years, that has been, first by 
tradition and later by statute, the entire history of this Com
monwealth which I believe has served us well for over 200 
years. So for 200 years we have had in this Commonwealth 
what I am asking for the Commonwealth to return to here 
today. That is, I suppose, the easy answer. 

The second answer is that the Constitution, while requiring 
that an individual have a right to a trial by jury, in no way 
guarantees or offers any special protection against a trial by 
jury. We do not protect an individual from a trial by jury. And 
therefore, we believe the Constitution should be amended, in 
all due fairness, so that justice can prevail. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, it is all well and 
good to cite historical tradition in a statute of the General As
sembly that was later overturned by the court, and it is all well 
and good to say that the Constitution did not explicitly guaran
tee the right to waive a trial by jury, but I think that begs the 
questioa I would ask the gentleman once again to tell me why 
he feels the Commonwealth should be empowered to object or 
empowered to approve that waiver? 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, to the best of my knowl
edge, I have answered the question as best as I know how. I 
think that overall fairness, overall justice, not only for the 
defendant but for the citizenry as well, requires that the playing 
field be leveled and that the district attorney, who represents 
the citizens of this State, be empowered to do what he or she 
has been allowed to do for over 200 years. That is really the 
best answer that I can give the gentleman. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, that completes the 
interrogatioa I would like to speak on the bill itself. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Lehigh, Senator Afflerbach. 

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I happen to think 
that a defendant in any case should be the sole individual to 
decide whether or not to submit his or her fate to a jury trial 
or to, in fact, a summary proceeding before the judge himself 
or herself. But in addition to that, I think we have an issue 
here that goes right to the very heart of who is going to pay 
the bill. And while the gentleman in his remarks prior to inter
rogation cited anecdotal stories of judge shopping, I would 
suggest that there are equal anecdotal stories of district at
torneys who wish to take cases specifically to a jury trial for 
the publicity that such a trial can generate. It seems to me that 
when this kind of a situation occurs or when unnecessary trials 
occur because the defendant is willing to waive the right to 
trial by jury, we ask the taxpayer to pick up the bill. It is, after 
all, the taxpayer who pays the cost of those court proceedings, 
and in many cases it is the taxpayer who pays the very cost of 
the public defender to defend that individual who otherwise 
would have waived the right to trial by jury. 

It seems to me that at the very least before we would con
sider this bill for passage as an amendment to our Constitution 
we would want to have some sort of a cost analysis as to ex
actly what it is going to cost the taxpayer if we set up a sys
tem constitutionally that will allow any district attorney in this 
Commonwealth to object to the waiver of a trial by jury. And 
therefore, because of the impact that this would have not only 
on the defendant's right, as I perceive it, but also upon the 
taxpayer, I intend to vote against the bill and would ask my 
colleagues to do the same. 

The PRESIDENT. On final passage, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Fumo. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, would the gentleman from 
Butler, Senator Shaffer, stand for brief interrogation on one 
area of this? 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Butler, Senator 
Shaffer, indicates that he will. You may proceed. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, would the gentleman from 
Butler, Senator Shaffer, indicate to me, under his amendment, 
if the district attorney disagreed and refused to allow the de
fendant to have a waiver trial, waive his right to a jury trial, 
would that then be appealable? 

Senator SHAFFER Mr. President, can the gentleman define 
for me would what, precisely, be appealable? 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, well, would not the defen
dant at that point in time have the right to appeal the district 
attorney's decision to not allow him to waive his right to a jury 
trial? 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I assume that you can 
attempt to appeal most anything. I suspect that were the Con
stitution to be changed, as I have suggested it should be, that 
appeal would not be successful. I hope that is responsive. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, well, he would have the 
right to take the appeal? We do not deny that in the amend
ment, do we? 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I think he has the right 
to lodge that appeal. Whether or not it would stand on its own 
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merit or whether or not it would be dismissed prior to con
sideration on the merit, I do not know. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, where would that appeal be 
properly taken? Would it not be the Superior Court? 

Senator SHAFFER Mr. President, to the trial court initially, 
I would assume. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, and assuming he is denied 
there, would it not then go to the Superior Court? 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, under the rules as I un
derstand them today, that would be the case. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, okay. And then assuming he 
was denied at the Superior Court, then he would have the right 
to go for allocatur to the Pennsylvania Supreme Court? 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, presumably. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. President, I would like to speak on the bill at this time. 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman is in order. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I recognize the passion in 

this Chamber during the Special Session, and this is obviously 
a Regular Session bill, but I recognize the passion that has 
been generated about crime, punishment, getting the criminal. 
We have to get these people and put them in jail forever. I 
understand all that, Mr. President. But what we should not be 
doing in the process is saying that everyone charged with a 
crime is a criminal, and then automatically treating them as if 
they were. This type of legislation begins that process. What 
we are saying philosophically is that we do not care about a 
defendant. He must have done something wrong or he would 
not be here. That is what they are saying in this amendment. 

Mr. President, throughout the history of our democracy, 
people have been innocent until proven guilty, and I recognize 
that in many instances due to media sensation that people do 
not like that concept, but it is the very basis and the very es
sence of our democracy. It is one of the very few things that 
sets us apart from other governments, and now we arc begin
ning to tamper with that. 

Mr. President, it has always been the defendant's right to a 
trial by a jury of his peers that has been talked about in the 
Constitution and that has been defended by this nation. 
Nowhere in our form of government do we say that the 
prosecution has a right to a jury trial. That is not stated in any 
tenet of law. There is no legal philosopher I know of who 
states that the prosecution should have a right to a jury trial. It 
is a defendant's right, and being a defendant's right, it is within 
the power of the defendant to waive that right and no one else. 

Now, my esteemed colleague, the gentleman from Butler, 
Senator Shaffer, says that he wants to do this to avoid judge 
shopping. There may be a lenient judge out there somewhere 
who some defendant thinks he can get in front of by waiving 
his right to a jury trial. Maybe so. But what comparable pro
tection does Senator Shaffer offer to any defendant - it could 
be you, it could be I - against prosecutorial judges? There are 
certainly a lot more of those out there than there are defense 
oriented. That is not a level playing field. 

And, Mr. President, I have heard the argument that we have 
to level the playing field for the prosecution. The poor prose
cution. Mr. President, the prosecution has the right to grant 

immunity to witnesses to get them to testify in their case. If a 
defendant comes across a similar witness, he has no right to 
grant immunity. Are we suggesting that we keep a level play
ing field and now give defendants the right to grant immunity 
to witnesses whom they may need to disprove the govern
ment's case? I do not hear anything like that. 

But, Mr. President, I think the essence of the argument and 
the essence of the reasoning behind the argument is set forth 
in a Pennsylvania Supreme Court case, and I recognize that 
some people here do not like the Supreme Court, but the way 
to solve that is to change it, not neuter it. Mr. President, in a 
case entitled Commonwealth vs. Charles Garrison, in the Su
perior Court of Pennsylvania - and there was a petition for ap
peal that was denied, therefore making it the law of Pennsyl
vania - decided on September 27, 1976, our courts have held, 
and in this case I will quote, "The trial court properly denied 
defendant's right to waive a jury trial." It is already the law in 
Pennsylvania that you need the court's permission to waive a 
jury trial. In this particular case the defendant was in front of 
Judge McDermott, later to be Justice McDermott, and decided 
that he wanted to go to another courtroom. We all know, those 
of us who practice in Philadelphia, of Justice McDermott's, 
then Judge McDermott, reputation for being fair and honest 
and then sentencing you to the maximum. This defendant de
cided he did not want to be in front of Justice McDermott He 
wanted to waive his trial. He then said, I want to go to another 
courtroom. He went to another courtroom and found out that 
that judge was even worse. Somehow he wound up back in 
front of Justice McDermott, then Judge McDermott, who said, 
you cannot waive your right to a jury trial, we are now going 
forward. He appealed that issue, and in this case, if you read 
it, you will find out the other things he did, and the courts 
specifically talked about the fact that the appellant was shopp
ing for another judge. The court affirmed Judge McDermott's 
denial of that defendant to be able to waive his right to a jury 
trial to shop. So that is already the law in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, I warn all of us that as we begin to tamper 
with the rights of innocent people - innocent people - we begin 
to tear down the democracy that this country has built and sus
tained over these last two centuries. I recognize frustration. I 
even recognize political pandering to those people who are 
frustrated, and I have even tolerated it in here when we have 
increased mandatory sentencing tenfold and cost taxpayers 
billions of dollars on the back end. We have watched it hap-
pea But at least there you were dealing with people who were 
convicted of a crime, and how you wanted to dispose of that, 
fine. But here we are dealing with innocent people, citizens of 
this Commonwealth, and you gradually want to take away their 
rights. 

I have said it on this floor many, many times, and I shall 
say it again today: It would probably be impossible for us to 
pass the Bill of Rights on this Senate floor, and that is truly a 
shame. And this is one of those rights in the Bill of Rights. 
Our Constitution predates the Federal Constitution and our 
right to a jury trial is something that people came to this 
country for when they escaped England, and now you want to 
tamper with that very system. And as the gentleman from 



1995 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL — SENATE 401 

Lehigh, Senator Afflerbach, says, wait until you are done 
paying the cost for that. And I think, as I have indicated, wait 
until you begin to endure the appellate process of whether or 
not the district attorney was proper in denying the defendant 
his right to waive his jury trial under the circumstances set 
forth in that particular case because you have now given the 
prosecutor a discretionary right that is definitely appealable. 
And it may even be an interlocutory appeal, it may not. So it 
may, in fact, even stop the criminal process. But you do not 
care because that will just back up the court system. Nobody 
will see that because the next thing that will happen is the 
public will then be mad at the judges. Let them get mad at 
everybody who caused the problem, except us, is the 
philosophy around here. 

Mr. President, there is no need for this amendment, and not 
only is there no need for this amendment, it is an extremely 
dangerous precedent to face if we are worried about the rights 
of innocent citizens of this Commonwealth. I urge a negative 
vote. 

Thank you. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the genfleman from 

Bucks, Senator Heckler. 
Senator HECKLER. Mr. President, in case there is some 

confusion after the immediate preceding discussion of this 
issue, let us just be very clear about something: The right 
which exist, under both the Pennsylvania and the Federal Con
stitutions, a precious right which nobody in this Chamber is 
about to tamper with in any way, is the right of each individual 
accused of a crime to have those accusations tried before a 
jury of his or her peers. This proposed amendment to the Con
stitution does nothing to intrude upon that sacred right. 

Let me point out that in the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro
cedure, Rule 23A, requires the government's consent for the 
waiver of a jury trial by a defendant in the Federal court sys
tem. That particular rule has been upheld by the United States 
Supreme Court in Singer v. The United States, a 1965 decision. 
Twenty-four States and the District of Columbia similariy give 
the right to the State or the prosecution, to decide whether or 
not it will agree to the waiver of a trial. Even the cases which 
the Senator from Philadelphia quoted acknowledge the right of 
the trial judge to accept or reject the waiver of a jury trial, so 
we are not talking about intruding upon a defendant's rights. 
What we are talking about is asserting, and frankly through a 
process we should not have to be going through, reasserting 
once again the rule which has existed for a long time in 
Pennsylvania that the Commonwealth must join in a waiver for 
jury trials. The gentleman from Butler, Senator Shaffer, has 
stated at length the important reasons why this rule is 
necessary, why judge shopping may occur, why defendants 
may choose to seize upon the opportunity to take a waiver 
trial, as they are called, before a particular judge in order to 
essentially judge shop. 

The gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Fumo, asked, 
what is the comparable protection for a defendant if he finds 
himself before a prosecution-oriented judge? The answer is, his 
right to elect a jury trial. We have long recognized that in
dividuals in our society require protection fiom the State, fiom 

the government. That has always been there and we do not 
propose today to take it away. What we do propose is to 
reassert what this legislature did by statute some years ago, 
which is the right of the Commonwealth to object to the 
waiver of a jury trial. The Supreme Court decided some years 
ago that such a right was procedural rather than substantive 
and, therefore, that we could not do that, so we now are engag
ing in the exercise of amending the Constitutioa I would urge 
that we get on with it. The people of Pennsylvania, as we 
know, will ultimately have the last say on this constitutional 
amendment. I would suggest that they will not be misguided, 
not pandered to or pandered with, but very well advised when 
they approve this constitutional amendment when they are 
given the chance. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Butler, Senator Shaffer. 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman 
from Bucks, Senator Heckler, who spoke about a number of 
topics here that I was about to follow up oa 

So let me say as my final statement in this matter that the 
arguments of the other side, the two gentlemen who spoke 
prior to Senator Heckler, basically come down to what happens 
if a defendant has a fear of a trial by jury? What if the defen
dant is afraid or for whatever reason, I guess fear, does not 
want a trial by jury? The short answer is, Mr. President, that 
he or she is allowed to be afraid, for whatever reason, and not 
want a trial by jury. But what we are saying here is that fear 
is not a constitutionally protected emotioa We are only taking 
the very first step, as I indicated, in a long constitutional 
amendment process. I do hope that with a positive vote here 
today we will indeed take the first necessary step. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 

Philadelphia, Senator Fumo. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, in an effort to clarify what 

I said, obviously the gentleman from Butler, Senator Shaffer, 
does not understand that I am not concerned about an innocent 
person's fear. I happen to live under the basic human 
philosophy that if I have a right to something, if you take away 
my right to waive that something, you have taken away my 
right. That is the essence of the argument. For whatever 
reason, it is my right and if I want to waive it, I should have 
the right to waive it, and you should not be able to tell me that 
I cannot waive my rights. That, in itself, is taking away my 
rights, and at that stage of any proceeding, I am an innocent 
Pennsylvanian. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the genfleman fiom 
Bucks, Senator Heckler. 

Senator HECKLER. Mr. President, very briefly, it just oc
curred to me as I listened to the gentleman's comments that by 
his logic, we should also repeal the laws against attempting or 
aiding and abetting a suicide. Certainly we have the right to 
limit the exercise. We do not have the abihty to limit the exer
cise of a right, but we certainly cannot compel someone to 
exercise that right. 
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow. 

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

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Andrezeski. Without objection, that 
leave will be granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom Delaware, Senator 
Loeper. 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I request temporary Capi
tol leaves for Senator Robbins and Senator Corman, who have 
been called to their offices. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests temporary Capi
tol leaves for Senator Corman and Senator Robbins. Without 
objection, those leaves will be granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-29 

Greenleaf Loeper 
Hart Madigan 
Heckler Mowery 
Helfrick Peterson 
Holl Punt 
Jubelirer Rhoades 
Lemmond Robbins 

Armstrong 
Baker 
Bell 
Brightbill 
Corman 
Delp 
Fisher 
Gerlach 

Salvatore 
Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Tilghman 
Tomlinson 
Uliana 
Wenger 

Afflerbach 
Andrezeski 
Belan 
Bodack 
Dawida 
Fumo 

Hughes 
Jones 
Kasunic 
LaValle 
Mellow 

NAYS-21 

Musto 
OTake 
Porterfield 
Schwartz 
Stapleton 

Stewart 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Wagner 
Williams 

A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted 
"aye,11 the question was determined in the affirmative. 

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 347 (Pr. No. 359) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for appeals 
of contempt citations and for the jurisdiction of the Philadelphia 
Municipal Court 

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: 

Affleibach 
Andrezeski 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Belan 
Bell 
Bodack 
Brightbill 
Corman 
Dawida 
Delp 
Fisher 
Fumo 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Hart 
Heckler 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jones 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Loeper 

YEAS-50 

Madigan 
Mellow 
Mowery 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Peterson 
Porterfield 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Salvatore 
Schwartz 

Shaffer 
Shumaker 
Stapleton 
Stewart 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Tilghman 
Tomlinson 
Uliana 
Wagner 
Wenger 
Williams 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 725 (Pr. No. 761) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 18, 1984 (P. L. 384, No. 81), 
entitled "Amusement Ride Inspection Act," further providing for acci
dent records and reports. 

On the question. 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator GREENLEAF offered the following amendment 

No. A1995: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by inserting after "providing": for 
definitions and 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 11, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting: 

Section 1. Section 2 of the act of June 18, 1984 (P.L.384, 
No.81), known as the Amusement Ride Inspection Act, is amended 
by adding definitions to read: 
Section 2. Definitions. 

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

* • * 

"Minor injury or illness." An iniurv or illness that results in 
treatment which is limited to such things as the dispensation of over-
the-counter medication or plastic adhesive strips, cleansing, rest and 
other similar duties or assistance. 

* • » 

"Serious injury or illness." An injury or illness that requires: 
(1) emergency first aid: 
(2) medical treatment whether it is administered or recom

mended or may be required at a future date; 
(3^ observation by a licensed physician: or 
(4) admission to a hospital. 

The term also includes an injury or illness that results in death, dis
memberment, significant disfigurement and permanent loss of the use 
of a body organ, member, function or system. 
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Section 2. Section 13 of the act is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 13), page 1, line 14, by inserting after "in

volve": physical injuries 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 13), page 1, lines 16 and 17, by striking out 

"physical injuries Which require medical treatment or which involve 
a loss of consciousness" and inserting: serious injury or illness 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 13), page 2, lines 6 and 7, by striking out 
"injuries that are minor and do not require first aid treatment" and 
inserting: a minor iniury or illness 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 10, by striking out "2" and inserting: 
3 

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

its order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 806 (Pr. No. 855) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing for security 
from searches and seizures. 

Considered the third time and agreed to. 

On the question. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Senator OTPake. 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I reluctantly rise in opposi
tion to this bill. I want to make it very clear that there are 
many of us on this side of the aisle who are equally concerned 
about the narrow interpretation given by the United States 
Supreme Court to the exclusionary rule, when a policeman 
makes a mistake and acts in good faith but improperly. The 
remedy, in our opinion, Mr. President, is to correct the lan
guage of the Pennsylvania Constitution as we did recently on 
the question of videotaping a child's testimony. Unfortunately, 
the remedy suggested by the other side I think is too broad, it 
is wrong, and someday may come back to haunt those who 
want to use this for their law and order platform. 

A basic issue is involved in this, Mr. President, and that is 
the issue of States' rights. A hot topic these days is the at
tempted usurpation of the Federal government impinging upon 
the powers of States. Ironically, while most people are saying 
that too much of this is going on and that the States are losing 
power and losing sovereignty and losing control over their 
particular jurisdictions to the Federal government, the maker of 
this amendment, I am sure in good faith but I think erroneous
ly, is suggesting that the way we solve the problem is to take 
away the power of the State Supreme Court to rule on Penn
sylvania constitutional questions and make us be bound by the 
rulings of the U.S. Supreme Court interpreting the Federal 
Constitution. I respectfully submit that is wrong. 

I had an amendment prepared which I think solved the 
problem by correcting Pennsylvania's Constitutioa I understand 

there are no votes on that side for this amendment Therefore, 
I will not offer the amendment However, I urge all those who 
are concerned, and I know we all want to be tough on crime 
and we all want to strike a blow for the law enforcement com
munity, but think this through. What we are saying is that just 
because we do not like the Supreme Court decision in Com
monwealth vs. Melilli in 1989 that we are going to strip the 
State Supreme Court of its power to interpret the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and say that we will now be beholden to the 
U.S. Supreme Court and we will have to apply their interpreta
tion of search and seizure questions. That is wrong. I know 
that now the view is that the U.S. Supreme Court is more con
servative than perhaps the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, but it 
may not always be that way. And someday the U.S. Supreme 
Court may take a more liberal interpretation than the State 
Supreme Court and we will then be bound by this language, if 
it ever becomes law, and I think that is wrong. 

Mr. President, we arc just as tough and we want to crack 
down on crime and we want to make sure that police are not 
punished when a mistake is made, but do not throw the baby 
out with the bath water. Do not say the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court has no more power to interpret the search and seizure 
clause of the Pennsylvania Constitution and we are going to 
look to the Big Brother Supreme Court in Washington and say 
that they have all the wisdom on this subject. That is wrong, 
and I warn that someday you will rue the decision that you are 
making today because, while it looks like temporarily you are 
for law and order, someday you may wind up being on the 
side of the criminal. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 

from Allegheny, Senator Hart. 
Senator HART. Mr. President, I rise in support, obviously, 

of the bill, and I am sorry to see that a sponsor of the bill, the 
gentleman from Berks, Senator O'Pake, has chosen to now be 
against the bill. I disagree with his interpretation, the reason is 
that the 14th Amendment of the Constitution would require us 
to not construe our amendment any tighter than the U.S. 
Supreme Court does. 

The good faith exception has been discussed and debated 
quite a few times among my colleagues and I, and also among 
law enforcement officials across the Commonwealth. It has 
become apparent that the Pennsylvania Supreme Court is in
clined to protect the rights of the defendants over seeing justice 
done. Our bill simply construes our search and seizure provi
sions to be consistent with the U.S. Constitution, consistent 
with the U.S. Supreme Court decisions. Those decisions do 
allow for a good faith exception to our Constitution as it re
lates to search and seizure. In other words, if police officers 
rely in good faith upon a search warrant which is later found 
to be technically flawed, the evidence that is found during that 
search would still be admissible for the prosecutors. 

As a result of Commonwealth vs. Edmunds, a 1991 Pennsyl
vania Supreme Court case, it interpreted our Constitution not 
to permit a good faith exception. This means, Mr. President, 
that our court would routinely, dependent upon that decision 
from our Supreme Court of our Constitution, throw out 
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evidence that is likely to prosecute a criminal offender. Federal 
courts and courts in most States do allow for this good faith 
exception, so Pennsylvania is kind of out there on its owa In 
fact, other States have already corrected their constitutions, 
changed their constitutions in a similar manner to what Senate 
Bill No. 806 proposes. 

The bill addresses situations where police obtain a warrant, 
conduct a search, and later, sometimes months later, because 
it does take a long time to bring the case to trial, they are told 
that there was a technical flaw in the warrant. Current law 
would, therefore, keep that evidence out of trial, often allowing 
that defendant to go free, guilty or not. 

Mr. President, consistent with our Special Session on crime 
and the will of the public and the will of what appears to be 
most of the legislature, we are trying to change that trend in 
law to make sure that we have all the tools we need to prose
cute criminal offenders in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
I believe, Mr. President, that this is the best way for us to go 
to correct this flaw in the interpretation of our Pennsylvania 
Constitution, and I hope that my colleagues will also support 
this legislation. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Senator Fumo. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, this particular amendment is 

even worse than the bill that preceded it Here we do not even 
have a defendant in court Here we have an innocent citizen in 
his home. There are a number of reasons why this amendment 
should not be adopted. The first is a conservative one, and I 
quote from Justice Rehnquist, certainly no liberal on the U.S. 
Supreme Court: "It is a well-established legal doctrine that 
states are encouraged and permitted to independently apply and 
interpret their own Constitutions." They are not my words but 
Justice Rehnquist's. 

Mr. President, what the mafeer of this amendment is saying 
is that we in Pennsylvania accept subserviency to the Federal 
government. We do not believe in States1 rights. We believe 
that the Federal government is the answer to all of our prob
lems. Now, maybe there is a renewed spirit of confidence in 
the Federal government now that Newt Gingrich is Speaker. 
That might be the case. But I will caution you that I do not 
think he will be Speaker forever. And I do not think the cur
rent court will be as conservative or as moderate as it is. I re
member the days of the Warren Court when some of the con
servatives in this Chamber would be appalled by the decisions 
on search and seizure in that court. But what they are saying 
is that we in Pennsylvania do not have the abihty, the courage, 
the determination to elect a Supreme Court that can adequately 
represent our rights. I, for one, have been an advocate for a 
long time of merit selection. I do not particularly beheve in the 
elective process. I think we would do much better to have a 
merit selection process, but there are those in here who say no, 
and that is why that bill is not racing through this General 
Assembly like some of this stuff is. 

Mr. President, we have in Pennsylvania a Constitution that 
predates the Federal Constitution. You know, the original re
quirement, and I will cite from Commonwealth vs. Edmunds, 

of probable cause in this Commonwealth traces its origin to the 
original Constitution of 1776 drafted by the first convention of 
delegates chaired by Benjamin Franklin That is that guy over 
here with the long hair. The primary purpose of the warrant 
requirement was to abolish, quote, "general warrants," end of 
quote, which had been used by the British to conduct sweeping 
searches of residences and businesses based upon generalized 
suspicions. Therefore, at the time the Pennsylvania Constitution 
was drafted in 1776, the issue of searches and seizures unsup
ported by probable cause was of the utmost concern to the 
constitutional draftsmen. Moreover, as this court has stated 
repeatedly in interpreting Article I Section 8, that provision is 
meant to embody a strong notion of privacy carefully guarded 
in this Commonwealth for the past two centuries. 

And today, because of whim, we will throw out two centu
ries of jurisprudence. We will now say to the police and oth
ers, you can go anywhere you want. You can bust down arty 
door you want, as long as you have good faith. If you think 
the guy is guilty, go right in. Nobody is going to stop you. We 
have so much confidence in our law enforcement agents that 
we will now give them a license to do what has not been al
lowed to be done in this Commonwealth for over 200 years. 
You can break down the door, you can go in and search the 
house for whatever you think might be there as long as it is in 
good faith. Is that not a wonderful country to live in? They had 
that country in Russia and threw it out. 

We have seen horrible, horrible instances of DEA and the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms breaking down 
doors, the wrong doors, and putting people in handcuffs, 
having people die of heart attacks and then saying, I forgot, I 
had the wrong address. Do not worry about it. I will see you 
next week. We now condone that. You do not any longer have 
to say, I had the wrong address. Now all you have to say is, I 
thought you were guilty. 

And maybe I come from an Italian-American heritage that 
has been subject to a lot of prejudice over the years. I come 
from an ethnicity that is constantly associated with organized 
crime. And maybe that is why I am worried that someday 
somebody may say to me or some of my Italian-American 
constituents, you know, we saw you walking down the street 
the other day and there was this mob guy and you said hello 
to him, so we are going to search your house to find out why. 
I can see that happening. And I do not want it to happea I can 
take a look at minorities - Hispamcs, blacks - who arc always 
thought, in most instances, to be a little suspicious. I can see 
the police abusing their rights as if they did not even exist We 
broke into this housing project apartment because we felt there 
were drugs in there. Whoops, we really did not know, but they 
fit the profile: they were poor, they lived in a housing project, 
they were on welfare. You know, they are the kind of people 
who usually sell drugs. That is what we say we can do now if 
you adopt this constitutional amendment. 

Mr. President, it is a very sad day in this Chamber and in 
this Commonwealth if we do that today. We might as well take 
down the picture of Benjamin Franklin. We do not deserve to 
be in a Chamber where we immortalize him. We might as well 
throw out 200 years of history because the gentlewoman from 
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Allegheny, Senator Hart, got a bright idea that the Federal 
government is better able to take care of this Commonwealth 
than we are. That is a sad day in history. 

I would hope that everyone in here would join me and vote 
"no" and protect those rights that make this country what it is; 
protect those rights that may someday protect you or a member 
of your family. I know we are the privileged class. Police 
when they see us, they say, Hi, Senator, how are you? Are you 
safe today? Maybe someday somebody might not know you 
are a Senator. They may want to search your car. They may 
say, hey, pull over. You may not be dressed in a suit and tie. 
They may be suspicious. And we are now saying we have that 
much confidence in them that we will let them search through 
your personal belongings, through your home, through your 
business, through your office, if they have good faith. I submit 
to you that the Bill of Rights was designed to protect citizens 
from their government. It was not written to protect govern
ments from their citizens. This is a citizen right It is the most 
precious of rights, the right to be protected from illegal search 
and seizure, and I, for one, will not allow us to throw it out in 
some fit of emotion. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
GUESTS OF SENATOR CLARENCE D. 
BELL PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Chester, Senator Bell, for the purpose of introducing some 
guests. 

Senator BELL. Mr. President, we have in the balcony mem
bers of the Sun Honor Club, of Boothwyn, Delaware County, 
and I am glad they are here in the middle of this debate to see 
democracy in actioa I would ask that the Senate give them its 
usual warm welcome. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Bell please 
rise so that the Senate may give you its usual warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

And the question recurring. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Allegheny, Senator Hart. 

Senator HART. Mr. President, the genfleman from Philadel
phia, Senator Fumo, in his dramatic presentation misleads us 
here in the Senate today. As I mentioned earlier, the 14th 
Amendment of the United States Constitution over 100 years 
ago has already taken care of his concerns in that it permits no 
State to make or enforce arty law which abridges the privileges 
or immunities of citizens of the United States, nor are we 
permitted to deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law, or to deny any person within our 
jurisdiction equal protection of a law. 

Certainly, Mr. President, the U.S. Constitution does not 
purport to allow any searches or seizures that would violate an 
individual's rights. In fact, it does just the opposite. In fact, the 
good faith exception is just that, an exception. It permits ad

mission of evidence in an extreme case, a case where there 
may be some technicality that would prevent admission of 
evidence otherwise. 

Mr. President, I believe that in this time it is important for 
us as legislators and citizens of our Commonwealth to be fiilly 
aware of what is going on when it comes to interpretations of 
our Constitutioa I understand a concern that we are not per
mitting our courts to construe our Constitution in their own 
way. However, I think it is an overriding concern that current 
law permits criminals to go free. It asks our police officers to 
become lawyers and judges and to know everything that has to 
be in a warrant before they proceed with obtaining evidence. 
I believe, Mr. President, that that is not the jurisdiction of 
police officers. They are not to be judges and lawyers. They 
are simply to proceed with their job with probable cause and 
with good faith. 

The U.S. Constitution as interpreted by our Supreme Court 
sets a fair and reasonable standard. I believe, Mr. President, 
that if we do adopt Senate Bill No. 806 that we will help re
store faith in our system and allow police officers to become 
law enforcement officers and eliminate the problem that we 
have created with our Supreme Court in asking them to be 
judges. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the genfleman from 
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I would like to place 
Senator Afflerbach and Senator Porterfield on temporary Capi
tol leaves. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests terqporary Capi
tol leaves for Senator Afflerbach and Senator Porterfield With
out objection, those leaves will be granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill 
to the House of Representatives for concurrence. 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS 
OVER IN ORDER 

SB 859, SB 860, SB 861, SB 862, SB 863 and SB 933 -
Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order at 
the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 290 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 490 (Pr. No. 509) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act exempting political subdivisions from compliance with 
certain laws that require political subdivisions to spend funds or that 
limit the abihty of political subdivisions to raise revenue. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 857 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator LOEPER. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
SENATE RESOLUTION 

DESIGNATING THE WEEK OF MAY 14 THROUGH 
20,1995, AS "EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
WEEK" IN PENNSYLVANIA; DESIGNATING MAY 

14,1995, AS "CITIZEN RECOGNITION AND 
APPRECIATION DAY" IN PENNSYLVANIA; AND 
DESIGNATING MAY 20,1995, AS "EMERGENCY 
MEDICAL SERVICES DAY" IN PENNSYLVANIA 

Senators PETERSON, ULIANA, SHAFFER, JUBELIRER, 
MOWERY, LAVALLE, BELAN, TARTAGLIONE, 
HELFRICK, BAKER, AFFLERBACH, BELL, SALVATORE, 
OTAKE, WAGNER, FISHER, HECKLER, MADIGAN, 
HART, GERLACH, BRIGHTBILL, DELP, LOEPER, 
PORTERFIELD, SHUMAKER, STAPLETON, WENGER, 
STOUT, MUSTO, KASUNIC, MELLOW, ROBBINS, 
LEMMOND and TOMLINSON, by unanimous consent, of
fered the following resolution (Senate Resolution No. 39), 
which was read, considered and adopted: 

In the Senate, April 25, 1995 

A RESOLUTION 

Designating the week of May 14 through 20, 1995, as "Emergency 
Medical Services Week" in Pennsylvania; designating May 14, 
1995, as "Citizen Recognition and Appreciation Day" in Pennsyl

vania; and designating May 20, 1995, as "Emergency Medical 
Services Day" in Pennsylvania. 

WHEREAS, The citizens of this Commonwealth benefit daily 
from the knowledge, skill, specialized training and services of those 
providers who devote their lives to saving the lives of others and who 
perform extraordinary public services under sometimes stressful and 
oftentimes dangerous and hazardous conditions; and 

WHEREAS, Rapid access to quality emergency medical services 
and care dramatically improves the probability of survival and recov
ery of those who experience sudden illness or injury; and 

WHEREAS, The Emergency Medical Services community con
sists of volunteer and paid providers, including physicians, nurses, 
paramedics, emergency medical technicians, aeromedical personnel, 
first responders, ambulance attendants and ambulance drivers, as well 
as police officers, firefighters, emergency services dispatchers, educa
tors and administrators who support and assist emergency medical 
services and the public, who work together to link the emergency 
medical services network; and 

WHEREAS, The designation of "Emergency Medical Services 
Week" will serve to inform the citizens of this Commonwealth of the 
availability and importance of emergency medical services and the 
capabihty of those who provide the services and to educate the citi
zens of this Commonwealth about injury and illness prevention and 
what to do when confronted with a medical emergency; therefore be 
it 

RESOLVED, That the Senate designate the week of May 14 
through 20, 1995, as "Emergency Medical Services Week" in Penn
sylvania to recognize the value and the accomplishments of the Emer
gency Medical Services community; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That Sunday, May 14, 1995, be designated as "Citi
zen Recognition and Appreciation Day," for the Emergency Medical 
Services community to acknowledge the citizens of Pennsylvania who 
participate in CPR, first aid, fundraising and other activities that sup
port emergency medical services in their communities in this Com
monwealth; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That Saturday, May 20, 1995, be designated as 
"Emergency Medical Services Day" for the purpose of appreciating, 
demonstrating support for and recognizing those individuals who 
make up the entire Emergency Medical Services community and all 
the other services which provide and support emergency medical 
services in this Commonwealth. 

DISCHARGE PETITION 

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

In the Senate, April 25, 1995 

A PETITION 

To place before the Senate the nomination of Peter J. Jannetta, as 
Secretary, Department of Health 

TO: The Presiding Officer of the Senate 

WE, The undersigned members of the Senate, pursuant to section 
8 (b) of Article IV of the Constitution of Pennsylvania, do hereby 
request that you place the nomination of Peter J. Jannetta, as Secre
tary Department of Health, before the entire Senate body for a vote, 
the nomination not having been voted upon within 15 legislative days: 

William J. Stewart 
Robert J. Mellow 
Leonard J. Bodack 
Michael A. OTake 
Vincent J. Fumo 
Patrick J. Stapleton 
Anthony B. Andrezeski 
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The PRESIDENT. The communication will be laid on the 
table. 

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 Timothy A. 
Feltis and to Joshua D. Thompson by Senators Armstrong and 
Wenger. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. J. Franklin Schaeffer, Centronia Ambulance Corps of 
Allentown and to the Community of Lebanon Association and 
Project Welcome Home Committee by Senator Brightbill. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Dorsey Stuck by Senator Corman. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Kapp Ad
vertising Service, Inc., of Lebanon by Senator Delp. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to James A. 
Shaffer and to Sunbury Community Hospital by Senator 
Helfrick. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Andrew L. 
Lewis, Jr., by Senator Holl. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to William A 
Lintz and to Boy Scouts of America Troop 452 of North 
Sewickley Township by Senator LaValle. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Ronald Fink, David F. Sherrick, Ronald A. Shucosky, 
James A. Smigielski, Gerald M. Wargo and to Charlotte 
Nerhood by Senator Lemmond. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Robert 
Young by Senator Mellow. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Frank K. 
Schubert by Senators Mellow and Musto. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the 
Cumberland County Chapter of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution by Senator Mowery. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Rotary Club 
No. 5319 of Pottsville by Senator Rhoades. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Barbara S. 
McBean-Franklin, Timothy W. Pramik, Eugene Smith and to 
Holy Name of Jesus Parish by Senator Shumaker. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and 
Mrs. Walter C Knapp, Dr. and Mrs. Byron E. Schrader, Sr., 
and to Congressman Frank R. Mascara by Senator Stout. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Wissinom-
ing Boys Club of Philadelphia by Senator Tartaglione. 

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator STAPLETON. Mr. President, I move that the Sen
ate do now proceed to consideration of all bills reported from 
committees for the first time at today's Session. 

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

SB 294, SB 432, SB 452, SB 453, SB 468, SB 511, SB 
619, SB 654, SB 706, SB 707, SB 775, SB 843, SB 844, SB 
847, SB 872, HB 247, HB 248, HB 703, HB 825 and HB 
861. 

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

ation. 

COMMUNICATIONS F R O M T H E GOVERNOR 

NOMINATION REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

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

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF BARBER EXAMINERS 

April 25, 1995 

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, Richard Sciorillo, 3301 G 
Street, Philadelphia 19123, Philadelphia County, First Senatorial Dis
trict, for appointment as a member of the State Board of Barber Ex
aminers, to serve for a term of three years and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that 
period, vice Neil D. Altieri, Clarks Summit, whose term expired. 

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

RECALL COMMUNICATIONS 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com
munications in writing from His Excellency, the Governor of 
the Commonwealth, which were read as follows and referred 
to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations: 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF BARBER EXAMINERS 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 19, 1995 for the reappointment of Richard Sciorillo, 3301 G 
Street, Philadelphia 19123, Philadelphia County, First Senatorial Dis
trict, as a member of the State Board of Barber Examiners, to serve 
for a term of three years and until his successor is appointed and 
qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that period. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 
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CORONER, ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of die Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of John Denny, 705 S. Negley 
Avenue, Pittsburgh 15232, Allegheny County, Forty-third Senatorial 
District, as Coroner, in and for the County of Allegheny, to serve 
until the first Monday of January 1996, vice Joshua A. Paper, MD., 
resigned. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF FUNERAL DIRECTORS 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
March 21, 1995 for the appointment of Theodore J. Geitner, Jr., 
10975 Academy Road, Philadelphia 19154, Philadelphia County, Fiffli 
Senatorial District, as a member of the State Board of Funeral Direc
tors, to serve for a term of five years and until his successor is ap
pointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that 
period, vice Ann S. Bryers, Willow Grove, whose term expired. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE HARNESS 
RACING COMMISSION 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Leshe Gromis, 1518 North 
Second Street, Harrisburg 17102, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatori
al District, as a member of the State Harness Racing Commission, to 
serve for a term of three years and until her successor is appointed 
and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice 
Rod L. Piatt, Meadow Lands, whose term expired. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF OPTOMETRY 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Leshe Gromis (Public Mem-
ber), 1518 North Second Street, Harrisburg 17102, Dauphin County, 
Fifteenth Senatorial District, as a member of the State Board of Op
tometry, to serve until January 26, 1997 and until her successor is 
appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that 
period, vice Lawrence A. Ceisler, Esquire, Philadelphia, resigned. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

PROTHONOTARY, CHESTER COUNTY 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Sue Ellen Katancik, 409 Crump 
Road, Exton 19341, Chester County, Nineteenth Senatorial District, 
as Prothonotary, in and for the County of Chester, to serve until the 
first Monday of January 1996, vice R. Curtis Schroder, resigned. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC 
TELEVISION NETWORK COMMISSION 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 4, 1995 for the appointment of Louis Pollock, 4620 Harborview 
Drive, Erie 16508, Erie County, Forty-ninth Senatorial District, as a 
member of the Pennsylvania Public Television Network Commission, 
to serve for a term of six years and until his successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Penelope M Gerber, Penllyn, whose term expired. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

REGISTER OF WILLS AND CLERK 
OF THE ORPHANS' COURT 

CARBON COUNTY 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
February 2, 1995 for the appointment of Cynthia S. Ray, Esquire, P. 
O. Box 49, Weatheriy 18255, Carbon County, Twenty-ninth Senatori
al District, as Register of Wills and Clerk of the Orphans' Court, in 
and for the County of Carbon, to serve until the first Monday of Janu
ary 1996, vice Margaret C. O'Donnell, deceased. 
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I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of 
nomination on the premises. 

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Mary K. Wheeler, Esquire, 223 
Sumner Street, Cresson 16630, Cambria County, Thirty-fifth Senatori
al District, as District Justice, in and for the County of Cambria, 
Magisterial District 47-3-04, to serve until the first Monday of Janu
ary 1996, vice Kenneth Robine, resigned. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Raymond R. Straub, m, 152 
Gay Street, Phoenixville 19460, Chester County, Forty-fourth Senato
rial District, as District Justice, in and for the County of Chester, 
Magisterial District 15-2-01, to serve until the first Monday of Janu
ary 1996, vice John T. Jeffers, deceased. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

April 25, 1995 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gov
ernor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 17, 1995 for the appointment of Tiffany Keebaugh, 518 Bridge 
Street, New Cumberland 17070, Cumberland County, Thirty-first 
Senatorial District, as District Justice, in and for the County of 
Greene, Magisterial District 13-3-03, to serve until the first Monday 
of January lfl996, vice Jack K. Waggett, deceased. 

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

THOMAS J. RIDGE 
Governor 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

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

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 26, 1995 

9:00 A.M. TRANSPORTATION (to consider Room 8E-A 
Senate Bills No. 245, 397, 409, 476, East Wing 
578, 800, 809 and House Bill No. 511) 

9:30 A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION AND Room 8E-B 
PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE (to East Wing 
consider House Bills No. 714, 846 
and 882) 

10:00 A.M. AGING AND YOUTH (to consider Room 8E-A 
Senate Bills No. 387 and 723) East Wing 

10:00 A.M. LOCAL GOVERNMENT (to consider Room 461 
Senate Bills No. 665, 666, 667, 668, 4th Floor 
674, 689; House Bills No. 435, 436 
and 437 and any other business that 
may come before the Committee) 

TUESDAY MAY 2. 1995 

9:00 A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION AND Room 8E-B 
PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE East Wing 
(public hearing to consider the 
nomination of Robert K. Bloom 
as a PUC Commissioner) 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn until Wednesday, April 26, 1995, at 11 am. 
Eastern Daylight Saving Time. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate adjourned at 4:28 pm. Eastern Daylight Saving 

Time. 




