
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

jLegtslatf be journal 
MONDAY, APRIL 15, 2002 

SESSION OF 2002 186TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 25 

SENATE 
MONDAY, April 15, 2002 

The Senate met at 2 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Robert C. Jubelirer) 
in the Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Reverend WILLIAM R. LUSK, of Luther's 
Mill United Methodist Church, Lawrenceville, offered the fol
lowing prayer: 

Almighty God, we pause on this day to acknowledge Your 
power and provision in this world which You created. We partic
ularly are grateful for the privilege of living and working in our 
land of freedom and opportunity. We recognize and revere all of 
our ancestors who embrace the ideals of honor, equality, free
dom, and responsibility which have brought our great nation and 
Commonwealth to this time of prosperity and privilege. 

Yet even as we recognize and are thankful for our blessings, 
we are painfully aware of the terror and anguish and fear which 
are prevalent in our world, and at times even our own land. Our 
goals and dreams of peace in the world in our time sometimes 
seem far away as we hear and see the awfiil destruction brought 
about by acts of aggression and terror and revenge. 

0 God, we uphold our emissary, Colin Powell, in his effort to 
help bring about a resolution to the conflict in the Holy Land and 
the surrounding States, and reunite our hearts in a prayer that a 
desire for all to live without fear will overcome the desire for 
revenge, and that all who are responsible for this horrific vio
lence will turn their efforts toward peace. 

1 pray, God, for this comer of our world and our part in ensur
ing that Your guiding principles of righteousness, integrity, truth, 
and mercy will be our goal. For this body of government ser
vants, I pray that each deliberation will be motivated by the good 
of all. O God, teach us the ways of honor, decency, justice, and 
equality, thus ensuring Your blessings upon us. This we ask in 
the name of our Lord, Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Lusk, who is 
the guest today of Senator Madigan. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, the 
Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of April 11, 
2002. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the preceding 
Session, when, on motion of Senator BRIGHTBILL, and agreed 
to by voice vote, further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

COMMUNICATIONS F R O M THE GOVERNOR 

NOMINATIONS 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: 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

April 11,2002 

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, Douglas W. Reed, 5827 Alder Street, 
Pittsburgh 15232, Allegheny County, Forty-third Senatorial District, as 
District Justice, in and for the County of Allegheny, Magisterial District 
05-2-29, to serve until the first Monday of January 2004, vice Guido A. 
DeAngelis, resigned. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE CIVIL 
SERVICE COMMISSION 

April 12, 2002 

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, Katherene E. Holtzinger Conner, 
Esquire, 1772 Kendall Drive, Mechanicsburg 17055, Cumberland 
County, Thirty-third Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member 
of the State Civil Service Commission, to serve for a term of six years 
or until her successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six 
months beyond that period. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

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

April 12,2002 
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In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, Maggie Baker, 308 Montrose Street, 
Harrisburg 17110, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, as 
District Justice, in and for the County of Lehigh, Magisterial District 
31-2-01, to serve until the first Monday of January 2004, vice Diane R. 
Jepsen, forfeiture of judicial office. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE FAYETTE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

April 15, 2002 

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

MEMBER OF THE FAYETTE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, Florencio Pajar Cardenas, M.D., (Re
publican), 101 Professional Plaza, Uniontown 15401, Fayette County, 
Thirty-second Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the 
Fayette County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31,2003, 
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice Joseph Dorazio, 
Uniontown, whose term expired. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

RECALL COMMUNICATION 
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: 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

April 11,2002 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gover
nor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
April 5, 2002, for the appointment of Wha Lee, 820 Clifton Heights 
Road #3, Hummelstown 17036, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial 
District, as District Justice, in and for the County of Allegheny, Magis
terial District 05-2-29, to serve until the first Monday of January 2004, 
vice Guido A. DeAngelis, resigned. 

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

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

RECALL COMMUNICATIONS 
LAID ON THE TABLE 

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 laid on the ta
ble: 

April 15,2002 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gover
nor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
January 17, 2002, for the appointment of Florencio Pajar Cardenas, 
M.D., (Republican), 101 Professional Plaza, Uniontown 15401, Fayette 
County, Thirty-second Senatorial District, for appointment as a member 
of the Fayette County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 
2003, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice Joseph 
Dorazio, Uniontown, whose term expired. 

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

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE INDIANA COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

April 15,2002 

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gover
nor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated 
January 4,2002, for the appointment of Donna Kriner, 6320 Darlington 
Drive, Harrisburg 17112, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, 
as a member of the Indiana County Board of Assistance, to serve until 
December 31, 2003, and until her successor is appointed and qualified, 
vice James W. Ellermeyer, III, Indiana, resigned. 

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

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 

Senator THOMPSON, from the Committee on Appropria
tions, reported the following bills: 

SB 824 (Pr. No. 1890) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of November 1, 1971 (P.L. 495, No.113), 
entitled, as amended, "An act providing for the compensation of county 
officers in counties of the second through eighth classes, for compensa
tion of district attorneys in cities and counties of the first class, for com
pensation of district election officers in all counties, for the disposition 
of fees, for filing of bonds in certain cases and for duties of certain 
officers," providing for the compensation of district election officers; 
and making a repeal. 

SB 1060 (Pr. No. 1345) (Rereported) 

An Act amending the act of July 17, 1961 (P.L.659, No.339), 
known as the Pennsylvania Bituminous Coal Mine Act, further provid
ing for certificates of qualification as mine foremen, mine electricians, 
assistant mine foremen, mine examiners and miners; and providing for 
safety precautions on coal stockpiles. 
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SB 1234 (Pr. No. 1901) (Rereported) 

An Act apportioning this Commonwealth into congressional dis
tricts in conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for the 
nomination and election of Congressmen; requiring publication of no
tice of the establishment of congressional districts following the Federal 
decennial census; providing for the primary election of 2002; imposing 
duties on the Secretary of the Commonwealth and the Legislative Refer
ence Bureau; and making repeals. 

HB 1237 (Pr. No. 3679) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act providing for the transferring of liquefied petroleum gas, for 
registration, for fees, for inspection, for records, for training, for permits 
and for appeal; establishing the Liquefied Petroleum Gas Advisory 
Board; providing for insurance, for prohibitions and for penalties; and 
making repeals. 

HB 1933 (Pr. No. 3505) (Rereported) 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 75 (Vehi
cles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the reten
tion of certain records; requiring the promulgation of regulations; and 
further providing for windshield obstructions and wipers. 

Senator PUNT, from the Committee on Community and Eco
nomic Development, reported the following bill: 

HB 1935 (Pr. No. 2790) 

An Act providing for a commercial downtown enhancement pro
gram to be administered by the Department of Community and Eco
nomic Development. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request a legislative 
leave for Senator Bell. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests a legislative 
leave for Senator Bell. Without objection, that leave is granted. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

WEEKLY ADJOURNMENT 

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

In the Senate, April 15, 2002 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
when the Senate adjourns this week, it reconvene on Monday, April 22, 
2002, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Sen
ate; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That when the Senate adjourns the week of April 22, 
2002, it reconvene on Monday, April 29, 2002, unless sooner recalled 
by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be it fiirther 

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjourns 
this week, it reconvene on Monday, April 29, 2002, unless sooner re
called by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

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

YEA.50 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Bodack 
Boscola 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Costa 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 
Fumo 
Gerlach 

Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Logan 
Madigan 
Mellow 

Mowery 
Murphy 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 

Tartaglione 
Thompson 
Tomlinson 
Wagner 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

NAY-0 

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
GUESTS OF SENATOR J. BARRY STOUT 

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington, Senator Stout. 

Senator STOUT. Mr. President, I am delighted to have with 
me today a very special guest, Christopher Joseph "C.J." 
Wonsettler, a member of the Bentworth High School Boys' 
Wrestling Team and the 2001-02 PIAA Class AA Wrestling 
State Champion in the 275-pound weight class. Mr. and Mrs. 
Chuck Wonsettler and his brother, Charlie, are accompanying 
C.J. in the gallery this afternoon. Mr. Wonsettler is not only 
C.J.'s father, he is also his coach, and congratulations go out to 
Chuck Wonsettler also. 

This is Bentworth High School's first State title in wrestling. 
C.J. has informed me that he will be going to Penn State this fall 
to pursue a wrestling career at Penn State University. I would 
appreciate it now if the Senate would extend its usual warm wel
come to C.J. Wonsettler and the Wonsettler family. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Stout kindly 
rise, and we welcome all of you to the Senate of Pennsylvania. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS O F SENATOR NOAH W. 
WENGER PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster, Senator Wenger. 

Senator WENGER. Mr. President, I am pleased to have in the 
gallery some special visitors from my district in Lancaster 
County. They are homeschoolers who are here to visit the Capitol 
today and also observe the Senate in Session. They are Becky 
Hershey from Mt. Joy and her two children, Sam and Emily, and 
Chris Fleekenstein and her three children, Jonathan, Brandon, 
and Hanna, who are from Columbia. We are pleased that they 
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came to visit us today, and I would like to welcome them to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Wenger 
kindly rise so we may welcome you to the Senate of Pennsylva
nia. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS O F SENATOR LISA M. 
BOSCOLA PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Northampton, Senator Boscola. 

Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, in the gallery today, and 
they are not here because their bus left at 3 o'clock, but I wanted 
to acknowledge why they were here today. There were members 
and coaches from Easton and Wilson Area wrestling teams who 
were here. The Easton Area High School Wrestling Team won 
the State Class AAA championship, and the Wilson Area High 
School Wrestling Team won the State AA championship. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

GUEST O F SENATOR HAROLD F. 
M O W E R Y PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Senator Mowery. 

Senator MOWERY. Mr. President, I would like to introduce 
a young man from my district who is serving us today as a Senate 
guest Page. Deron Weibley is a freshman at Susquenita High 
School and the son of John and Elizabeth Weibley of 
Duncannon. He is very active in his high school sports' programs 
as a member of the basketball, baseball, and soccer teams, also 
student council and French Club. 

Upon graduation from high school, Deron would like to go to 
college and major in history and eventually become a history 
teacher. He is intrigued by politics and the American political 
system and wanted to be a guest Page today to get hands-on ex
perience by watching the legislature in Session. Please join me 
in welcoming Deron Weibley as our guest Page today. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guest Page of Senator Mowery 
please rise, and we certainly want to welcome you. 

(Applause.) 

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROBERT J. 
MELLOW PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, over the years we have had 
the opportunity of making a lot of individual introductions on the 
floor of the Senate. Some of those individuals whom we have had 
the opportunity of introducing have been able to distinguish 
themselves once they have left here and have played professional 
sports, some in the NFL and some in the NBA. 

Today I would like to introduce a young man who is a senior 
in high school. Before I introduce him by name, I want to intro
duce him a little by statistics. First of all, this young man is 6'3" 
and weighs 205 pounds, and scored over 1000 in his SAT scores. 
He can bench press 300 pounds, squat 400 pounds, and run the 
40-yard dash at 4.6. Mr. President, he has the State high school 

career-high passing record for the number of yards passed, 7,447 
yards. Mr. President, in his 4-year starting career at Lakeland 
High School, he attempted 713 passes, and for you folks in here 
who are football fans, just take this into consideration, he at
tempted 713 passes and completed 398 of those for 7,447 yards. 
He threw for 93 touchdowns in his career, which is also a Penn
sylvania State high school record. He carried the football 257 
times for 1,059 yards, and he scored 38 touchdowns rushing, for 
a total of 131 touchdowns. He was the First Team All-State 
Small School Quarterback in Pennsylvania. He was the Small 
School Pennsylvania Player of the Year, and he also played de
fense. During his 4 years in high school, he had 178 unassisted 
tackles playing defense. 

Mr. President, he is here today with his family, with his mom 
and dad and sisters and grandfather, but before I do introduce 
him, I think the ultimate compliment that was given to him was 
said to me by a high school football coach who coached against 
him and was also a coach in last year's Big 33 game, and he said 
to me that this young man was a better quarterback as a junior in 
high school than anyone they had who participated in last year's 
Big 33 game. Mr. President, for some reason those individuals 
who make the selection for the Big 33 team and for the 
East-West game decided to omit this young man's name from 
their roster, which I think is a great injustice based on his great 
high school accomplishments, both athletic and scholastic. He is 
going to attend South Florida University, which is a Division I 
football team, on a football scholarship. 

Mr. President, I am very, very happy and proud to introduce 
the first gentleman sitting closest to you, Evan Kraky, an out
standing high school football player and quarterback, an excel
lent student and a wonderful son. And with him is his dad, Mike, 
his mother, Sue, seated over here, his grandfather Tom, his two 
sisters, Kellen and Lindsey, and he has a brother, Michael, who 
is a student at the University of Scranton and could not be with 
us here today, and a sister Brittany, who is also a high school 
student and who is going to participate in a track meet. And ac
companying them to the floor of the Senate is my very good 
friend and our good friend from the 114th Legislative District, 
Jim Wansacz. I hope that the Senate would give a warm welcome 
to an outstanding family and an outstanding Pennsylvania athlete. 

The PRESIDENT. We are delighted and very proud of you 
and pleased that you came here on Senator Mellow's invitation, 
and we would like all of you to rise and certainly to give you a 
warm, warm welcome for being here, and congratulations on all 
your accomplishments, and to the family, because without the 
strong family support, I am sure you would not be in the position 
you are today. 

(Applause.) 

RECESS 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, at this time I ask for a 
recess of the Senate for the purpose of a Republican caucus, 
which will begin immediately in the Majority Caucus Room. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Fumo. 
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Senator FUMO. Mr. President, the Democrats will caucus, 
too. 

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of Republican and Demo
cratic caucuses in their respective caucus rooms, without objec
tion, the Senate will stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

CALENDAR 

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 188 CALLED UP 
OUT OF ORDER, AMENDED AND ADOPTED 

Senator BRIGHTBILL, without objection, called up from 
page 5 of the Calendar, as a Special Order of Business, Senate 
Resolution No. 188, entitled: 

A Resolution designating the week of April 14 through 20, 2002, 
as "Pennsylvania Home Education Week." 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 
Senator PICCOLA offered the following amendment No. 

A1564: 

Amend Fourth Whereas Clause, page 2, lines 2 through 6, by strik
ing out ", more recently, accomplished" in line 2 and all of lines 3 
through 6 

Amend Eighth Whereas Clause, page 2, line 24, by inserting after 
"education": by 

Amend Tenth Whereas Clause, page 3, line 3, by removing the 
comma after "life" and inserting:; and 

Amend Tenth Whereas Clause, page 3, lines 3 through 5, by strik
ing out "including members of in line 3 and all of lines 4 and 5 

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

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution, as amended? 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

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

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Bodack and Senator Kukovich. With
out objection, those leaves will be granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator 
Brightbill. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I ask for a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Robbins. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Robbins. Without objection, that leave 
is granted. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution, as amended? 

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

YEA-50 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Bodack 
Boscola 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Costa 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 
Fumo 
Gerlach 

Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Logan 
Madigan 
Mellow 

Mowery 
Murphy 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 

Tartaglione 
Thompson 
Tomlinson 
Wagner 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

NAY-0 

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

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Motion was made by Senator PICCOLA, that the Senate do 
now resolve itself into Executive Session for the purpose of con
sidering certain nominations made by the Governor. 

Which was agreed to by voice vote. 

NOMINATIONS TAKEN FROM TABLE 

Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, I call from the table certain 
nominations and ask for their consideration. 

The Clerk read the nominations as follows: 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
COUNCIL ON AGING 

December 28,2001 

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, Ivan G. Rose, R.D., 2, Box 1080, 
Spartansburg 16434, Crawford County, Fiftieth Senatorial District, for 
reappointment as a member of the Pennsylvania Council on Aging, to 
serve until October 8, 2003, and until his successor is appointed and 
qualified. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA 
COUNCIL ON AGING 

December 28,2001 

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, Francis A. Salerno, M.D., 8035 Or
chard View Lane, Fogelsville 18051, Lehigh County, Forty-eighth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Pennsylvania 
Council on Aging, to serve until May 23, 2004, and until his successor 
is appointed and qualified, vice Dwight Davis, M.D., Hummelstown, 
whose term expired. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE 
ATHLETIC COMMISSION 

February 12,2002 

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

In confonnity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, Ron Greenley, 2476 Elfreth's Alley, 
Bensalem 19020, Bucks County, Sixth Senatorial District, as a member 
of the State Athletic Commission, to serve for a term of four years and 
until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice George Bochetto, 
Esquire, Philadelphia, resigned. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF CHIROPRACTIC 

March 19,2002 

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, Dennis G. Ridenour, D.C., 24 North 
Juniata Street, Hollidaysburg 16648, Blair County, Thirtieth Senatorial 
District, for reappointment as a member of the State Board of 
Chiropractic, to serve for a term of four years or until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that 
period. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

April 1,2002 

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

In confonnity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, Kara L. Wealand, 110 Keller Avenue, 
Middletown 17057, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the Board of Governors of the State System 
of Higher Education, to serve until graduated or separated from the 
University, vice James E. Manser, IV, Harleysville, graduated. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF 
LOCK HAVEN UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA 

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

March 19,2002 

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, George A. Dumvachter, D.M.D., 907 
West Fourth Street, Williamsport 17701, Lycoming County, Twenty-
third Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Council of 
Trustees of Lock Haven University of Pennsylvania of the State System 
of Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2007 
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice William F. Wil
liams, Jersey Shore, deceased. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC 
TELEVISION NETWORK COMMISSION 

January 17,2002 

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, Steve Aaron, 6186 Grant Court, Har
risburg 17112, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for ap
pointment as a member of the Pennsylvania Public Television Network 
Commission, to serve for a term of six years or until his successor is 
appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that 
period, vice Ellen Abom, Camp Hill, resigned. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
SOUTH MOUNTAIN RESTORATION CENTER 

March 19,2002 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, David G. Sciamanna, 575 Montgom
ery Avenue, Chambersburg 17201, Franklin County, Thirty-third Sena
torial District, for reappointment as a member of the Board of Trustees 
of South Mountain Restoration Center, to serve until the third Tuesday 
of January 2007 and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
SOUTH MOUNTAIN RESTORATION CENTER 

March 19,2002 

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, William H. Shank, III, 357 Glen 
Street, Chambersburg 17201, Franklin County, Thirty-third Senatorial 
District, for reappointment as a member of the Board of Trustees of 
South Mountain Restoration Center, to serve until the third Tuesday of 
January 2007 and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE SUSQUEHANNA COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

March 1,2002 

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 B. Pelicci (Democrat), PO 
Box 113, Montrose 18801, Susquehanna County, Twenty-third Senato
rial District, for appointment as a member of the Susquehanna County 
Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 2002, and until his 
successor has been appointed and qualified. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE LACKAWANNA COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 

January 17, 2002 

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the 
advice and consent of the Senate, John J. Cerra, (Republican), R.R. 1 
Box 1221, Carbondale 18407, Lackawanna County, Twenty-second 
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Lackawanna 
County Board of Assistance, to serve until December 31, 2004, and 
until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on the 
floor of Senator Robbins, and his temporary Capitol leave is 
cancelled. 

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

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

YEA-50 

Armstrong Greenleaf Mowery Tartaglione 
Bell Helfrick Murphy Thompson 
Bodack Holl Musto Tomlinson 
Boscola Hughes O'Pake Wagner 

Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Costa 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 
Fumo 
Gerlach 

Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Logan 
Madigan 
Mellow 

Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 

Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

NAY-0 

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 PICCOLA. Mr. President, I call from the table a cer
tain nomination and ask for its consideration. 

The Clerk read the nomination as follows: 

DISTRICT JUSTICE 

March 4,2002 

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, Duane L. Quinn, PO Box 125, Fisher 
16225, Clarion County, Twenty-first Senatorial District, for appoint
ment as District Justice, in and for the County of Clarion, Magisterial 
District 18-3-02, to serve until the first Monday of January 2004, vice 
Norman E. Heasley, mandatory retirement. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

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

Duane L. Quinn as District Justice, Clarion County? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator Musto. 

Senator MUSTO. Mr. President, I request a negative vote on 
the nominee. 

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

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

YEA-29 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Jubelirer 
Lemmond 
Madigan 
Mowery 

Murphy 
Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Thompson 

Tomlinson 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
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Bodack 
Boscola 
Costa 
Fumo 
Hughes 
Kasunic 

Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Logan 
Mellow 
Musto 

NAY-21 

O'Pake 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Wagner 

Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES 

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

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
GUESTS O F SENATOR T I M O T H Y F. 

MURPHY PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Murphy. 

Senator MURPHY. Mr. President, I wanted to have the Sen
ate acknowledge the presence of Jim Roddey, the county execu
tive for Allegheny County, who is in the gallery watching these 
proceedings, and I thought it would be appropriate that the Sen
ate acknowledge him. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes County Executive 
Roddey and Trip Oliver, and if they would stand and be recog
nized, the Senate will give them a warm welcome. 

(Applause.) 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I ask for a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Helfrick. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Helfrick. Without objection, the leave 
will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS 
OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1354 and SB 1358 - Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
BRIGHTBILL. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

HB 219, HB 235, HB 247, SB 462 and SB 785 - Without 
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the request 
of Senator BRIGHTBILL. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1013 (Pr. No. 1877) ~ The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for Office 
for Safe Schools; and requiring the establishment of policies relating to 
bullying. 

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 PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Senator Greenleaf. 

Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, I rise in favor of Senate 
Bill No. 1013, which would establish a policy in every one of our 
school districts in regard to kids bullying other kids. First of all, 
let me state that there was a Maine project where they looked 
into this issue in Maine, and I think it is important to us that not 
only does this apply to Maine, but it applies to all of our school 
systems and districts, and certainly in particular in Pennsylvania, 
because many of the unresolved conflicts between children result 
in acts of violence, and we have seen them, unfortunately, in 
Pennsylvania where deaths have occurred, but every day in our 
school districts there are acts of lesser violence that go unre
solved. In fact, in the Maine project, in January of 2000, they 
reported a common thread in all the school shootings in the past 
2 years, that all the shooters had been bullied and harassed by 
their peers. All eventually took revenge on their tormentors, as 
well as others. In all these situations, there was a history of verbal 
abuse and ostracism perpetrated by peers, with school being the 
primary site for the antagonism. 

In addition, they found that victimized students report fear of 
going to school and lower levels of self-esteem and diminished 
ability to learn in school. They also did a poll and they found that 
the nature and extent to which bullying is occurring in school, 
first, and the response to the question, 22 percent of the third 
graders surveyed said they were threatened, 40 percent said they 
were teased in a mean way, 40 percent said they were called 
hurtful names, 34 percent were left out of things on purpose, and 
37 percent were hit, kicked, pushed, either once or twice a week, 
or a month. All of which also indicated that 80 percent of the 
adolescents reported being bullied during their school years, and 
of the students who reported, 71 percent of them reported to the 
teachers or other adults in the classrooms and it was ignored, the 
bullying incidents were ignored. 

It is important for us to set forth a State policy in Pennsylvania 
to make sure that every one of our school districts has a policy 
that would prevent this from happening. I think we can and we 
have proposed laws that would establish criminal penalties for 
people once they commit a murder or once they commit an as
sault, but that is too late. What we need to do is to prevent it from 
happening, for both the tragedy for the kids who are being vie-
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timized, and then the kids who lash out, because they are also 
victimized as well, and they face a lifetime of punishment if they 
have committed a murder or if they have committed other acts. 
So both parties are victimized here. I think it is important for us 
to step in to make sure that we have a system in Pennsylvania 
where when something like this occurs, it is addressed, that it is 
established, that bullying is not permitted, is not encouraged, is 
not the thing to do in our school systems, because if we can stop 
it and resolve the dispute, we can avoid tragedy in the future. 

This legislation, I think, is legislation that has been worked on 
for several years. I do not believe that it imposes undue penalties 
or costs on the school systems at all. It provides that there shall 
be a policy addressed in regard to addressing bullying, and it 
gives them a very wide range of how they can address it. So I do 
not believe that it is going to cause an awfiil lot of burden on the 
school districts in Pennsylvania as compared to what could hap
pen without this policy. And then it says that they may, they may 
delineate discipline consequences, they may establish prevention 
education programs, and the reason it is written that way is be
cause we want to give them the flexibility to develop the pro
grams that they think are appropriate, and I do not think it is for 
our purposes here in the legislature to tell them how to imple
ment the program. So that is why it is provided for as a "may" 
bill. 

And finally, there are school districts now in Pennsylvania 
that do have such policies, and this legislation specifically says 
if there is one policy that is currently in existence in the school 
district, that they do not have to develop a policy under this legis
lation. For these reasons, I rise in favor of this legislation and 
urge the body to vote in favor of it. 

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

Allegheny, Senator Murphy. 
Senator MURPHY. Mr. President, I also want to speak in 

favor of this bill, that although some may see it as a mandate for 
schools that may be unnecessary, I would like to comment on 
how I have seen firsthand some of the problems that occurred to 
children because schools may not have a well-thought-out plan 
for dealing with some of the problems they have with school 
violence and prevention of it, instead may at times use a zero 
tolerance policy that seems at many times to lack wisdom, where 
children are involved with the police or punitive methods that 
may not be in the best interests of the child and may actually 
serve to harm the very thing the people are trying to do. 

I wanted to quote briefly, if I could, some comments from an 
article presented from the American Psychological Association 
by Dr. Irwin Hyman of Temple University, and he said: (Read
ing) 

Unfortunately, the alarmist rhetoric that has reigned as a result of 
the public's misperceptions and politicians' opportunism has resulted in 
counterproductive, overly punitive school safety-oriented policies. 
These have led to increasing introduction of police tactics in schools. 
The result of these forces has been policies leading to practices such as 
zero tolerance, massive drug screening, and the indiscriminate use of 
metal detectors. These and similar policies have in a large part resulted 
from unrealistic concerns and generally non-productive procedures 
related to fears about the extent of substance abuse and homicides oc
curring in schools. 

Yet, -he goes on to say- there is no convincing data that the intro
duction of punitive policies and police tactics has resulted in a decrease 
in school violence or other associated misbehaviors. However, there is 
an extensive body of literature supporting the use of preventive tech
niques and interventions grounded in social science and mental health 
principles. 

It is for these reasons that Senator Greenleaf s bill also has in 
it not only discipline aspects, but also prevention and referral for 
intervention and mental health needs. 

When schools become a place of stress and when victimization 
predominates a student's experience, it is likely that the victim will 
develop a range of negative emotional reactions, including anger, hostil
ity and aggression. The consequences of hostile school environments 
are reflected in a recent report which indicated that 2/3 of school shoot
ers felt bullied, threatened, or persecuted prior to carrying out violent 
acts at school. 

Now, of course, this does not mean that schools are going to 
deal with every time a child bothers or teases somewhere else. 
Indeed, that would be overreaching. But it is important to recog
nize that having a sound policy on the school's part is an impor
tant part of sound school administration. 

Finally, Dr. Hyman goes on to say: (Reading) 

Victimization of students by educators, most often in the name of 
discipline, is widely practiced and little recognized as a serious problem 
that contributes to student disruption, alienation and aggression. Peer 
victimization, too frequently ignored, trivialized or covertly encouraged, 
is another source of trauma that students experience daily in schools. 

And so the hope of this legislation is that schools will put 
together a well-thought-out plan that really responds to the needs 
of the children and does not appear simply as an overaggressive 
means of handling things, but still leaves plenty of latitude in the 
hands of the school to come up with the means of seeing what fits 
best for the children and that school. That is why I am supporting 
this legislation. 

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

Centre, Senator Corman. 
Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, a little over a year ago I 

had the honor of introducing a resolution honoring one of my 
favorite presidents. President Ronald Reagan, on his 90th birth
day. President Reagan was famous for many things, and one of 
the things was a phrase he used in a presidential debate back in 
1980 against Jimmy Carter when he said, "There you go again." 

Mr. President, this legislation makes me feel like, well, here 
we go again. Here comes the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
riding on its white horse to the rescue of school districts who 
cannot come up with a plan all by themselves. This legislation is 
well-intended, and it goes after some issues that are very impor
tant. But, Mr. President, many of these school districts have al
ready done this, and so what they are going to have to do is now 
prove that to the Department of Education by submitting their 
policy, going through the paperwork and getting it done, and 
submitting the policy to the State. The State probably will not get 
around to reading it, because the State has so many things with 
the Department of Education already, and then the school dis
tricts who do not have a policy already will have to go through 
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this, but they are not going to have to implement it. That is right, 
if I understand it, they have to come up with a policy, but they do 
not have to implement it. So if they did not want the policy to 
begin with, they are probably going to come up with something 
and then not have to implement it, again, adding to time and 
costs of administrative costs at the local levels. 

A lot of us run on local control here when we run for office 
when it comes to education. This bill is not about local control. 
A lot of us complain a lot about too much administrative costs in 
our school districts and not enough costs going toward instruc
tions. Well, this adds to administrative costs needlessly and takes 
away from instruction costs. There we go again. So you cannot 
go home and send out your mail piece, send out your campaign 
piece saying you are for local control and for less administrative 
costs and then come to Harrisburg and vote on a piece of legisla
tion such as this. 

So, Mr. President, I will just conclude by quoting another 
famous member of the Reagan family and "just say no" to this 
legislation. 

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

from Allegheny, Senator Orie. 
Senator ORIE. Mr. President, in the last 30 investigations 

regarding school shootings and school violence conducted by the 
Secret Service and the FBI, the only common denominator was 
that the perpetrators felt bullied at school. Bullying played a 
major part and role in motivation of each attack. Additionally, 
according to the Secret Service report on targeted school vio
lence, bullying is the root cause of a majority of violence in our 
schools, and in over two-thirds of violence incidents, the attacker 
felt bullied, threatened, attacked, or injured by other incidents. 
More than half of the attackers admitted that revenge was a mo
tive in their actions, and over three-fourths of the attackers were 
known by their peers to hold a grudge against the victims at the 
time of the attack. According to an additional survey, 92 percent 
of all teen respondents said that they saw students getting picked 
on in the past year. 

Aggression is a very typical response. Every day in the United 
States, 160,000 kids stay home from school as a result of bully
ing. They are trying to avoid the abusive behavior. They cannot 
stand going to school because of the fear, embarrassment, ridi
cule, and physical abuse they face. As you can imagine, this has 
a serious detrimental effect upon the education of the bullying 
victims. Studies in several countries, including the United States, 
have consistently shown that half of the children have been bul
lied at some point in their lives, and between 15 to 25 percent of 
students in schools are involved in serious bullying incidents. 

Needless to say, I stand in support of Senator Greenleaf s bill. 
I look at it as a preventative and intervention mechanism, one 
that we need to fiirther explore in Pennsylvania, and I applaud his 
efforts on this issue. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Schuylkill, Senator Rhoades. 

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, I, too, rise to support this 
bill. Let me begin by saying this: A journey of a thousand miles 
begins with the first step, and I basically see this bill as a first 
step. It is very important. Parents send their children to school to 
learn, not to be bullied, not to be threatened, not to have their 

time taken up by the teacher having to deal with that bully and 
having to accept that in the class. They want their kids to be free, 
safe, and in a learning environment. I will tell you what, we are 
just asking school districts to put a policy in. The Philadelphia 
Inquirer, March 10 of this year: "Minn, town sends school bullies 
to jail." You want to talk about that? Prosecutor James C. 
Backstrom said, "School bullies will go to jail." 

Let me just take some parts. (Reading:) 

Bullies might find themselves sentenced to community service as 
well, forced to clean up a park or scrub the windows of their school. 
They might have to pen an apology to their victims. They might be 
required to attend counseling. 

There is nothing wrong with that. I will say this, with a policy 
in place, at least there is a chance of it being addressed. 

Margaret Gruenes, a long-time elementary school principal in nearby 
Apple Valley, backs him all the way" -by saying- "As a society, we 
are guided by rules. And the earlier a child learns there are conse
quences, the better off he is. That's what life is about. 

In theory, all six juvenile court judges are on board. But implemen
tation has been spotty because individual judges define bullying them
selves. 

I will tell you what, we have several other States, Oregon and 
Michigan, which require school districts to develop antibullying 
policies. Nebraska and Washington are considering such mea
sures, and California has a new law that requires school districts 
to institute bullying prevention programs. I will add this quote: 
"It seems to me there are deeper issues that many bullies have, 
and I'm not sure a night in jail is going to change them." That is 
from one of the public health people, and I agree with that, but 
it begins to send a message. A middle school teacher said, "Only 
physical assaults or serious threats end up before the court. That 
leaves out the verbal bullying that she finds far more common -
and every bit as dangerous." With a bullying policy in place, 
some of the verbal bullying, some of the threats will disappear. 

A study released in the month of March by the National Crime 
Prevention Council found that 42 percent of teens see at least one 
bullying or taunting incident in school every day. An additional 
26 percent see such episodes once a week. The U.S. Department 
of Justice estimates that every day 160,000 students miss school 
because they fear harassment by bullies. Much-publicized re
search from Norway meanwhile suggests that school bullies are 
significantly more likely than their peers to commit crimes as 
adults. I bring these out because it is occurring in other areas. I 
want to add also, a Gallup poll done for Phi Delta Kappa every 
year said one of the top five, and I am going to say it is even the 
top three, is the issue of discipline in the schools. This is just an 
issue. What we really need and what we really should be doing 
is talking about a discipline policy that all schools have so all 
kids are treated the same, so no child has to be fearfiil for them
selves, nor a parent fearful for their child in any school and learn
ing can take place. That is one of the issues. I think this bill be
gins to take that step to make that a possibility, and that is why I 
support it. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Senator Robert J. Thomp
son) in the Chair. 



2002 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL — SENATE 1591 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle
woman from Venango, Senator White. 

Senator M.J. WHITE. Mr. President, I rise to oppose this 
legislation. I believe it is well-meaning but wrongheaded. I am 
afraid that conflict is a part of growing up. One of my sons got 
married this weekend, and while giving a toast to his brother, my 
middle son recounted an incident where his brother had come 
home several days in a row with a fat lip, or a black eye, or other 
marks of violence, my husband chided the older boy saying, it is 
up to you to protect your brother. You cannot stand by and let 
this happen. Whereupon, the older son said, Dad, he has such a 
big mouth, I would have to beat up every kid in the fifth grade to 
protect him. 

I tell you this because conflict is a part of growing up, and it 
would be very comforting for us to believe that we could protect 
every child from every bad thing that could ever happen to them, 
but the plain truth is we cannot. At a hearing we held in the Sen
ate on school violence, we were told by the head of the depart
ment of psychiatry at an eminent Pennsylvania university, that 
while there may be common denominators in school violence, 
there were no predictors. 

It is time for us as a State to permit our schools and our teach
ers to discipline unruly students without our interference. Now, 
we are told this is permissive. They just have to have a policy. 
They do not really have to implement it, and this is really being 
done to access some Federal money. Well, just because the Fed
eral government plays a bad tune does not mean Pennsylvania 
has to dance to it. I think this is heading in a very bad direction, 
and I urge a "no" vote on this legislation. 

Thank you. 

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: 

YEA-34 

Bell 
Bodack 
Boscola 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Costa 
Dent 
Fumo 
Gerlach 

Armstrong 
Corman 
Earll 
Erickson 

Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Hughes 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 

Madigan 
Mowery 
Piccola 
Punt 

Lemmond 
Logan 
Mellow 
Murphy 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Orie 
Rhoades 
Schwartz 

NAY-16 

Robbins 
Scamati 
Thompson 
Waugh 

Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Tomlinson 
Wagner 
Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 

Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Wozniak 

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Conti. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the leave will 
be granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lackawanna, Sena
tor Mellow. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary 
Capitol leaves for Senator Hughes, Senator Anthony Williams, 
and Senator Fumo. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, those leaves 
will be granted. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL AMENDED 

SB 1030 (Pr. No. 1283) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva
nia Consolidated Statutes, further providing for weapons or implements 
for escape and for contraband; and making a conforming amendment. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator COSTA offered the following amendment No. 

A1128: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 5122), page 1, line 18, by striking out "or dan
gerous material" and inserting:, dangerous material or other item which 
may be used for escape 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 5122), page 2, line 6, by inserting after "es: 
cane":, dangerous material 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 5123), page 7, lines 12 and 13, by striking out 
"or implement of escape" and inserting:, implement of escape or other 
item which may be used for escape 

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 BRIGHTBILL. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1318, SB 1319, HB 1546 and HB 2070 - Without objec
tion, the bills were passed over in their order at the request of 
Senator BRIGHTBILL. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY 

HB 2087 ~ Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order temporarily at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL. 
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SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILLS REREFERRED 

SB 917 (Pr. No. 1865) ~ The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for a mental health court 
division. 

Upon motion of Senator BRIGHTBILL, and agreed to by 
voice vote, the bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

SB 1099 (Pr. No. 1380) ~ The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for State intermediate 
punishment. 

Upon motion of Senator BRIGHTBILL, and agreed to by 
voice vote, the bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1321 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 1367 (Pr. No. 1827) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated Asso
ciations) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing 
for qualifications of directors. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1370 and HB 1731 ~ Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
BRIGHTBILL. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 2048 (Pr. No. 2698) ~ The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 25,1999 (P.L.205, No.27), enti
tled, as amended, "An act authorizing the Department of General Ser
vices, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to East Allen Town
ship, Northampton County, certain land situate in East Allen Township, 
Northampton County, and to convey to the trustees of the University of 
Pittsburgh certain land situate in the City of Pittsburgh, Allegheny 

County; authorizing and directing the State Armory Board of the De
partment of Military and Veterans Affairs and the Department of Gen
eral Services, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to the His
torical and Genealogical Society of Indiana County a tract of land situ
ate in the Borough of Indiana, County of Indiana, Pennsylvania; autho
rizing and directing the Department of General Services, with the ap
proval of the Governor and Department of Transportation, to sell and 
convey to the Borough of Hollidaysburg certain land situate in the Bor
ough of Hollidaysburg, Blair County, Pennsylvania; authorizing the 
Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, to 
convey a tract of land in the Borough of Selinsgrove, Snyder County, 
to the Eastern Snyder County Regional Authority in exchange for an
other tract of land in the Borough of Selinsgrove, Snyder County; and 
authorizing and directing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Snyder County certain 
lands situate in Penn Township," further providing for reversion of 
property. 

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

ation. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 2088 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL. 

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 182, ADOPTED 

Senator BRIGHTBILL, without objection, called up from 
page 4 of the Calendar, Senate Resolution No. 182, entitled: 

A Resolution designating April 19, 2002, as "Care By Celebrating 
Children Day" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined 

in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Robert C. 
Jubelirer) in the Chair. 

RECESS 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request a brief recess for 
the purpose of a Democratic caucus. 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, we will be here ready 
to go. 

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a Democratic caucus to 
begin immediately in the caucus room to the rear of the Senate 
Chamber, without objection, the Senate will stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having expired, the 
Senate will come to order. 
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THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

HB 2087 CALLED UP 

HB 2087 (Pr. No. 2772) - Without objection, the bill, which 
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, from 
page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator 
BRIGHTBILL. 

BILL AMENDED 

HB 2087 (Pr. No. 2772) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 6,1984 (P.L.614, No.127), known 
as the Sheriff Fee Act, providing for the establishment and modification 
of fees and for an additional fee in counties of the second class. 

On the question. 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator ORIE offered the following amendment No. A1613: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 18.1), page 1, line 14, by inserting after 
"charges": used exclusively to offset existing costs 

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

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

Senator ORIE. Mr. President, my amendment would use these 
increased funds to exclusively offset existing costs. 

And the question recurring, 
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 BRIGHTBILL. 

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No. 2 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 
AS AMENDED ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 824 (Pr. No. 1890) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of November 1,1971 (P.L. 495, No.113), 
entitled, as amended, "An act providing for the compensation of county 
officers in counties of the second through eighth classes, for compensa
tion of district attorneys in cities and counties of the first class, for com
pensation of district election officers in all counties, for the disposition 
of fees, for filing of bonds in certain cases and for duties of certain 
officers," providing for the compensation of district election officers; 
and making a repeal. 

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

ation. 

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No. 1 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION AMENDED 

SB 1234 (Pr. No. 1871) ~ The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act reenacting the act of January 7, 2002 (P.L.1, No.l), entitled, 
"An act to apportion the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania into congres
sional districts in conformity with constitutional requirements; provid
ing for the nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring 
publication of notice of the establishment of congressional districts 
following the Federal decennial census." 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator BRIGHTBILL offered the following amendment No. 

A1605: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 1 through 7, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting: 

Apportioning this Commonwealth into congressional districts in 
conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for the nomina
tion and election of Congressmen; requiring publication of notice of the 
establishment of congressional districts following the Federal decennial 
census; providing for the primary election of 2002; imposing duties on 
the Secretary of the Commonwealth and the Legislative Reference Bu
reau; and making repeals. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 10 through 20; pages 2 through 19, lines 
1 through 30; page 20, lines 1 through 15, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting: 

CHAPTER 1 
PRELIMINARY PROVISIONS 

Section 101. Short title. 
This act shall be known and may be cited as the Congressional 

Redistricting and Primary Election Act of 2002. 
Section 102. 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: 

"Act 1 of 2002." The act of January 7,2002 (P.L.1, No.l), entitled 
"An act to apportion the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania into congres
sional districts in conformity with constitutional requirements; provid
ing for the nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring 
publication of notice of the establishment of congressional districts 
following the Federal decennial census." 

"Election Code." The act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code. 

"Secretary." The Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
CHAPTER 3 

ESTABLISHMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS 
Section 301. Congressional districts. 

For the purpose of electing representatives of the people of Penn
sylvania to serve in the House of Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States, this Commonwealth shall be divided into 19 districts 
which shall have one Congressman each, as follows: 

(1) The First District is composed of part of Delaware County 
consisting of the City of Chester and the Townships of Chester, 
Darby Wards 1 and 2, Ridley Ward 1 (Division 2) and Tinicum 
Wards 1, 2 and 4 and the Boroughs of Colwyn, Darby, Eddystone 
and Yeadon; and part of Philadelphia County consisting of the City 
of Philadelphia Wards 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 10, 14, 15 (Divisions 3, 7, 
10, 15, 16, 17 and 19), 17, 18, 19, 20, 23 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 
6, 7, 9,13, 14,15,16,17,18, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23), 25 (Divisions 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23 and 24), 26 (Divisions 2 and 23), 31, 33 (Divisions 1, 4, 5, 6, 7 
8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 and 24), 34, 
37, 39, 40, 42, 43, 45 (Division 19), 49 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 
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9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,16, 17, 19, 21, 22 and 23), 53 (Divisions 
I, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 22 and 
23), 54, 55 (Division 15), 61 (Division 1) and 62 (Divisions 7,10, 
II, 14, 20 and 23). 

(2) The Second District is composed of part of Montgomery 
County consisting of the Township of Cheltenham; and part of 
Philadelphia County consisting of the City of Philadelphia Wards 
6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 15 (Divisions 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14 
and 18), 16, 21, 22, 23 (Divisions 8, 10, 11 and 12), 24, 26 (Divi
sions 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10,11, 12,13, 14,15, 16, 17, 18,19, 20, 
21, 22 and 24), 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33 (Divisions 2, 3 and 11), 35 
(Divisions 1,13, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30 and 
31), 36, 38, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49 (Divisions 7, 8, 18, 20, 24 and 25), 
50, 51, 52, 59, 60 and 61 (Divisions 2, 3, 4, 5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28). 

(3) The Third District is composed of part of Armstrong 
County consisting of the Townships of Boggs, Bradys Bend, 
Cadogan, Cowanshannock, East Franklin, Hovey, Kittanning, Mad
ison, Mahoning, North Buffalo District Western, Perry, Pine, 
Raybum, Redbank, South Buffalo District Western, Sugarcreek, 
Valley, Washington, Wayne and West Franklin and the Boroughs 
of Applewold, Atwood, Dayton, Parker City, Rural Valley, South 
Bethlehem, West Kittanning and Worthington; part of Butler 
County consisting of the City of Butler and the Townships of Alle
gheny, Brady, Butler, Center, Cherry, Clay, Clearfield, Concord, 
Connoquenessing, Donegal, Fairview, Forward, Franklin, Jeffer
son, Marion, Mercer, Muddy Creek, Oakland, Parker, Penn, Slip
pery Rock, Summit, Venango, Washington, Winfield and Worth 
and the Boroughs of Bruin, Cherry Valley, Chicora, 
Connoquenessing, East Butler, Eau Claire, Evans City, Fairview, 
Harrisville, Kams City, Petrolia, Portersville, Prospect, Saxonburg, 
Slippery Rock, West Liberty and West Sunbury; part of Crawford 
County consisting of the City of Meadville and the Townships of 
Athens, Beaver, Bloomfield, Cambridge, Conneaut, Cussewago, 
East Fairfield, East Fallowfield, East Mead, Fairfield, Greenwood, 
Hayfield, North Shenango, Pine, Randolph, Richmond, Rockdale, 
Sadsbury, South Shenango, Sparta, Spring, Steuben, Summerhill, 
Summit, Troy, Union, Venango, Vernon, Wayne, West Fallowfield, 
West Mead, West Shenango and Woodcock and the Boroughs of 
Blooming Valley, Cambridge Springs, Centerville, Cochranton, 
Conneaut Lake, Conneautville, Linesville, Saegertown, 
Spartansburg, Springboro, Townville, Venango and Woodcock; all 
of Erie County; part of Mercer County consisting of the Cities of 
Hermitage Districts Ne, Nw, Se and Sw (Division 1) and Sharon 
and the Townships of Coolspring, Deer Creek, Delaware, East 
Lackawannock, Fairview, Findley, French Creek, Greene, 
Hempfield, Jackson, Jefferson, Lackawannock, Lake, Liberty, Mill 
Creek, New Vernon, Otter Creek, Perry, Pine, Pymatuning, Salem, 
Sandy Creek, Sandy Lake, South Pymatuning, Springfield, Sugar 
Grove, West Salem, Wilmington, Wolf Creek and Worth and the 
Boroughs of Clark, Fredonia, Greenville, Grove City, Jackson Cen
ter, Jamestown, Mercer, New Lebanon, Sandy Lake, Sharpsville, 
Sheakleyville and Stoneboro; part of Venango County consisting 
of the Townships of Clinton, Irwin, Richland, Rockland and 
Scrubgrass and the Boroughs of Barkeyville, Clintonville and 
Emlenton; and part of Warren County consisting of the City of 
Warren and the Townships of Brokenstraw, Columbus, Eldred, 
Farmington, Freehold, Glade, Pine Grove, Spring Creek, Sugar 
Grove and Triumph and the Boroughs of Bear Lake, Sugar Grove 
and Youngsville. 

(4) The Fourth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Townships of Aleppo, East Deer Ward 1, 
Fawn, Frazer, Hampton, Harmar, Harrison, Indiana, Kilbuck, Leet, 
Marshall, McCandless, Neville Ward 3, O'Hara Wards 1 (Division 
1), 2, 3, 4 and 5, Ohio, Pine, Richland, Ross, Shaler, Springdale 
and West Deer and the Boroughs of Aspinwall, Avalon Ward 3 
(Division 1), Bell Acres, Ben Avon, Ben Avon Heights, 
Brackenridge, Bradford Woods, Cheswick, Edgeworth, Emsworth, 
Etna Ward 3, Fox Chapel, Franklin Park, Glenfield, Haysville, 
Leetsdale, Oakmont, Osborne, Plum, Sewickley, Sewickley 
Heights, Sewickley Hills, Springdale and West View; part of Bea
ver County consisting of the Cities of Aliquippa and Beaver Falls 

and the Townships of Brighton, Center, Chippewa, Darlington, 
Daugherty, Franklin, Greene, Hanover District West, Harmony, 
Hopewell, Independence, Marion, New Sewickley, North 
Sewickley, Patterson, Potter, Pulaski, Raccoon, Rochester, South 
Beaver, Vanport and White and the Boroughs of Ambridge, Baden, 
Beaver, Big Beaver, Bridgewater, Conway, Darlington, East Roch
ester, Eastvale, Economy, Fallston, Freedom, Georgetown, Glas
gow, Homewood, Hookstown, Industry, Koppel, Midland, Monaca, 
New Brighton, New Galilee, Ohioville, Patterson Heights, Roches
ter, Shippingport, South Heights and West Mayfield; part of Butler 
County consisting of the Townships of Adams, Buffalo, Clinton, 
Cranberry, Jackson, Lancaster and Middlesex and the Boroughs of 
Gallery, Harmony, Mars, Seven Fields, Valencia and Zelienople; 
all of Lawrence County; part of Mercer County consisting of the 
Cities of Farrell and Hermitage District Sw (Divisions 2 and 3) and 
the Township of Shenango and the Boroughs of West Middlesex 
and Wheatland; and part of Westmoreland County consisting of the 
Boroughs of Delmont, Export and Murrysville. 

(5) The Fifth District is composed of all of Cameron County; 
all of Centre County; all of Clarion County; part of Clearfield 
County consisting of the City of Dubois and the Townships of 
Beccaria Precinct 2, Bell, Bigler, Bloom, Boggs, Bradford, Brady, 
Cooper, Covington, Decatur, Ferguson, Girard, Goshen, Graham, 
Greenwood, Huston, Karthaus, Lawrence, Morris, Penn, Pike, Pine, 
Sandy, Union and Woodward and the Boroughs of Brisbin, Chester 
Hill, Clearfield, Curwensville, Glen Hope, Grampian, Houtzdale, 
Lumber City, Mahaffey, Osceola Mills, Troutville and Wallaceton; 
all of Clinton County; part of Crawford County consisting of the 
City of Titusville and the Townships of Oil Creek and Rome and 
the Borough of Hydetown; all of Elk County; all of Forest County; 
all of Jefferson County; part of Juniata County consisting of the 
Township of Fayette; part of Lycoming County consisting of the 
Townships of Anthony, Armstrong, Bastress, Brown, Clinton, 
Cummings, Fairfield, Jackson, Limestone, McHenry, McNett, 
Mifflin, Nippenose, Old Lycoming, Piatt, Pine, Porter, 
Susquehanna, Washington, Watson and Woodward and the Bor
oughs of Duboistown, Jersey Shore, Montgomery, Montoursville, 
Salladasburg and South Williamsport; all of McKean County; part 
of Mifflin County consisting of the Townships of Armagh, Decatur, 
Deny and Granville and the Boroughs of Bumham, Juniata Terrace 
and Lewistown; all of Potter County; part of Tioga County consist
ing of the Townships of Bloss, Brookfield, Charleston, Chatham, 
Clymer, Covington, Deerfleld, Delmar, Duncan, Elk, Farmington, 
Gaines, Hamilton, Jackson, Lawrence, Liberty, Middlebury, Mor
ris, Nelson, Osceola, Putnam, Richmond, Rutland, Shippen, 
Sullivan, Tioga, Union and Westfield and the Boroughs of 
Blossburg, Elkland, Knoxville, Lawrenceville, Liberty, Mansfield, 
Roseville, Tioga, Wellsboro and Westfield; part of Venango 
County consisting of the Cities of Franklin and Oil City and the 
Townships of Allegheny, Canal, Cherrytree, Complanter, Cran
berry, Frenchcreek, Jackson, Mineral, Oakland, Oil Creek, 
Pinegrove, Plum, President, Sandycreek and Victory and the Bor
oughs of Cooperstown, Pleasantville, Polk, Rouseville, Sugarcreek 
and Utica; and part of Warren County consisting of the Townships 
of Cherry Grove, Conewango, Deerfield, Elk, Limestone, Mead, 
Pittsfield, Pleasant, Sheffield, Southwest and Watson and the Bor
oughs of Clarendon and Tidioute. 

(6) The Sixth District is composed of part of Berks County 
consisting of the City of Reading Wards 1, 3 (Division 2), 9 (Divi
sion 5), 10, 12 (Division 5), 13 (Divisions 4 and 5), 14 (Divisions 
1, 5 and 6), 16, 17 and 18 (Divisions 2 and 3) and the Townships 
of Amity, Brecknock, Caernarvon, Colebrookdale, Cumru, District, 
Douglass, Earl District 2, Exeter, Hereford District 1, Longswamp, 
Lower Alsace, Maxatawny, Muhlenberg Districts 1, 4 and 6, 
Robeson, South Heidelberg Precinct 2, Spring Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6 and 7, Union and Washington and the Boroughs of 
Adamstown, Bally, Bechtelsville, Birdsboro, Boyertown, Kenhorst, 
Kutztown, Mohnton, Mount Penn, New Morgan, Shillington, Sink
ing Spring, St. Lawrence, Topton, West Lawn, West Reading, 
Wyomissing and Wyomissing Hills; part of Chester County con
sisting of the City of Coatesville and the Townships of Cain, 
Charlestown, East Bradford Districts North and South (Division 2), 
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East Brandywine, East Cain, East Coventry, East Nantmeal, East 
Pikeland, East Vincent, East Whiteland, Honey Brook, North 
Coventry, Pocopson, Sadsbury, Schuylkill, South Coventry, 
Tredyffrin, Upper Uwchlan, Uwchlan, Valley, Wallace, Warwick, 
West Bradford, West Brandywine, West Cain, West Nantmeal, 
West Pikeland, West Sadsbury, West Vincent and West Whiteland 
and the Boroughs of Atglen, Downingtown, Elverson, Honey 
Brook, Modena, Phoenixville Wards East (Divisions 2 and 3), 
Middle, North and West, South Coatesville and Spring City; part 
of Lehigh County consisting of the Township of Upper Macungie 
District 3; and part of Montgomery County consisting of the Town
ships of East Norriton, Limerick, Lower Merion, Perkiomen, Plym
outh Districts 1, 3 (Division 2) and 4, Skippack, Whitemarsh Dis
trict West (Divisions 1 and 2), Whitpain District 8 and Worcester 
and the Boroughs of Collegeville, Conshohocken District 1, 
Narberth, Norristown, Pottstown and Trappe. 

(7) The Seventh District is composed of part of Chester 
County consisting of the Townships of East Goshen, Easttown, 
Thombury, West Goshen, Westtown and Willistown and the Bor
oughs of Malvern and Phoenixville Ward East (Division 1); part of 
Delaware County consisting of the Townships of Aston, Bethel, 
Chadds Ford, Concord, Darby Wards 3, 4 and 5, Edgmont, 
Haverford, Lower Chichester, Marple, Middletown, Nether Provi
dence, Newtown, Radnor, Ridley Wards 1 (Divisions 1 and 3), 2, 
3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9, Springfield, Thombury, Tinicum Wards 3 and 
5, Upper Chichester, Upper Darby and Upper Providence and the 
Boroughs of Aldan, Brookhaven, Chester Heights, Clifton Heights, 
Collingdale, East Lansdowne, Folcrofl, Glenolden, Lansdowne, 
Marcus Hook, Media, Millboume, Morton, Norwood, Parkside, 
Prospect Park, Ridley Park, Rose Valley, Rutledge, Sharon Hill, 
Swarthmore, Trainer and Upland; and part of Montgomery County 
consisting of the Townships of Lower Providence, Upper Merion, 
Upper Providence and West Norriton and the Boroughs of Bridge
port, Conshohocken Districts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7, Royersford and 
West Conshohocken. 

(8) The Eighth District is composed of all of Bucks County; 
part of Montgomery County consisting of the Townships of 
Abington Wards 5 (Division 2), 8 (Division 1) and 15 (Division 2), 
Upper Dublin Districts 3 and 5 (Division 2) and Upper Moreland 
Districts 2 and 3 (Division 2); and part of Philadelphia County 
consisting of the City of Philadelphia Wards 58 (Divisions 4, 6, 7, 
20,21,22,24,29, 31,39 and 41) and 66 (Divisions 2,3,4, 5, 6, 9, 
11, 14,16, 20,22,25, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 42, 44, 45 and 46). 

(9) The Ninth District is composed of all of Bedford County; 
all of Blair County; part of Cambria County consisting of the 
Townships of Allegheny, Chest, Clearfield, Dean, Elder, Gallitzin, 
Reade, Susquehanna District South and White and the Boroughs of 
Ashville, Chest Springs, Gallitzin, Hastings, Loretto, Northern 
Cambria, Patton and Tunnelhill (Cambria County portion); part of 
Clearfield County consisting of the Townships of Beccaria Precinct 
1, Bumside, Chest, Gulich, Jordan and Knox and the Boroughs of 
Bumside, Coalport, Irvona, New Washington, Newburg, Ramey 
and Westover; part of Cumberland County consisting of the Town
ships of Cooke, Dickinson Precinct North, Hopewell, Lower 
Frankford, Lower Mifflin, Middlesex Precinct 1, North Middleton, 
North Newton, Penn, South Newton, Southampton Precincts Lower 
and Upper (Division 1), Upper Frankford, Upper Mifflin and West 
Pennsboro Precinct Upper and the Boroughs of Newburg and 
Newville; part of Fayette County consisting of the City of 
Connellsville Wards 4 and 5 and the Townships of Connellsville, 
Dunbar District 1, Georges Districts 1 and 2, Henry Clay, Nichol
son District 1, North Union District 3, South Union District 3, 
Springfield, Springhill District 1, Stewart and Wharton and the 
Boroughs of Fairchance, Markleysburg, Ohiopyle, Smithfield and 
South Connellsville; all of Franklin County; all of Fulton County; 
all of Huntingdon County; part of Indiana County consisting of the 
Townships of Armstrong, Banks, Black Lick, Brush Valley, 
Buffington, Burrell, Canoe, Center, Conemaugh, East Mahoning, 
East Wheatfield, Grant, Green, Montgomery, North Mahoning, 
Rayne, South Mahoning, Washington, West Mahoning, West 
Wheatfield, White Districts 3, 4 and 6 and Young and the Bor
oughs of Armagh, Blairsville, Cherry Tree, Creekside, Ernest, Glen 

Campbell, Homer City, Indiana Districts 1 and 4, Marion Center, 
Plumville, Saltsburg, Shelocta and Smicksburg; part of Juniata 
County consisting of the Townships of Beale, Delaware, 
Fermanagh, Greenwood, Lack, Milford, Monroe, Spruce Hill, 
Susquehanna, Turbett, Tuscarora and Walker and the Boroughs of 
Mifflin, Mifflintown, Port Royal and Thompsontown; part of 
Mifflin County consisting of the Townships of Bratton, Brown, 
Menno, Oliver, Union and Wayne and the Boroughs of Kistler, 
McVeytown and Newton Hamilton; part of Perry County consist
ing of the Townships of Carroll, Greenwood, Howe, Jackson, Liv
erpool, Northeast Madison, Rye, Saville, Southwest Madison, 
Toboyne and Tyrone and the Boroughs of Blain, Landisburg, Liv
erpool, Marysville, Millerstown and Newport District 2; part of 
Somerset County consisting of the Townships of Addison, Alle
gheny, Black, Brothersvalley, Elk Lick, Fairhope, Greenville, 
Larimer, Lower Turkeyfoot, Milford, Northampton, Ogle, Shade, 
Somerset, Southampton, Stonycreek, Summit and Upper 
Turkeyfoot and the Boroughs of Addison, Berlin, Callimont, 
Casselman, Central City, Confluence, Garrett, Indian Lake, 
Meyersdale, New Baltimore, New Centerville, Rockwood, Salis
bury, Shanksville, Somerset, Ursina and Wellersburg; and part of 
Westmoreland County consisting of the Township of Deny District 
Torrance. 

(10) The Tenth District is composed of all of Bradford 
County; part of Lackawanna County consisting of the City of Car
bondale and the Townships of Abington, Benton, Carbondale, 
Clifton, Covington, Elmhurst, Fell, Glenbum, Greenfield, Jeffer
son, La Plume, Madison, Newton, North Abington, Ransom, Roar
ing Brook, Scott, South Abington, Spring Brook, Thomhurst and 
West Abington and the Boroughs of Archbald, Clarks Green, 
Clarks Summit, Dalton, Dickson City Wards 1 (Divisions 2,3 and 
4), 2 and 3, Jermyn, Jessup Wards 1, 2 and 3 (Divisions 2 and 3), 
Mayfield, Moscow, Olyphant Ward 1 and Vandling; part of 
Luzerne County consisting of the Townships of Dallas, Exeter, 
Fairmount, Franklin, Kingston, Lake, Lehman and Ross and the 
Boroughs of Dallas, Forty Fort, Harveys Lake, Kingston, 
Swoyersville Wards 1 and 2, West Wyoming and Wyoming; part 
of Lycoming County consisting of the City of Williamsport and the 
Townships of Brady, Cascade, Cogan House, Eldred, Franklin, 
Gamble, Hepburn, Jordan, Lewis, Loyalsock, Lycoming, Mclntyre, 
Mill Creek, Moreland, Muncy, Muncy Creek, Penn, Plunketts 
Creek, Shrewsbury, Upper Fairfield and Wolf and the Boroughs of 
Hughesville, Muncy and Picture Rocks; all of Montour County; all 
of Northumberland County; all of Pike County; all of Snyder 
County; all of Sullivan County; all of Susquehanna County; part of 
Tioga County consisting of the Township of Ward; all of Union 
County; all of Wayne County; and all of Wyoming County. 

(11) The Eleventh District is composed of all of Carbon 
County; all of Columbia County; part of Lackawanna County con
sisting of the City of Scranton and the Boroughs of Blakely, Dick
son City Ward 1 (Division 1), Dunmore, Jessup Ward 3 (Division 
1), Moosic, Old Forge, Olyphant Wards 2, 3 and 4, Taylor and 
Throop; part of Luzerne County consisting of the Cities of 
Hazleton, Nanticoke, Pittston and Wilkes-Barre and the Townships 
of Bear Creek, Black Creek, Buck, Butler, Conyngham, Dennison, 
Dorrance, Fairview, Foster, Hanover, Hazle, Hollenback, Hunlock, 
Huntington, Jackson, Jenkins, Nescopeck, Newport, Pittston, 
Plains, Plymouth, Rice, Salem, Slocum, Sugarloaf, Union, Wilkes-
Barre and Wright and the Boroughs of Ashley, Avoca, Bear Creek 
Village, Conyngham, Courtdale, Dupont, Duryea, Edwardsville, 
Exeter, Freeland, Hughestown, Jeddo, Laflin, Larksville, Laurel 
Run, Luzerne, Nescopeck, New Columbus, Nuangola, Penn Lake 
Park, Plymouth, Pringle, Shickshinny, Sugar Notch, Swoyersville 
Ward 3, Warrior Run, West Hazleton, West Pittston, White Haven 
and Yatesville; and all of Monroe County. 

(12) The Twelfth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Township of East Deer Ward 2 and the 
Borough of Tarentum; part of Armstrong County consisting of the 
Townships of Bethel, Burrell, Gilpin, Kiskiminetas, Manor, North 
Buffalo District Eastern, Parks, Plumcreek, South Bend and South 
Buffalo District Eastern and the Boroughs of Apollo, Elderton, 
Ford City, Ford Cliff, Freeport, Kittanning, Leechburg, Manorville 
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and North Apollo; part of Cambria County consisting of the City 
of Johnstown and the Townships of Adams, Barr, Blacklick, Cam
bria, Conemaugh, Cresson, Croyle, East Carroll, East Taylor, Jack
son, Lower Yoder, Middle Taylor, Munster, Portage, Richland, 
Stonycreek, Summerhill, Susquehanna District North, Upper 
Yoder, Washington, West Carroll and West Taylor and the Bor
oughs of Brownstown, Carrolltown, Cassandra, Cresson, 
Daisytown, Dale, East Conemaugh, Ebensburg, Ehrenfeld, Fern-
dale, Franklin, Geistown, Lilly, Lorain, Nanty Glo, Portage, 
Sankertown, Scalp Level, South Fork, Southmont, Summerhill, 
Vintondale, Westmont and Wilmore; part of Fayette County con
sisting of the Cities of Connellsville Wards 1, 2, 3 and 6 and 
Uniontown and the Townships of Brownsville, Bullskin, Dunbar 
Districts 2, 3 and 4, Franklin, Georges Districts 3 and 4, German, 
Jefferson, Lower Tyrone, Luzerne, Menallen, Nicholson Districts 
2 and 3, North Union Districts 1, 2, 4 and 5, Perry, Redstone, 
Saltlick, South Union Districts 1 and 2, Springhill District 2, Upper 
Tyrone and Washington and the Boroughs of Belle Vernon, 
Brownsville, Dawson, Dunbar, Everson, Fayette City, Masontown, 
Newell, Perryopolis, Point Marion and Vanderbilt; all of Greene 
County; part of Indiana County consisting of the Townships of 
Cherryhill, Pine and White Districts 1 and 2 and the Boroughs of 
Clymer and Indiana Districts 2 and 3; part of Somerset County 
consisting of the Townships of Conemaugh, Jefferson, Jenner, 
Lincoln, Middlecreek, Paint and Quemahoning and the Boroughs 
of Benson, Boswell, Hooversville, Jennerstown, Paint, Seven 
Springs, Stoystown and Windber; part of Washington County con
sisting of the Cities of Monongahela and Washington and the 
Townships of Canton, Carroll Districts 2, 3 and 5, Chartiers Dis
tricts 3, 5, 6 and 7, East Bethlehem, East Finley District 2, 
Fallowfield Districts 1, 2 and 4, North Bethlehem, North Strabane 
Districts 1, 2 and 3, Somerset, South Strabane Districts 2, 4 and 5, 
Union, West Bethlehem and West Pike Run and the Boroughs of 
Allenport, Beallsville, Bentleyville, California, Canonsburg Wards 
2 and 3 (Division 1), Centerville, Charleroi Districts 1, 3 and 4, 
Coal Center, Cokeburg, Deemston, Donora, Dunlevy, East Wash
ington District 2, Elco, Ellsworth, Finleyville, Houston, Long 
Branch, Marianna, New Eagle, North Charleroi, Roscoe, Speers, 
Stockdale, Twilight and West Brownsville; and part of 
Westmoreland County consisting of the Cities of Arnold, Latrobe, 
Lower Burrell, Monessen and New Kensington and the Townships 
of Allegheny, Bell, Deny Districts Alters, Bradenville, Cokeville, 
Cooperstown, Kingston, Loyalhanna, Millwood, New Deny, Pea
nut, Saxman, Scalp Level and Simpsons, East Huntingdon District 
Bessemer, Fairfield, Hempfield Districts Bovard, Hannastown and 
Luxor, Loyalhanna, Mount Pleasant Districts Bridgeport, Duncan, 
Heccla, Laurel Run, Mammoth, Spring Garden, United and 
Westmoreland, Rostraver, Salem Districts Hugus and Mechlings, 
Sewickley Districts East Herminie, Lowber, Rillton, Sewickley and 
West Herminie, South Huntingdon Districts Jacobs Creek, Mineral, 
Port Royal, Wayne, Wyano and Yukon, St. Clair, Unity Districts 
Crabtree, Dorothy and Lloydsville, Upper Burrell and Washington 
Districts North Washington and Paulton and the Boroughs of 
Avonmore, Bolivar, Deny, East Vandergrift, Hyde Park, Mount 
Pleasant, New Alexandria, New Florence, North Belle Vernon, 
Oklahoma, Scottdale, Seward, Smithton, Vandergrift, West 
Leechburg and West Newton. 

(13) The Thirteenth District is composed of part of Montgom
ery County consisting of the Townships of Abington Wards 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5 (Division 1), 6, 7, 8 (Division 2), 9, 10, 11,12,13,14 and 
15 (Division 1), Hatfield, Horsham, Lower Frederick, Lower 
Gwynedd, Lower Moreland, Lower Salford, Montgomery, New 
Hanover, Plymouth Districts 2 and 3 (Division 1), Springfield, 
Towamencin, Upper Dublin Districts 1, 2,4, 5 (Division 1), 6 and 
7, Upper Frederick, Upper Gwynedd, Upper Hanover District 2, 
Upper Moreland Districts 1, 3 (Division 1), 4, 5, 6 and 7, Upper 
Salford, Whitemarsh Districts East, Middle and West (Division 3) 
and Whitpain Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10 and 11 and the Bor
oughs of Ambler, Bryn Athyn, Green Lane, Hatboro, Hatfield, 
Jenkintown, Lansdale, North Wales, Rockledge and Schwenksville; 
and part of Philadelphia County consisting of the City of Philadel
phia Wards 25 (Divisions 3 and 8), 35 (Divisions 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 

9,10,11, 12,14, 15,16, 17, 25 and 32), 41,45 (Divisions 1,2, 3, 
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10,11,12, 13,14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 
and 25), 53 (Divisions 17, 20 and 21), 55 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 16,17, 18,19, 20, 21, 22,23, 24, 25, 
26, 27,28 and 29), 56, 57, 58 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 9,10,11,12, 
13,14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 23,25, 26, 27,28, 30, 32, 33,34, 35,36, 
37, 38, 40, 42, 43 and 44), 62 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 
13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25 and 26), 63, 64, 65 and 66 
(Divisions 1, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13,15,17,18,19, 21,23, 24,26, 27, 28, 
29, 31, 32, 38, 39, 40, 41 and 43). 

(14) The Fourteenth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Cities of Clairton, Duquesne, McKeesport 
and Pittsburgh and the Townships of Elizabeth Ward 9, Kennedy, 
Neville Wards 1 and 2, North Versailles Wards 1, 2, 3 (Division 2), 
4, 5, 6 and 7, O'Hara Ward 1 (Division 2), Penn Hills Wards 1,2, 
3 (Divisions 2, 3, 4 and 5), 4 (Divisions 1, 2 and 4), 5 (Divisions 
2, 3 and 4), 6 (Divisions 1,2, 3,4 and 6), 7 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 
and 7), 8 and 9 (Divisions 1,2 and 5), Reserve, Robinson Districts 
3 and 5, Stowe and Wilkins Ward 2 (Division 2) and the Boroughs 
of Avalon Wards 1, 2 and 3 (Divisions 2 and 3), Baldwin Districts 
1, 2, 3, 5, 9, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16 and 18, Bellevue, Blawnox, 
Braddock, Braddock Hills, Chalfant, Coraopolis, Craflon Wards 1, 
2 and 3 (Division 1), Dravosburg, East McKeesport, East Pitts
burgh, Edgewood, Etna Wards 1 and 2, Forest Hills, Glassport, 
Homestead, Ingram, Liberty, Lincoln, McKees Rocks, Millvale, 
Monroeville Wards 1 (Division 1) and 7, Mount Oliver, Munhall, 
North Braddock, Pitcaim Districts 2 and 3, Port Vue, Rankin, 
Sharpsburg, Swissvale, Turtle Creek, Verona, Versailles, Wall, 
West Homestead, West Mifflin, Whitaker, White Oak District 7, 
Wilkinsburg and Wilmerding. 

(15) The Fifteenth District is composed of part of Berks 
County consisting of the Townships of Albany and Hereford Dis
trict 2; part of Lehigh County consisting of the Cities of Allentown 
and Bethlehem (Lehigh County portion) and the Townships of 
Hanover, Heidelberg, Lower Macungie, Lower Milford, Lowhill, 
Lynn, North Whitehall, Salisbury, South Whitehall, Upper 
Macungie Districts 1, 2 and 4, Upper Milford, Upper Saucon, 
Washington, Weisenberg and Whitehall and the Boroughs of 
Alburtis, Catasauqua, Coopersburg, Coplay, Emmaus, Fountain 
Hill, Macungie and Slatington; part of Montgomery County con
sisting of the Townships of Douglass, Franconia, Lower 
Pottsgrove, Marlborough, Salford, Upper Hanover Districts 1 and 
3, Upper Pottsgrove and West Pottsgrove and the Boroughs of East 
Greenville, Pennsburg, Red Hill, Souderton and Telford (Mont
gomery County portion); and all of Northampton County. 

(16) The Sixteenth District is composed of part of Berks 
County consisting of the City of Reading Wards 2, 3 (Division 1), 
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 (Division 2), 11, 12 (Divisions 1 and 3), 13 (Divi
sions 1 and 2), 14 (Division 4), 15,18 (Divisions 1 and 4) and 19 
and the Townships of Bern District 3, Lower Heidelberg, South 
Heidelberg Precinct 1 and Spring District 8 and the Borough of 
Wemersville; part of Chester County consisting of the Townships 
of Birmingham, East Bradford District South (Division 1), East 
Fallowfield, East Marlborough, East Nottingham, Elk, Franklin, 
Highland, Kennett, London Britain, London Grove, Londonderry, 
Lower Oxford, New Garden, New London, Newlin, Penn, 
Pennsbury, Upper Oxford, West Fallowfield, West Marlborough 
and West Nottingham and the Boroughs of Avondale, Kennett 
Square, Oxford, Parkesburg, West Chester and West Grove; and all 
of Lancaster County. 

(17) The Seventeenth District is composed of part of Berks 
County consisting of the Townships of Alsace, Bern Districts 1 and 
2, Bethel, Centre, Earl District 1, Greenwich, Heidelberg, Jefferson, 
Maidencreek, Marion, Muhlenberg Districts 2,3, 5, 7 and 8, North 
Heidelberg, Oley, Ontelaunee, Penn, Perry, Pike, Richmond, 
Rockland, Ruscombmanor, Tilden, Tulpehocken, Upper Bern, 
Upper Tulpehocken and Windsor and the Boroughs of Bemville, 
Centerport, Fleetwood, Hamburg, Laureldale, Leesport, 
Lenhartsville, Lyons, Robesonia, Shoemakersville, Strausstown 
and Womelsdorf; all of Dauphin County; all of Lebanon County; 
part of Perry County consisting of the Townships of Buffalo, Cen
tre, Juniata, Miller, Oliver, Penn, Spring, Tuscarora, Watts and 
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Wheatfield and the Boroughs of Bloomfield, Duncannon, New 
Buffalo and Newport District 1; and all of Schuylkill County. 

(18) The Eighteenth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Townships of Baldwin, Collier, Crescent, 
Elizabeth Wards 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, Findlay, Forward, Moon, 
Mount Lebanon, North Fayette, North Versailles Ward 3 (Divi
sions 1, Penn Hills Wards 3 (Divisions 1 and 6), 4 (Divisions 3 and 
5), 5 (Divisions 1, 5 and 6), 6 (Division 5), 7 (Division 5) and 9 
(Divisions 3 and 4), Robinson Districts 1, 2,4, 6, 7, 8 and 9, Scott, 
South Fayette, South Park, South Versailles, Upper St. Clair and 
Wilkins Wards 1 and 2 (Division 1) and the Boroughs of Baldwin 
Districts 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 14 and 17, Bethel Park, Brentwood, 
Bridgeville, Carnegie, Castle Shannon, Churchill, Crafton Ward 3 
(Division 2), Dormont, Elizabeth, Green Tree, Heidelberg, Jeffer
son Hills, McDonald (Allegheny County portion), Monroeville 
Wards 1 (Divisions 2, 3 and 4), 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, Oakdale, 
Pennsbury Village, Pitcaim District 1, Pleasant Hills, Rosslyn 
Farms, Thomburg, Trafford (Allegheny County portion). West 
Elizabeth, White Oak Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 and Whitehall; 
part of Beaver County consisting of the Township of Hanover Dis
trict East and the Borough of Frankfort Springs; part of Washing
ton County consisting of the Townships of Amwell, Blaine, Buf
falo, Carroll Districts 1 and 4, Cecil, Chartiers Districts 1, 2 and 4, 
Cross Creek, Donegal, East Finley District 1, Fallowfield District 
3, Hanover, Hopewell, Independence, Jefferson, Morris, Mount 
Pleasant, North Franklin, North Strabane Districts 4, 5 and 6, 
Nottingham, Peters, Robinson, Smith, South Franklin, South 
Strabane Districts 1 and 3 and West Finley and the Boroughs of 
Burgettstown, Canonsburg Wards 1 and 3 (Division 3), Charleroi 
Districts 2 and 6, Claysville, East Washington District 1, Green 
Hills, McDonald, Midway, West Alexander and West Middletown; 
and part of Westmoreland County consisting of the Cities of 
Greensburg and Jeannette and the Townships of Cook, Donegal, 
East Huntingdon Districts Ruflfsdale, Stoners, Strohms and Whites, 
Hempfield Districts Alwine, Carbon, East Adamsburg, Eastview, 
Fort Allen, Foxhill, Gayville, Grapeville, Haydenville, High Park, 
Lincoln Heights, Lincoln Heights West, Maplewood, Middletown, 
New Stanton, North Carbon, Sibel, Todd, University, Valley, 
Weavers Old Stand, Wegley, Wendel Herm, West Hempfield and 
West Point, Ligonier, Mount Pleasant Districts Pleasant Valley and 
Ridgeview, North Huntingdon, Penn, Salem Districts Five Points, 
New Salem, Slickville, Steeles and Trees Mills, Sewickley District 
Whyel, South Huntingdon Districts Hixon and South Huntingdon, 
Unity Districts Baggaley, Beatty, Dennison, Gravel Hill, Kuhns, 
Marguerite, Mutual, Pleasant Unity, Roble and Whitney and Wash
ington Districts Beamers and Oakland X Roads and the Boroughs 
of Adamsburg, Arona, Donegal, Hunker, Irwin, Laurel Mountain, 
Ligonier, Madison, Manor, New Stanton, North Irwin, Penn, South 
Greensburg, Southwest Greensburg, Sutersville, Trafford 
(Westmoreland County portion), Youngstown and Youngwood. 

(19) The Nineteenth District is composed of all of Adams 
County; part of Cumberland County consisting of the Townships 
of Dickinson Precinct South, East Pennsboro, Hampden, Lower 
Allen, Middlesex Precinct 2, Monroe, Shippensburg, Silver Spring, 
South Middleton, Southampton District Upper (Division 2), Upper 
Allen and West Pennsboro Precinct Lower and the Boroughs of 
Camp Hill, Carlisle, Lemoyne, Mechanicsburg, Mount Holly 
Springs, New Cumberland, Shippensburg (Cumberland County 
portion), Shiremanstown and Wormleysburg; and all of York 
County. 

Section 302. Current officeholders and vacancies. 
(a) Cmrent officeholders.-The members of Congress now in office 

shall continue in the office until the expiration of their respective terms. 
(b) Vacancies.-Vacancies now existing or happening after the 

passage of this chapter and before the commencement of the terms of 
the members elected at the election of 2002 shall be filled for the unex
pired terms from the districts utilized prior to January 7, 2002. 
Section 303. Missed political subdivision. 

In the event any political subdivision or part thereof should be 
omitted in the description of the congressional districts, the political 
subdivision or part thereof shall be included as a part of the congressio
nal district which completely surrounds it. Should any omitted political 

subdivision or part thereof be not completely surrounded by one con
gressional district, it shall become a part of that congressional district 
to which it is contiguous, or if there are two or more such contiguous 
districts, it shall become a part of that congressional district contiguous 
thereto which has the least population. 
Section 304. Duty to publish notice of redistricting. 

Upon the enactment of this chapter providing for the establishment 
of congressional districts following the official reporting of the Federal 
decennial census as required by Federal law, the secretary shall publish 
notice of the congressional districts as established at least once in at 
least one newspaper of general circulation in each county in which such 
newspapers are published. 
Section 305. Contents of notice. 

The notice shall contain legal descriptions for all congressional 
districts in the county in which the publication is made. The notice shall 
also state the population of the districts having the smallest and largest 
populations and the percentage variation of such districts from the aver
age population for congressional districts. 

CHAPTER 5 
PRIMARY ELECTION OF 2002 

Section 501. Procedure. 
(a) General primary election for 2002.--The date of the general 

primary election for 2002 shall be July 16, 2002. 
(b) Congressional nominations.-For the primary for nomination of 

candidates to the Office of Representative in Congress for the year 
2002, the following dates shall apply: 

(1) First legal day for candidates to circulate and file nominat
ing petitions-May 7, 2002. 

(2) Notice to county boards of election by the secretary as to 
the date under paragraph (1)-May 1, 2002. 

(3) Publication in newspapers by county boards of election of 
notice that nominations for Representatives in Congress will be 
made at the July 16, 2002, General Primary and that a deadline of 
May 21, 2002, has been established by which nomination petitions 
for such office must be filed-May 7, 2002. 

(4) Last legal day for candidates to circulate and file nominat
ing petitions-May 21, 2002. 

(5) Last day for candidates who have filed nomination peti
tions to withdraw-May 28, 2002. 

(6) Transmission to county boards of elections by the secretary 
of a list of all candidates for the Office of Representative in Con
gress who have filed petitions with the secretary and who are not 
known to have withdrawn or been disqualified-May 31, 2002. 
(c) Election Code-Subsections (a) and (b) supersede the following 

provisions of the Election Code as to dates established by such provi
sions: 

(1) Section 603. 
(2) Section 905. 
(3) Section 906. 
(4) Section 908. 
(5) Section 914. 
(6) Section 977. 
(7) Section 1305.1. 
(8) Any other provision of the Election Code which would 

provide a date inconsistent with the date specified in subsection (a) 
or(b). 
(d) Absentee ballots.-If an elector has filed an application for an 

absentee ballot for the previously scheduled 2002 primary election, the 
county board of elections shall do all of the following: 

(1) By first class mail, notify the applicant of all of the follow
ing in accordance with section 502(4): 

(i) That the primary election has been changed to July 16, 
2002. 

(ii) That the applicant's prior application and ballot are 
null and void. 

(iii) That, if the applicant wishes to vote by absentee bal
lot, the applicant must reapply. 
(2) Include with the notice under paragraph (1) an application 

for a new absentee ballot. 
Section 502. Duties of secretary. 

The secretary has the following duties: 
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(1) By 12 noon on April 26, 2002, the secretary shall make a 
determination as to whether an injunction prohibiting the Common
wealth from conducting the 2002 election for Representatives in 
Congress in accordance with the redistricting plan contained in Act 
1 of 2002 remains in effect. 

(2) On April 26, 2002, if the secretary determines that an in
junction prohibiting the Commonwealth from conducting the 2002 
election for Representatives in Congress in accordance with the 
redistricting plan contained in Act 1 of 2002 does not remain in 
effect, the secretary shall transmit notice of that determination to 
the Legislative Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylva
nia Bulletin. 

(3) On April 26, 2002, if the secretary determines that an in
junction prohibiting the Commonwealth from conducting the 2002 
election for Representatives in Congress in accordance with the 
redistricting plan contained in Act 1 of 2002 remains in effect, the 
secretary shall transmit notice of that determination to the Legisla
tive Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin. 

(4) Prepare a form of notice for distribution under section 
501(d)(1). 

(5) Publish on the department's World Wide Web site a map 
of this Commonwealth showing all congressional districts estab
lished. 

CHAPTER 15 
CONCLUDING PROVISIONS 

Section 1501. Applicability. 
This act shall not do any of the following: 

(1) Affect the status of a candidate for nomination or election 
for an office other than the Office of Representative in Congress 
who, on the effective date of this section, had met the requirements 
of the Election Code. 

(2) Entitle an individual who had not filed a petition in accor
dance with section 913 of the Election Code for the previously 
scheduled 2002 primary, to file a nomination petition for an office 
other than the Office of Representative in Congress. 

(3) Affect the status of a candidate for nomination for the 
Office of Representative in Congress who, on the effective date of 
this section, had met the requirements of the Election Code. This 
paragraph shall not preclude a candidate for nomination for the 
Office of Representative in Congress who, on the effective date of 
this section, had met the requirements of the Election Code from 
filing additional petitions. This paragraph shall not preclude the 
filing of objections under section 977 of the Election Code to a 
petition filed for the previously scheduled 2002 primary if: 

(i) the objections are based on the fact that, due to the 
addition of Chapter 3, the residences of a number of electors 
who signed the petition of that candidate are no longer in the 
district the candidate is seeking to represent; and 

(ii) the number of electors referred to in subparagraph (i) 
is sufficient to invalidate the petition. 
(4) Affect the validity of otherwise qualifying signatures on 

nomination papers obtained prior to the effective date of this sec
tion. 

(5) Preclude an individual from filing a petition for nomina
tion for the Office of Representative in Congress. 

Section 1502. Repeal. 
(a) Specific-The act of January 7, 2002 (P.L.1, No.l), entitled "An 

act to apportion the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania into congressional 
districts in conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for 
the nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring publication 
of notice of the establishment of congressional districts following the 
Federal decennial census," is repealed. 

(b) General-All other acts and parts of acts are repealed insofar as 
they are inconsistent with this act. 

(c) Previously utilized plan.-Except to the extent necessary for an 
election to fill a vacancy under section 302(b), the State Congressional 
Redistricting Plan utilized prior to January 7, 2002, is abrogated. 
Section 1503. Severability. 

The provisions of this act are severable. If any provision of this act 
or its application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the 
invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications of this act 
which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application. 

Section 1504. Effective date. 
This act shall take effect as follows: 

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), the following provi
sions shall take effect upon publication of the notice under section 
502(3): 

(i) Chapter3. 
(ii) Section 501. 
(iii) Section 1501. 
(iv) Section 1502(a) and (b). 

(2) If a notice is published under section 502(2), the following 
provisions shall take effect November 6,2002: 

(i) Chapter3. 
(ii) Section 1502(a). 

(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect immediately. 
(4) Neither paragraph (3) nor 1 Pa.C.S. § 1701(b)(2) shall 

apply to sections 501,1501 or 1502(b). If a notice is not published 
under section 502(3), sections 501,1501 and 1502(b) shall not take 
effect. 

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

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, this is an amendment 
to the bill, which is intended to correct the redistricting plan for 
Congress. This particular amendment begins to move us forward 
in that direction, and by accepting this amendment tonight and 
passing this bill as amended, we will be able to move the process 
another step closer so that we end up having a congressional map 
which meets what the court mandates, which is a zero deviation. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Wagner. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I rise to seek some addi
tional information in regard to Senate Bill No. 1234 and also 
offer some comments. Mr. President, I have not seen the amend
ment. There is some information that is floating out there that has 
not been made available to all of us on this side of the aisle, and 
I know the Majority Leader indicated that this is a significant 
improvement, this piece of legislation. There are some serious 
doubts on this side of the aisle that it is, and consequently, I 
would just like to ask some questions as to what this congressio
nal reapportionment plan does in comparison to the previous plan 
that the General Assembly passed. 

Mr. President, prior to asking that question I simply want to 
state that back on December 10, 2001, just about 4 1/2 months 
ago, this Senate passed a plan, Senate Bill No. 1200, congressio
nal reapportionment, and that passed in this Chamber by a vote 
of 27 to 22. And if I am not mistaken, Mr. President, every Mem
ber on this side of the aisle voted against that plan. That plan 
went to the House, the House passed a similar plan. We got an
other vote on that bill, I believe Senate Bill No. 1200 on January 
3,2002, a conference report, and the vote on that piece of legis
lation was 28 to 22. Every Democrat, everyone on this side of the 
aisle, voted against it. 

Mr. President, I spoke at length on both pieces of legislation 
as they came in front of this General Assembly, and the purpose, 
quite frankly, was to bring out the facts, and many of those facts 
have been upheld by the courts. We are not certain on this side 
of the aisle really what the changes are that are now part of Sen
ate Bill No. 1234. So I would ask, Mr. President, if I could ask 
the leader a few questions in that regard. 
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The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill, Senator Wagner wishes 
to know if you will stand for interrogation. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, if he keeps his ques
tions shorter than the one that he took to get to ask me if I would 
stand for interrogation. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Wagner. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, how very appropriate. 
Mr. President, in the previous plan, the one that has been 

ruled unconstitutional by the courts just a week ago, it is our 
understanding that the previous plan had split 25 counties out of 
67 in Pennsylvania. How many counties are split under this plan, 
Senate Bill No. 1234? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, 29. 
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, so there is an increase of 

four counties versus the previous plan? 
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, that would be my cal

culation. 
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, under Senate Bill No. 

1200, or the previous plan that was ruled unconstitutional, there 
were municipal splits with 60 municipalities. How many splits 
would there be under this plan? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, this plan has 79. 
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, 79. Therefore, there are 19 

additional splits with municipalities. 
Under the previous plan that was ruled unconstitutional, there 

were 41 ward splits. Under the plan in front of us today, how 
many would there be? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, we did not calculate 
that. We know precinct splits, but we do not know wards. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I would follow up, would 
it be possible to obtain that information also? I know the comput
ers are very good at this, and it may take 10 or 15 minutes, but it 
is important information. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, we have gone from 6 
precinct splits to 0. And as far as being possible, yes, I have 
found the Senate Democratic staff to be quite capable, and I am 
sure that they can give the gentleman this number as to what it is. 

Senator WAGNER. Well, Mr. President, I appreciate that, but 
this is not our plan, it is his plan and that is the reason why I am 
asking the question. And I would think with an issue as important 
as Senate Bill No. 1234, that this kind of information should be 
made available when we are voting on it. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I agreed to stand for 
interrogation. I did not represent that I would know every answer 
that the Senator could ask me. And by the way, in his question 
about the number of municipalities, I think he said that the prior 
plan split 60. It is actually 62. 

Senator WAGNER. Well, thank you. Thank you, Mr. Presi
dent. 

The gentleman indicated or answered my next question, which 
was the number of voting district splits, which was previously 6 
and now it is 0.1 would still request the ward splits, because that 
is vital information based on what I believe the court indicated 
was important in terms of a plan being constitutional, having the 
least number of splits as possible. And based on what I know so 
far, we have more splits now than we did under the previous 
legislation. 

Mr. President, a couple more questions. The deviation number 
in regard to population, and I think I know this answer, but I am 
sure the Senator could verify it, the deviation number with the 
deviation of population per congressional district was at 19. 
What would that be under this plan? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, 14 zeros and 5 ones. 
And that is driven by the rules having to do with simple division. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, therefore, 14 congressional 
districts in essence have an equal population, and the other 5 of 
the 19 have a one-person variation, which I suspect is as close as 
you can get. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, for government work. 
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, are there any changes in 

this plan in regard to reducing incumbents running against each 
other? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, the plan that we are 
offering in this amendment is basically substantially the plan that 
was passed before and signed into law, so that the variations, 
though larger than we would have liked, are not considered to be 
significant from a political point of view. 

Senator WAGNER. Well, Mr. President, I suspect what all 
that means is that we still have the same number of incumbents 
running against each other, and the reason why I bring that up is 
that in the court order, it is my understanding that that was a con
cern. To what degree it will be considered as part of another plan 
put in front of them, I am not certain, but I know it was a con
cern. 

And one final question, Mr. President. Have the congressional 
districts been made more compact districts, as was required and 
suggested? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, we really do not have 
an answer to that, though we do not think it is required, for all 
practical purposes. From my view of the plan, it seems to be 
pretty much die same. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, thank you. And, Mr. Presi
dent, I am sorry, I did indicate one last question. There is another 
important issue that is part of this legislation that was not part of 
the previous legislation, which is changing the primary election 
date. Has that been changed as part of this legislation, and if so, 
what is the new primary election date as is suggested in Senate 
Bill No. 1234? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, the bill is drafted in the 
hopes that when we pass a zero-deviation redistricting plan, that 
the court will then, with its powers, permit us to conduct the con
gressional election under the current law and would then stay its 
order so that we could continue without any kind of delay in the 
primary. If the court, in its wisdom, would choose to require us 
to conduct the election under the new plan, we have been advised 
legally that with the shift of districts, that we are then obliged to 
reopen the process so that people who have not run for Congress 
could run for Congress and would have an adequate period of 
time to file a nominating petition. If that contingency came about, 
our proposal would set the primary election for all candidates to 
be July 16, but the only area where petitions would have to be 
filed and new races would be created potentially would be with 
the congressional. 

In addition, I would correct one thing. I think the gentleman 
talked about combining incumbents. We had one area of the 
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State where two incumbents were not combined, but one of the 
incumbents who was not in a district where he would be com
bined with another incumbent chose to run against the incum
bent. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, it is my understanding, in 
regard to that response, I am asking this for a point of clarifica
tion, that the court made no mention, zero mention, of moving 
the primary election. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, they did not consider 
the issue, and we consider that to be a matter of State law and 
just ordinary fairness. If new congressional districts are created 
and there are changes, however slight, we believe that State law 
requires that anyone who could have made a decision not to run 
based upon the districts as they were defined in the law that we 
passed earlier this year would have an opportunity to run. This is 
not something that we think we want to do, this is something that 
we believe we are legally obliged to do, and we believe this is a 
fair way to deal with the problem. The cost of holding a special 
congressional election, a special congressional primary election, 
is estimated to be in the neighborhood of $15 million to $20 
million. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I appreciate that answer, 
that response, the movement to July 16,2002, which is really, in 
essence, moving the primary out 2 additional months. 

Mr. President, I appreciate the gentleman's answer, but in fact 
I have to state there is no reference by the court to do that, and it 
is beyond my understanding where the justification is to do that 
with minor tweaking based on what I see and what I know about 
Senate Bill No. 1234 versus Senate Bill No. 1200 that passed. I 
mean, the changes are so minor and so minute that there does not 
appear to me to be any justification of changing the primary 
within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

And I would just ask a couple additional questions, based on 
the fact that we have had a serious problem in Pennsylvania and 
throughout the country with low voter turnout. Has it been con
sidered in this legislation that moving the primary election from 
May 21 to July 16 is going to severely impact public participa
tion within the election process? 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I guess the gentleman 
and I have a differing view of the word "minute."According to 
what the staff has given me here, in order to hit the goals of keep
ing as many municipalities whole, keeping as many precincts 
whole, so forth and so on, that we are totally going to move, as 
a result of this change of a 19-person deviation, 73,150 people. 
So there will be 73,150 people who will now find themselves 
living in a congressional district they did not expect to be living 
in before the court handed down its decision. 

It is our belief that State law would require that we then re
open this process. This is not a matter for the Federal court, and, 
clearly, if there would be some way of our getting an assurance 
that the State court is not going to require that, we would be 
happy not to delay the primary and just simply submit a new 
map. And we wish, truthfully, it were that easy, that all we had to 
do was go in there and say, Your Honors, you have indicated that 
the deviation is 19 and that you want zero, and here we have a 
map to zero, and we are moving 73,150 people and that is what 
we are required to move to do that. Is that okay, and can we just 
go on with our primary? And they would say, sure, that is okay. 

That is not the world we live in. This is a world of great com
plexity, and this is the problem we are going to deal with. 

Senator WAGNER. Well, Mr. President, I appreciate the gen
tleman's responses, and that is the end of my interrogation and 
questioning, and I appreciate his responses very much. I just 
want to make a comment or two, Mr. President. 

To change 73,150 people in congressional districts, of which 
one singular congressional district is 650,000 people, and we 
have 19 of them, Mr. President, and to make that part of the justi
fication of changing a primary election for 2 months simply does 
not stand public comment, criticism, or in fact makes no common 
sense. The changing of this primary election, based on what I see 
as being minor tweaking of congressional districts, as a matter of 
fact splitting more counties, splitting more municipalities, and 
simply making some reductions, probably splitting more wards, 
and simply making some reductions on the voting district splits, 
of which we went from six small voting districts that were split 
that should have never been split to begin with, and the other 
minor changes of going from a 19-person deviation to 0 or 1 
within the congressional districts, simply does not make any 
sense in terms of moving the primary election from the middle of 
May to the middle of July. 

Mr. President, I am just going to make another comment or 
two in regard to that. This country went through World War II, 
the Korean War, the Vietnam War, hurricanes, floods, and disas
ters, and we have not changed primary elections. We have in 
front of us as a Senate body a piece of legislation that is going to 
make a dramatic change, and I view for political reasons, the 
change of a primary election that is going to cause a tremendous 
inconvenience and less voter turnout, without a doubt, in Penn
sylvania, when it should be our commitment to try to get more 
people to be participants in the governmental process, rather than 
less, and that is precisely what we are doing with this proposal. 
It does not make any sense in terms of good government. From 
my observation, it is being done for political reasons. And I said 
that originally when I voted against Senate Bill No. 1200, and I 
am voting against Senate Bill No. 1234, because both pieces of 
legislation, Mr. President, are blatantly partisan pieces of legisla
tion, and to say it any way other than that is not telling the truth. 

I pulled out the record of this legislation today to look at it, to 
review it, to see what I had to say, to see what my colleagues had 
to say when we voted on this legislation in December of last year 
and January of this year, and what we said became the truth, Mr. 
President, and was backed up by the courts throwing out the 
congressional reapportionment plan. The plan we have in front 
of us today is not much better than the one we had previously. As 
a matter of fact, it is not better, it is worse, because what we have 
done is we have taken a congressional reapportionment plan and 
we have tied it into an election process. And by doing so, we 
have drastically changed it and have done an injustice to the peo
ple of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, I also said then and I will say again now, and 
I have heard it by touring Pennsylvania in recent months, that the 
people of Pennsylvania know that this is a bad plan and not in the 
best interest of Pennsylvania. They know that Congressman 
Murtha and Congressman Mascara should not be running against 
each other. They know that we have tenured incumbents who 
have, in essence, been thrown out of office due to these congres-
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sional reapportionment plans. In essence, Mr. President, what it 
has done is hurt Pennsylvania, because if I am not mistaken, this 
is the only congressional reapportionment plan that has been 
thrown out by the courts. And we are back here this evening tak
ing another look at it, and in fact it is no better, it is much worse 
than the plan that was passed in this General Assembly just 3 
months ago. I am proud that I voted against the previous plan, 
and I can assure you I am voting against this one. 

Thank you. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is pleased to note the presence 
on the floor of Senator Fumo, and his temporary Capitol leave is 
cancelled. 

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

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

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, we have before us basically 
the same unconstitutional plan, except it is worse. As has already 
been brought out through debate, we are splitting more counties, 
we are splitting more municipalities. We have gotten to some 
artificial number. We do not really know, according to the maker 
of the amendment, whether these districts are more compact or 
not. There is an awfiil lot of information missing, but yet we are 
asked to vote on this plan tonight, right now. I do not know why. 
But I suspect it is because the Senate Majority would like to go 
back to the Federal court and say, gee, we are really working on 
this, we are taking your lead, we are really working on this. It 
reminds me of Br'er Rabbit sometimes. 

Mr. President, what is going on here tonight is something that 
I learned a long time ago should not go on. A sinner should not 
profit by his misdeeds. Basically, the first horrendous political, 
blatantly political, and now unconstitutional, clearly unconstitu
tional act was to pass the first plan that was passed. WTien you 
got caught with your hands in the cookie jar by the Federal 
courts, rather than fess up, say I am sorry and I will go back and 
do the right thing. Your Honor, no, you want to rub the court's 
nose in it. You want to say to them, hey, guess what, we got an
other scam. We are going to move the primary. Is that not neat? 
We are going to move that primary because there is a heated 
Democratic primary for governor going on, in which you talked 
about $15 million to split the two elections, they probably spent 
$12 million already on television on a race that was set by statute 
in this Chamber and in this legislature. So, now you figured out 
how to take a horrible act and use it to your political advantage. 

I do not know if those judges over there are blind or stupid or 
what, but I suspect they are not. What you are trying to do with 
changing the primary date is attempting to disenfranchise more 
voters, based on the argument that you are going to comply with 
one man, one vote. Your theory is we will do one man, one vote, 
but we do not want people to vote. That is an interesting argu
ment, very interesting. And then, and then of all ironies, the man 
who will go in and defend this plan before that court is the Re
publican Attorney General, who just happens to be the Republi

can candidate for governor, who just happens to be the person 
who will make out like a bandit. And now that I see that he was 
involved in the first case, being the suspicious person that I am 
by nature, I am figuring maybe he threw it, maybe he is smarter 
than all of you guys. He figured, let us lose this one, it will set it 
up better. 

There is no reason to have the primary in July. That is a bunch 
of nonsense. We see this plan you are giving us. You did not 
move much, you can complain about 70-some thousand people, 
but do you know what you forgot to do? You forgot to pay atten
tion to page 10 of the opinion where they talked about the most 
heinous thing of all that you did politically. In Karcher it talks 
about minimizing the amount of incumbents that have to run 
against each other. That is a standard by the U.S. Supreme Court. 
What did you do? You got two pairs of Democrats, ran them 
against each other, then you took another district and ran a Re
publican against a Democrat, except you made it a much more 
Republican district, all in the interest of economy. And then what 
else did you do to add insult to injury? You created a whole new 
Republican district that no incumbent lived in. You have not 
addressed that in this plan, because that would be saying to the 
court, mea culpa, you caught us with our hand in the cookie jar. 
We are sorry, we will not do it again. Your answer to that court 
is arrogance. You are telling that court, go to hell. We met two 
of your standards and we are going to get a bonus for it, we are 
going to move the primary and hurt the Democratic candidates 
who are running for governor, all under the guise of good gov
ernment. 

I do not expect you to be ashamed of yourselves, because I 
have seen more hypocrisy in this Chamber than I ever saw be
fore. It is the byword, it is the standard around here anymore, and 
it is truly a shame. This is like telling the Democratic candidates 
in the primary for governor that we have this 500-meter race and 
you have to run the 500-meter race, and the winner gets to run 
for the general election against the Republican. Now they are 
coming around, they have maybe 50 yards to go, and you decide 
to move the finish line another 200 yards. And you also say to the 
Republican guy, the Attorney General who is going to defend 
this-boy, I am glad I am in his hands-you do not have to run 
that other 200 yards, you just finish right here at the 500-meter 
mark. It is all fair. It is all in the interest of good government. It 
is all the right thing to do. 

I remember a Federal judge who I was not too happy with. He 
did something that never happened in this country before. We 
rectified it again at the polls, I might add, but he threw out the 
winning candidate in an election and installed the loser, and then 
we had to beat the guy again, and now he is out of politics. I 
think now he moved down into Montgomery County somewhere. 

Now, if you think those three judges sitting across the street 
are going to buy your benefitting from your unconstitutional acts 
by rubbing their noses in it and rubbing salt in the wounds of the 
Democratic Party, I do not think so. The presidential election is 
over. You already stole that one. Now, maybe the U.S. Supreme 
Court might like the precedent they set that time, but from what 
I see in recent polls, again, voters are going to chastise George 
W. when he gets back to Florida. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Fumo, would you please stick to 
the issue. 
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Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I am. The issue here is injus
tice. 

The PRESIDENT. That is fine. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, the issue here is the Republi

can Party basically raping over the electorate of Pennsylvania for 
partisan advantage in the face of a three-judge Federal court who 
said your actions, your actions, are unconstitutional, and you all 
took an oath to uphold the Constitution. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Fumo. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, are you going to come into the 

debate? Are you going to step out of the chair? 
The PRESIDENT. I am asking you to stick to the amendment. 
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I am. Where have I deviated? 
The PRESIDENT. Well, the presidential election had nothing 

to do with it. 
Senator FUMO. I know the truth hurts, Mr. President, but 

sometimes you have to take a little heat if you are going to stay 
in the kitchen. If you are going to do the crime, you have to do 
the time. All I am saying is that this insult that you are going to 
perpetrate tonight on that Federal court is not going to be partici
pated in by this side of the aisle. We do not believe that you can 
commit unconstitutional acts and then attempt to come back in 
arrogance, blatant political arrogance, and attempt to benefit 
even more. There is no reason why, even in the worst scenario, 
this had to be moved to July 16, except for the fact that we could 
probably parade in 50 political experts who work for Democrats 
and Republicans alike who would tell you that you could not 
have picked a worse time for voter turnout for a primary election 
than this date. But we understand that was your motive to begin 
with. We understand that was your goal, that was your objective. 

Mr. President, it is a disgrace what you are doing tonight. I 
pray that the Federal judges who have already struck down your 
last nonsense will strike this one down even further, even in more 
anger, and worst of all, in more disgust. We do not expect that 
anybody on that side of the aisle is going to break with leadership 
to do something constitutional, so keep doing what you are do
ing. Sooner or later you will make your case to voters at the polls 
and you will be treated like that other guy you tried to stick in 
here and get thrown out. 

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

from Philadelphia, Senator Tartaglione. 
Senator TARTAGLIONE. Mr. President, when this Chamber 

considered Senate Bill No. 1200 in January, I made the following 
comments with respect to the legislation: I said, "this callous and 
biased plan violates all basic tenets of representative democracy 
and the spirit of redistricting itself." I also said, "It is a crafted 
master plan to dissect Pennsylvania in order to isolate or sub
merge current Democratic districts." And finally, I stated that, 
"This poorly conceived piece of legislation would eliminate or 
merge districts in which experienced...congressional representa
tives have served all constituents," with unfailing excellence. 

Mr. President, it now appears that the Federal courts have 
agreed with the assessments that I and many of my colleagues 
voiced back in January when we rose in opposition to Senate Bill 
No. 1200. As we all know, early last week the Federal court 
noted that the Republican-gerrymandered map suffered from 
several objectionable flaws, including population deviation, the 

needless splitting of precincts and political subdivisions, blatant 
partisanship by creating two new seats in the State Senate that is 
actually losing congressional representatives, and a delegation 
that changes from 11 Republicans and 10 Democrats to 14 Re
publicans and 5 Democrats. 

Mr. President, last week the Federal court in Harrisburg de
nied the motion for a stay of the decision sought by the Republi
cans, and now I understand that the Republicans may now next 
attempt to obtain a stay from Justice Souter and the U.S. Su
preme Court. 

Tonight another issue has now surfaced since the Federal 
court ruled the Republican-gerrymandered map unconstitutional. 
This legislation contains language that would move the primary 
election date to July 16, and there is talk of even moving it later 
to September if there are court challenges. These claims are in
consistent with existing legal precedent, and I believe this is a 
tactic to force Democrats in the legislature to go along with a 
new Republican-gerrymandered map. Mr. President, there is no 
need for the Pennsylvania legislative body to move the primary 
election back, nor has the Federal court decision forced such a 
delay in the primary. The Federal court has given the Pennsylva
nia legislature 3 weeks to come up with a plan to address the 
court's concerns. If the Republican-controlled legislature enacts 
a new plan to simply correct the population deviation and does 
not address the massive splitting of municipalities, commonality 
of interest, compactness of districts, or the matter of incumbents, 
it will continue to be flawed. We have failed to correct all the 
objectionable features cited by the court and may be subject to 
imposition of a new map by the court. 

Mr. President, if this legislature fails to enact a map, the court 
will be duty bound to impose one, and in doing so the court is 
required by existing law to order the implementation of a new 
plan by causing minimal, minimal disruption to the existing elec
tion schedule. Assuming these two worst-case scenarios happen, 
the court would likely order a new map into effect on or about 
May 1. The court could reopen congressional candidate filing 
only for a short period at an accelerated rate, possibly for 3 to 7 
days, and it could still allow the primary election to be held on 
time. If the Federal court decides that it is necessary to push the 
Federal election deadline back, it will likely do so only for a 
matter of a couple of weeks in order to make a least disruptive 
change in Pennsylvania's election calendar. 

Mr. President, this is consistent with Supreme Court precedent 
in Uvham v. Seaman and the approach taken by courts across the 
country, extending over several decades when faced with order
ing a change in election schedule. It is highly unlikely that the 
Federal court would push the primary election date back more 
than just a few weeks, if at all, as the Republicans have claimed. 
The bottom line in all of this, regardless of what the legislature 
does, is there is nothing to suggest that the primary would have 
to be moved. And even if delayed, existing legal precedent will 
likely result in the primary being moved back just a few short 
weeks at most, not nearly the 2 months suggested by the Republi
cans. Mr. President, for this reason I rise and ask for a negative 
vote on this proposal. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Montgomery, Senator C. Williams. 
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Senator C. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, "e pluribus unum," 
which, as we all know, means "out of many voices, one. The 
framers of the United States Constitution knew that there must be 
unity of voice in order for our government to serve and represent 
its citizens in an effective and fair manner. The voices of Mont
gomery County, however, have continued to be muted by the 
Republicans' redistricting plan. This plan is basically the same 
plan which slivers the county into six different shards in an effort 
to divide and conquer the people. Mr. President, instead of one 
powerful voice, as our Constitution promises, Montgomery 
County will be forced to speak with six voices, despite the fact 
that we are entitled to and deserve fair representation. 

I am here today, Mr. President, to say that the Republican 
gerrymandering that has had an exceptionally devastating impact 
on Montgomery County is unconstitutional and unfair, and that 
the county has become the unfortunate epitome of the Republi
cans' abusive power. The Republican plan has made Montgomery 
County voters no one's priority. Mr. President, who is going to 
represent us on the issues we have a stake in, like Social Security, 
retirement savings programs, health care? Who is going to stand 
up for Montgomery County when a Federal program or funding 
is at stake? The sad truth is that the needs of Montgomery 
County will be no one's priority because the voters will not be 
classified as the bread and butter of any one of the six districts 
that we have been forced into. This splintering has dramatically 
weakened the county's political position. Mr. President, it only 
makes sense that the neighbors in Montgomery County, who can 
talk across the street to each other, should be in the same con
gressional district, because they have the same concerns about 
the same issues. 

Mr. President, I urge the Republicans to work cooperatively 
with Democrats to fashion a new plan that is fair to all Pennsyl
vanians. 

I am also here today, Mr. President, to ask for your support in 
giving Montgomery County citizens back their districts and their 
unified strong voice. With all due respect to the Republicans, the 
646,371 people in Montgomery County, Republicans, Demo
crats, Independents, Libertarians, will find themselves all living 
in districts that they did not expect. I urge you all to vote "no" for 
this plan. 

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

Berks, Senator O'Pake. 
Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, we might all ask ourselves, 

why are we here? Why are we here at 8:30 p.m. debating a new 
redistricting plan? And as was said at one time at one of our State 
mental institutions when that question was asked, "we are here 
because we ain't all there." I would not want to go that far. How
ever, it seems to me that when we are trying to correct a mistake 
or a problem that a court has found has risen to the level of un
constitutionality, we ought to address the concerns raised by the 
court. My concern is, in light of the court's opinion, that this plan 
again runs the risk of being stricken by that same court, thereby 
inviting the very real possibility that the court would take unto 
itself the job of redistricting the State of Pennsylvania and its 
congressional districts. I do not think any of us want to see that 
happen, and therefore, I think we should put forth our best effort, 

good faith effort to try to respond to the court's problems with the 
prior plan. 

Let me very briefly point out some of the problems the court 
had with the prior plan. On page 4 of the court's opinion, the 
court points out that "Act 1," the present unconstitutional plan, 
"splits eighty-four local governments, including twenty-five 
counties, fifty-nine cities, boroughs or townships, as well as 
forty-one wards. It also splits six voting precincts." I understand, 
from Senator Brightbill's response, that there will be no voting 
precinct split under the proposal being advanced in this amend
ment. However, instead of reducing the number of counties that 
will be split from 25, we are told that the plan before us would 
actually increase to 29 the number of counties that are being 
split. Instead of addressing the court's concern and reducing the 
62 cities, boroughs, and townships that are split in the present 
unconstitutional plan, the Majority Leader tells us that now there 
will be 79 local governments, municipalities that are split under 
this plan, making the problem worse, in the court's opinion. Un
fortunately, he did not know how many wards will be split, and 
that is very unfortunate because there were 41 wards split, and I 
assume that there will be more than 41 wards split under this 
plan. 

So, using the criteria set forth by the court in its opinion on 
the bottom of page 7 and the top of page 8, "...the Court stated 
that 'making districts compact,'" and if you look at the proposed 
amendment, the same 100-mile snaky districts, salamanders, sea 
horses, as they have been called, are still there. This is not a plan 
that has compact districts, so it fails the first test. 

Second, the court says it has to respect "...municipal bound
aries...." Well, we know, under the gentleman's own admission, 
not only does this not respect initial boundaries, it is worse than 
the first plan which they found to be unconstitutional because it 
splits more counties, it splits many more municipalities, again, 
including the city of Reading, and it probably splits more wards. 

The third thing the court tells us to pay attention to is "...pre
serving the cores of prior districts...." The fourth, "...avoiding 
contests between incumbent Representatives...." This plan flunks 
on both those accounts because they continue to pit many Demo
cratic incumbents against one another. They do not respect the 
community of interest and the prior core of prior districts. 

So, I understand the difficulty, believe me, I do. I, however, 
have grave concerns as to whether or not the proposal now be
fore us meets the court's clearly enunciated standards. Wften you 
go past the deviation number, the court says you should still con
sider, under Supreme Court language, these four tests. In my 
humble opinion, it flunks on that score, and therefore, under the 
21-day deadline imposed on this body by the court, I am very 
concerned that the court may wind up redistricting the State, not 
the State legislature. 

On the question of moving the primary, and I will be very, 
very brief, it seems that the answer devised by our friends on the 
other side of the aisle is to have an election when people are on 
vacation. I humbly submit, the court may consider that also, be
cause time and again courts tell us on all kinds of election con
tests, you have to make it as easy as possible for people to vote 
and have their votes counted. I know we do not have the votes, 
but I caution the Senators on the other side of the aisle that what 
you do, you may win this battle, you may get a bill that is signed 
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into law, but you may lose the war if the court has to redistrict 
instead of this legislature. 

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

Lebanon, Senator Brightbill. 
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I, as a result of being 

in the position of leader in the Majority, have had the opportunity 
to sit on the commission that was given the task of reapportion
ing the House and the Senate of Pennsylvania. Senator Mellow 
and I sat on that, Senator O'Pake, who indicates that he under
stands how tough this job is, was present for many of the meet
ings. I am going to suggest a rule here that would not have 
dawned on me had I not participated in this reapportionment 
exercise. Now before I give that rule, I want remind the other 
side that in our plan that we have passed, which your leader 
voted for and I voted for and the House leaders voted for, for the 
Senate there is a deviation of 3.98. Now, that is not 3.98 people, 
folks, that is 3.98 percent, or 4 percent of 240,000, which is 
somewhere around 10,000 people. Now, that is the deviation in 
the Senate plan, and that is the deviation that Senator Mellow 
voted for and Senator O'Pake sat there while he voted for it, and 
they approved and they said it was okay for the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, a 10,000-person deviation, and of course, we 
are here because it is a 19, not 19 percent, a 19-person deviation. 

Now, the House, while we did not participate in formulating 
that plan, we nevertheless had to put up a vote to approve it, 
which we did, and that plan was 5.3 percent, 5.3 percent of a 
House district is roughly 2,500 out of 50,000, and their deviation 
was quite a bit higher. Now, the deviation in the congressional 
plan that we passed, 19, that deviation is 3 one-hundred thou
sandths of a percent. Now wait a minute, .00003 of a percent, and 
we got thrown out of court, we got declared unconstitutional, and 
now the other side is saying that we did something that is not a 
good thing when they voted for virtually a 4-percent deviation for 
the Senate. 

Now, let me tell you the rule I am going to give, which I have 
learned through this process. The larger the deviation, the fewer 
the splits. Now, the term "splits," we have heard about splitting 
counties, splitting municipalities, splitting precincts, splitting 
wards. The larger the deviation that we allow in doing a plan, the 
fewer splits we have to do. And that means to get it within 100 or 
200 or 300 or 400, it is much easier to find precincts, municipali
ties, so forth and so on, that we can match to draw a district that 
does not split wards and precincts as easily. And there is no ques
tion that that is the rule, and I know, as our representative, being 
the Senate Republican representative in this process before the 
State arbitrator or mediator, whatever you want to call him, the 
State member, Justice Montemuro, I remember early in the pro
cess essentially making that pitch, that in order to obtain certain 
goals of keeping people pretty much in the districts that they 
represent, we need a high deviation. And that is what the chair
man allowed us to do, and that is what the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court approved. 

So now we are here, and, oh, surprise, surprise, surprise. To 
go from a 19-person deviation to zero creates more splits. Yes, 
it does. And if we had gone to a 1- or 2-percent deviation, we 
would have a lot fewer splits than what we had. Nineteen is lower 
in deviation than the plan that was approved 10 years ago, writ

ten by the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, approved by the Federal 
court. And, Mr. President, what I find to be interesting about this 
is that the other side wants to attribute a lot of motives to us. 
Well, I have one motive here, and that motive is to get this plan 
so that it obeys the law, is constitutional, and the court finds it 
constitutional. On page 6 of the court's decision, the court says, 
"Thus, the nineteen person deviation in Act 1 was avoidable." In 
other words, they found as a fact that we could avoid the 
19-person deviation. And that is all they say, and then they say 
we have to come back and hit zero, or I guess as close to zero as 
they would accept. 

Now, we are here to do that, and of course I would believe 
that the court, on learning that we needed to move 73,000 people 
to obtain that 19-person or 18-person change in deviation, would 
be shocked. Well, once you understand the process, once you 
understand that to pick up six from one district to another, and do 
it by moving precincts, municipalities, and so forth and so on, 
becomes very, very difficult. You know, you have a municipality 
here of 2,500, and you cannot just swap it with a municipality 
that has 2,506 and, boom, do a nice little simple swap and hit 
your goal. You end up doing a series of swaps, so that what hap
pens is, for example, along a line, a county line, you might have 
what was a straight line at 19 deviation, you might have a zig-zag 
line going back and forth. It is very difficult. 

Now, then we get to this issue of, oh, you Republicans are 
being mean and nasty. Number one, I have yet to talk to a lawyer 
who was legally responsible for his or her opinion. I do not mean 
just some lawyer who can espouse any opinion, I mean a lawyer 
who was legally responsible for the opinion that they gave, who 
said. Chip, you know, you can go ahead and move 73,000 people 
around or 1,000 people around, and you do not have to worry 
about anybody filing or anybody being aggrieved, because I 
guarantee you, I absolutely guarantee you, that if we pass this 
bill, if we amended this and we did not change the election calen
dar to open up the process in a Democratic fashion, to permit 
people who felt aggrieved to run for a seat that they maybe chose 
not to run for, I absolutely guarantee you that we would be in 
court, and if not in Federal court, we would be in State court. 
And you know, I do not know if a Federal court judge has the 
power in their order, if they have the power to say, okay, you 
have zero deviation, and since you have zero deviation, you do 
not have to open up the process. Because what will happen is that 
all those people who feel aggrieved by that decision, and it may 
only be one, would go into State court and say just this simple 
argument: Judge, the Federal court ruled that I could not run in 
this new seat. But, Judge, I was not even a party to that action. It 
is common sense. You know, it is really common sense here. 
This is not the fact that when you change districts you have to 
open up the process so people can run again. This is not highly 
technical law. This is just common sense. 

Let me say this: since this last came down, I have gotten my 
name in the paper and people are reading about this 19-person 
deviation, and people come up and say, Chip, is this really a 
deviation of 19 people? And they kind of scratch their heads and 
they wonder, you know, this does not make a lot of sense to me 
in a district when you are talking about 640,000.1 mean, the day 
after the census was taken, the deviation in Pennsylvania was 
more than 19. And while the court has said that we do not accept 
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de minimis deviations, it is very clear that when you get down to 
19, 19 does not mean 19,19 means 10 in one direction and 9 in 
the other. So what does that mean? Well, that means, very sim
ply, that nobody, right now, according to the census, is more than 
10 people away from living in a perfectly-sized district. This case 
is not about gerrymandering. They threw the gerrymandering 
case out. This case is about deviation. And the interesting thing 
is, I think I read somewhere, that one of these plaintiffs, either 
Richard Vieth, Norma Jean Vieth, or Susan Furey, actually live 
in a district where the deviation is only 6, and the other defendant 
or defendants live where it is less than 10, and when it is less 
than 10 it actually means that their vote counts just a little bit 
more than somebody on the other side. I mean, we are not talking 
here about threatening the democracy, despite the fact that the 
other side wants to depict it in that way. 

Mr. President, we are going to move the process here. I do not 
know that this is going to be the final plan. But I do know, Mr. 
President, that it is important that in good faith we worked to 
comply with the direction and order of the court, and that is why 
we are here. We did not choose to delay any primary election, 
and the other side might throw out the notion of spending $15 
million or $20 million on an extra election, but we take that very 
seriously. To give everyone an idea of what $20 million means 
is that one of the complaints that we are getting from school dis
tricts is that we have not increased the school subsidy enough. 
We could increase the school subsidy 1 percent with $40 million. 
So we are talking about some real money here, some important 
dollars, and to hold it under these terms and conditions. 

Mr. President, I am not angry with the court. The court has a 
difficult job to balance the interests. I read the opinion. I read the 
dissenting opinion. It was 2 judges to 1. And we want to comply 
with the court's direction and order, but we have to understand in 
doing that that it is not simply a matter of sitting down for 5 min
utes at a computer. Remember, the larger the deviation, the fewer 
the splits. And if the court came to us and said, hey, you know, 
we will take a deviation of one-quarter of 1 percent, we could 
reduce, easily, the number of communities and municipalities, 
and so forth and so on, that are split. We would be thrilled to do 
that. We are not asking for permission to do that. 

Mr. President, there are few endeavors in life that do not re
quire us to cover a rough road. We did a very difficult and com
plex map on redistricting. It was very emotional, very difficult, 
with lots of balances in it. We got to a 19-person deviation, and 
I am proud of what we did. And I think what we are doing here 
tonight is the right thing for democracy, because we are respect
ing the court and we are promptly moving to close this out and 
get to zero deviation. 

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, just for the purpose of 

trying to set the record straight and for making a few observa
tions. The previous speaker, the Republican Leader of the Sen
ate, went to a great extent in trying to put a positive spin on the 
deviation with regard to the court ruling declaring the Republican 
plan for congressional reapportionment to be unconstitutional. 
Mr. President, furthermore, he compared what took place on the 
floor of this Senate and the House of Representatives with regard 

to congressional reapportionment and tried to compare that to the 
legislative reapportionment, in which a five-member panel de
cided for the Members of the General Assembly. Mr. President, 
it is grossly unfair and maybe intellectually dishonest to make a 
comparison that, quite honestly, does not exist. Mr. President, 
legislative reapportionment is done by a legislative commission 
established by the Pennsylvania Constitution. The Constitution 
makes it very clear that the reapportionment for the legislature 
shall be made up of a panel of five individuals, with the four 
respective leaders of the General Assembly having an appoint
ment, and if those four leaders cannot agree on who the fifth 
person shall be, then the Pennsylvania Supreme Court will give 
us who the fifth individual shall be. 

Mr. President, I participated in legislative reapportionment in 
1990 as a member of the panel serving as the Democratic Leader. 
I appointed myself as a member of the panel. Mr. President, in 
the year 2000, following the census, I participated as a member 
of the panel in doing the reapportionment in the year 2001. I 
appointed myself, Mr. President, as did the Republican Leader. 
He appointed himself to that panel. We were under the guidelines 
as established by precedent and by the fifth member of the panel, 
who in this particular case was given to us by the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court. 

Now, Mr. President, there is a major difference between devi
ation with regard to legislative reapportionment and deviation 
with regard to congressional reapportionment, because what the 
gentleman failed to tell you was that the United States Supreme 
Court has established what the difference will be with congres
sional reapportionment and the standard with congressional reap
portionment where there will be as close to a zero deviation as 
possible. And, Mr. President, in the legislative reapportionment, 
there was a tremendous amount of dialogue and discussion with 
the chairman of the Reapportionment Commission. We were 
each given the opportunity to present our plans to the gentleman. 
We had an opportunity to discuss them in an open forum and 
have public hearings. The difference between congressional reap
portionment and legislative reapportionment is that in the legisla
tive reapportionment we dealt with it in an upright, open manner. 
In congressional reapportionment, we have been completely shut 
out of the process. And even as we talk here this evening at 8:55 
p.m. on April 15 of 2002, we have yet to be asked by the Repub
lican Members of this Senate if there is some common ground 
that we can have in discussing what is in the best interests of the 
12.4 million people of Pennsylvania with regard to congressional 
reapportionment. And, Mr. President, if it were not for the greed 
of die Republican Party right here in Pennsylvania, we would not 
be talking about this issue here this evening. 

I think what is very interesting is the absolute silence of 2 
Members of this body, of the 50 Members of the Senate. The two 
Members who are running to become Members of the congres
sional delegation in Pennsylvania have been very quiet on the 
issue. We have talked over and over on the floor of this Senate 
that the Republican Party in Pennsylvania went out of its way to 
make accommodations for two Republican Members of the Sen
ate to guarantee that there would be seats in Congress for them 
to run for in Pennsylvania. In one particular district, Mr. Presi
dent, in the plan that was passed, there is no incumbent whatso
ever, even though we had to do away with two incumbent mem-
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bers of the congressional delegation. It was a special seat that 
was carved out in southeastern Pennsylvania just for that gentle
man alone. In western Pennsylvania, Mr. President, there was 
another seat carved out for another Member of the Senate from 
western Pennsylvania so that he could be very successful in a 
district that would trend toward the Republican Party. Neither 
one of these two gentlemen are on the floor of the Senate here 
this evening, at least I do not see them seated, neither one of 
these two gentlemen have participated in any of the discussion 
whatsoever with regard to congressional reapportionment. And 
I believe that we have the dubious distinction of being the only 
State in the United States where a Federal court has said that a 
congressional reapportionment plan is unconstitutional. 

Now, let us examine why it is unconstitutional, and let us for
get the Republican spin which says it is unconstitutional only 
because of 19 people in each one of the 19 districts in Pennsylva
nia, because nothing could be further from the truth. All three 
judges agreed that the population deviations in the Republican 
map must require some justification. Two of the three judges, 
Mr. President, were Republican appointees. Mr. President, the 
problem with the Republican map and the Republican plan that 
was declared unconstitutional is not its deviation. As the court 
said, the problem is the deviation is allowed if it helps keep dis
tricts compact, if it respects municipal boundaries, preserves the 
core of prior districts, and avoids contests between incumbents. 
The Republican map failed miserably and did the exact opposite, 
and that is why the Republican map was rejected by a Federal 
court on a bipartisan basis. 

Earlier, Mr. President, Senator Wagner asked a question 
through interrogation. He asked, can you tell us what the differ
ence is in county splits based on Act 1, which was declared un
constitutional, and the current amendment that is before us? And 
the answer was, there are 29 county splits in the plan that is be
fore us. In Act 1, Mr. President, there were 25 county splits, so 
therefore, we have increased the number of county splits from 25 
to 29, which out of the 67 counties in Pennsylvania, now 29 of 
them will have splits in this new amendment where only 25 had 
splits under Act 1. On municipal splits, the question was asked 
through interrogation, can you tell us how many municipal splits 
are in this plan? It was answered back that there are 79 municipal 
splits in this plan. In Act 1 there were 60 municipal splits, so 
therefore there are 19 more municipalities that are being split 
under the Republican plan this evening than there were under Act 
1, which is that much more egregious, I believe, to the Federal 
court. And then finally the question was asked, can you tell us 
how many ward splits there were? Well, I can tell you that in Act 
1 there were 41 ward splits. The answer was, we have not made 
that calculation, or something to that effect, which leads me to 
believe that there are not 41 ward splits as in Act 1, it is far 
greater than 41 ward splits, or the Republicans here in the Senate 
would have very conveniently and very quickly told us exactly 
how many ward splits have taken place in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, when you start to read the opinion and the 
opinion is not that lengthy, I believe it is just a little over 10 
pages, it is 11 pages in total, and it is not very difficult reading, 
they address the problem of the 19-person deviation, and they 
asked the question to the Republican individual who drew up the 
plan. And I will read it for you, Mr. President. I am going to read 

from page 6, the first full paragraph on page 6. It says, "Nor can 
the deviation contained in Act 1 be excused based upon the good 
faith of the Defendants." Well, Mr. President, the defendants are 
not the 21 Members on the Democratic side who voted against 
the plan. The defendants are the 29 Members here in the Senate 
who voted for the plan. They happen to all be Republicans. And 
the question is, "Indeed, we find that the testimony of defense 
witness Dr. John Memmi satisfies the Plaintiffs burden here." 
Dr. Memmi testified that he was in charge of drawing up the 
map that became Act 1. "He further stated that he drew the map 
under the direct supervision of the Republican leadership." I 
would love to ask the Republican leadership here in the Senate 
which one of them was responsible and which individual gave 
him the direct supervision of drawing the map under the Repub
lican leadership? "He began manipulating the map in order to get 
the deviations lower. However, once he reached the point of a 
nineteen-person deviation, he was told to stop manipulating the 
map." 

I think it is important if we are going to have a homogenizing 
effect here in the Senate this evening, if the Republicans are 
going to come clean and say this has nothing to do with the 19 
deviation, I think it is important that they tell us exactly what 
individual on that side of the aisle, what Member of leadership, 
or was it a staff individual, who told your person to stop drawing 
the map once they reached 19, to stop further manipulating the 
deviation? And I can only assume it was because the deviation 
accomplished exactly what they intended it to accomplish, to 
create two seats in Congress for two Members of this Senate 
who are Republicans who want to run for Congress. 

Mr. President, it further states, I believe on page 9, it further 
talks about the splits. Page 9, the last paragraph says, "Moreover, 
it is worth noting that of the maps presented at trial, Act 1 is that 
which least comports with the neutral legislative policies that the 
Karcher Court stated would justify a Congressional redistricting 
plan with some deviations. Act 1 is the plan which contains the 
least compact districts." Maybe that is the reason why it was 
declared to be unconstitutional. "Act 1 splits the most counties 
(twenty-five)...." Your plan today splits 29. You have increased 
it from 25 to 29, and municipalities of 60, you have increased 
that number of 60, in what you stated before in the discussion, 
to 79. And then it further talks about what is going to happen 
with ward splits, where it talks in here about 41 ward splits, Mr. 
President. In your plan you have told us you do not know how 
many wards that you have split. 

Mr. President, this is a political document passed by the Re
publican-controlled General Assembly, signed by the Republican 
Governor of Pennsylvania to do one thing: they entitled the plan 
14-5, which means if the plan goes through and the results of the 
elections are based on voting patterns, that there will be 14 mem
bers of Congress who will represent the Republican Party and 5 
members of Congress who will represent the Democratic Party, 
and they told southeastern Pennsylvania and the most Republi
can county in Pennsylvania, Montgomery County, you can go to 
you-know-where because we are going to divide your county and 
give you multiple members representing you in Congress. 

Mr. President, this plan that is before us does not represent 
the best interests of the people of Pennsylvania. It may represent 
the best interests of the Republican Party in Pennsylvania. It may 
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represent the best interests of two Members of this Senate who 
want to be members of the congressional delegation in Pennsyl
vania. It may represent the best interests of the Speaker of the 
House of the Congress of the United States because he wants to 
maintain control of that Congress and that House of Representa
tives to the Republican Party, but this does not represent the best 
interests of the people of Pennsylvania, keeping in mind there 
are 500,000 more individuals who are registered, if you will, in 
Pennsylvania who are Democrats over Republicans. This plan 
smacks right in the face of what you would think would be a 
plan of fairness and decency. The Federal judges recognized the 
callous partisan motives of the Republican plan, the plan creat
ing the districts pitting incumbent Democrats against incumbent 
Democrats. It created a district pitting an incumbent Democrat 
against an incumbent Republican with a tremendous advantage 
to the incumbent Republican. 

You got caught with your hand in the cookie jar. Now is the 
opportunity to come clean and say, we will work on a bipartisan 
basis for the best results of all the people of Pennsylvania. But 
for some reason as we talk here this evening, you still will not 
work on a bipartisan basis and reach across the aisle to say to 
Democrats, let us get this thing done in an appropriate fashion. 
It is the Republican greed that has us here this evening, it is the 
Republican greed that is going to try to move a primary election 
to July 16 when there is no reason to do it, and it is the Republi
can greed that eventually will bring about your demise. I ask for 
a negative vote, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Senator Wagner. 

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I rise to offer some final 
comments in regard to this plan, and, Mr. President, much has 
been said about splits and the number of people and the devia
tion, but in all sincerity, this is about people. This is about the 
quality of life in Pennsylvania, the quality of communities in 
Pennsylvania, and whether or not the people of Pennsylvania 
will have a better Pennsylvania under a new congressional plan 
versus the one that is in existence. And you know, Mr. President, 
the real litmus test is to go to Fayette County and ask a person 
who now represents them in Congress, or go to Washington 
County and ask them who represents them in Congress, or go to 
Montgomery County and ask them. Because in fact, Mr. Presi
dent, they do not know because of the way this plan has been 
drawn. It has been drawn such to make existing people in Con
gress run against each other to create new opportunities for peo
ple on the other side of the aisle. That is basically the plan. And 
in fact, Mr. President, when it relates to southwestern Pennsylva
nia, it is especially disturbing, maybe because I see it more 
clearly, but when we see the Congressperson with the most ten
ure out of all people in Pennsylvania, all seats in Pennsylvania, 
put up against another incumbent, Mr. President, we know who 
the loser is going to be. The loser is going to be, yes, Pennsylva
nia. 

And no one can say that this plan makes common sense, be
cause it does not, and everyone knows it, because it jeopardizes 
us losing military bases, transportation dollars, educational dol
lars, and every other flow of dollars and programs from the Fed
eral government. Every single one of them. As a matter of fact, 

Mr. President, in my senatorial district, there is an air base called 
the 911th Air Base that was on the BRACC Commission list 
several years ago, and it was because of two people who are now 
running against each other, Congressman Mascara and Con
gressman Murtha, that that base was not eliminated in Pennsyl
vania. And I can cite many other examples, Mr. President, espe
cially in the area of transportation. 

Has anyone on that side of the aisle asked Congressman 
Borski why he is not running? His answer is plain and simple: 
Being in Congress for 20 years, because his district has been 
drawn in such a way that he cannot win. Congressman Borski 
has 20 years on the Committee on Transportation, and if I am not 
mistaken, is second ranking on the Democratic side and brings 
a tremendous amount of dollars back to Pennsylvania. And this 
plan makes sense? This plan makes no common sense. It hurts 
Pennsylvania. And I said this before, Mr. President, I am going 
to say it again, because I am passionate about this, that this plan 
stinks, and anyone who looks at it knows it stinks, and it is not 
in the best interests of the people of Pennsylvania. It puts us at 
a distinct disadvantage to the other 49 States in this country in 
the Congress of the United States of America. That is where it 
creates a disadvantage to Pennsylvania, and everyone knows it, 
because it takes away our influence. Even though we are losing 
two seats, that is not enough due to population loss. We are now 
going to lose another three or four seats of people with tenure in 
Washington, and that just does not make sense. 

On top of that, Mr. President, on top of that, in this piece of 
legislation, it is worse than Senate Bill No. 1200. Senate Bill No. 
1234 moves the election to the middle of July, with no justifica
tion to do so. No justification. The court did not order it, but we 
are doing it here. We are changing the election procedure in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to again create an advantage to 
one party and a so-called disadvantage to the other party. Well, 
let me tell you, Mr. President, it is not going to work. It is not 
going to work, because that so-called advantage is not truly an 
advantage. And the reason why it is not going to be an advantage 
is the people of Pennsylvania are going to know it, based on our 
comments on this floor tonight and into the future. They are 
going to know it, and I am going to remind them of it, and I be
lieve everyone on this side of the aisle is going to remind them 
of it, because the people do not know who represents them. That 
is the litmus test of a good reapportionment plan: Who repre
sents my community? Who is my person in Congress? Well, the 
people do not know in Pennsylvania, and that is unfortunate, but 
that is not because of this side of the aisle. 

If this bill passes tonight, it is an absolute disgrace in terms of 
a piece of legislation passing in the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

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

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

YEA.29 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Brightbill 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Helfrick 

Murphy 
Orie 
Piccola 

Tomlinson 
Waugh 
Wenger 
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Conti 
Corman 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 

Bodack 
Boscola 
Costa 
Fumo 
Hughes 
Kasunic 

Holl 
Jubelirer 
Lemmond 
Madigan 
Mowery 

Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Logan 
Mellow 
Musto 

Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Thompson 

White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 

NAY-21 

O'Pake 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Wagner 

Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

A majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the question 
was determined in the aflBrmative. 

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

amended? 
Senator O'PAKE offered the following amendment No. 

A1585: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 1, by inserting after "Reenacting": and 
amending 

Amend Title, page 1, line 7, by removing the period after "census" 
and inserting:," further providing for Congressional districts. 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 16, by inserting after "reenacted": and 
amended 

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 10, by inserting a bracket before "(1)" 
Amend Sec. 1, page 18, line 26, by inserting a bracket after 

"County." and inserting immediately thereafter: 
(1) The First District is composed of part of Philadelphia 

County consisting of the City of Philadelphia Wards 1. 2. 5, 7, 10 
(Division \ 6 \ 11, 12.13. 14.16.17. 18,19. 20. 23. 26. 30. 31. 33, 
36. 37. 39, 40, 42,43. 47,48, 49. 51. 55 (Division 9). 59, 61 (Divi
sions 1, 2, 3. 6. 7 and 8) and 62. 

(2) The Second District is composed of part of Delaware 
County consisting of the Township of Darby and the Boroughs of 
Collingdale, Colwvn. Darby. Millboume, Sharon Hill and Yeadon: 
and part of Philadelphia County consisting of the City of Philadel
phia Wards 3. 4. 6. 8, 9, 10 (Divisions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. 6. 7. 8. 9, 10. 
11.12. 13.14.15,17.18.19,20. 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,27. 28 and 
29>, 15, 21,22,24, 27, 28. 29.32, 34, 35. 38. 41 (Division 11). 44, 
46. 50. 52. 53. 54, 55 (Divisions 1,2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8,10.11,12,13, 
14, 15, 16. 17. 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,27,28 and 29\ 57 
(Division 28). 60, 61 (Divisions 4, 5, 9, 10, 11. 12, 13, 14,15, 16, 
17, 18, 19, 20. 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28) and 64. 

(3) The Third District is composed of part of Butler County 
consisting of the Townships of Allegheny, Brady, Butler Districts 
4 and 6 (Division South). Center, Cherry, Clay, Concord. 
Connoquenessing, Franklin, Jackson, Lancaster. Marion, Mercer, 
Muddy Creek, Parker, Slippery Rock. Venango, Washington and 
Worth and the Boroughs of Bruin, Cherry Valley, Eau Claire, Ev
ans City. Harmony, Harrisville, Petrolia. Portersville, Prospect, 
Slippery Rock. West Liberty. West Sunbury and Zelienople: all of 
Crawford County: all of Erie County: all of Lawrence County: and 
all of Mercer County. 

(4) The Fourth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the City of Clairton and the Townships of 
Aleppo. Baldwin. Collier. Crescent. East Deer. Elizabeth. Fawn. 
Findlay. Forward, Frazer, Hampton, Harmar, Harrison, Indiana. 
Kennedy, Kilbuck, Leet, Marshall, McCandless, Moon, Mount 
Lebanon, Neville, North Fayette, O'Hara, Ohio, Pine, Reserve, 
Richland, Robinson, Ross, Scott, Shaler Wards 1 (Divisions 1, 3, 
4 and 5), 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7, South Fayette, South Park, Springdale, 
Stowe, Upper St. Clair and West Deer and the Boroughs of Avalon, 
Baldwin Districts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. 10. 11. 12.13. 14, 15.16.17 

and 18. Bell Acres, Bellevue. Ben Avon. Ben Avon Heights. Bethel 
Park. Blawnox. Brackenridge, Bradford Woods, Bridgeville, Car
negie. Castle Shannon. Cheswick. Coraopolis. Dormont, Edge-
worth, Elizabeth, Emsworth, Etna, Fox Chapel, Franklin Park, 
Glenfield. Havsville. Heidelberg, Jefferson Hills, Leetsdale, Lin
coln, McDonald (Allegheny County portion), McKees Rocks, 
Millvale, Oakdale, Oakmont Districts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Osborne. 
Pennsbury Village. Plum. Sewickley. Sewickley Heights. 
Sewickley Hills. Sharpsburg. Springdale. Tarentum. Verona Dis
trict 3. Versailles District 1. West Elizabeth. West View and White
hall: and part of Beaver County consisting of the Townships of 
Harmony District 3 and Hopewell District 6 and the Borough of 
Ambridge. 

(5) The Fifth District is composed of part of Armstrong 
County consisting of the Townships of Bradvs Bend. Cadogan. 
East Franklin, Hovey, Madison, Mahoning, North Buffalo, Perry, 
Raybum, South Buffalo, Sugarcreek, Washington and West Frank
lin and the Boroughs of Applewold, Ford City, Ford Cliff, 
Freeport, Kittanning, Parker City, South Bethlehem, West 
Kittanning and Worthington; part of Butler County consisting of 
the City of Butler and the Townships of Adams, Buffalo, Butler 
Districts 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6 (Division North), Clearfield, Clinton, 
Cranberry, Donegal, Fairview, Forward, Jefferson, Middlesex, 
Oakland. Penn, Summit and Winfield and the Boroughs of Callerv. 
Chicora, Connoquenessing, East Butler, Fairview, Kams City, 
Mars, Saxonburg, Seven Fields and Valencia: all of Cameron 
County: part of Centre County consisting of the Townships of 
Benner, Boggs, Bumside, College, Curtin District South, Ferguson. 
Gregg, Halfmoon, Harris, Howard, Huston, Liberty, Marion, Miles 
District West Patton, Penn, Potter. Rush, Snow Shoe. Spring. Tay
lor, Union. Walker and Worth and the Boroughs of Bellefonte. 
Centre Hall, Howard, Milesburg, Millheim, Philipsburg, Port 
Matilda, Snow Shoe, South Philipsburg, State College and 
Unionville: all of Clarion County: all of Clearfield County: part of 
Clinton County consisting of the Townships of Leidv and West 
Keating: all of Elk County: all of Forest County: all of Jefferson 
County: all of McKean County: part of Potter County consisting of 
the Townships of Stewardson, Summit Svlvania and Wharton: all 
of Venango County: and all of Warren County. 

(6) The Sixth District is composed of all of Berks County: part 
of Carbon County consisting of the Townships of Banks District 
Auden-Tresc, East Penn, Franklin Districts Franklin Ind. and 
Harritv, Lower Towamensing and Mahoning and the Boroughs of 
Bowmanstown, Jim Thorpe, Lansford Districts First and Middle, 
Lehighton, Palmerton, Parryville, Summit Hill Districts 2 and 3 
(Division 1) and Weissport: part of Lebanon County consisting of 
the City of Lebanon and the Townships of Annville, Bethel, Cold 
Spring, East Hanover, Heidelberg, Jackson, Millcreek, North 
Annville, North Lebanon, South Lebanon, Swatara. Union and 
West Lebanon and the Boroughs of Cleona. Jonestown, Myerstown 
and Richland: and all of Schuylkill County. 

(7) The Seventh District is composed of part of Chester 
County consisting of the City of Coatesville and the Townships of 
Birmingham, Cain, East Bradford, East Cain, East Goshen, East 
Whiteland Precinct 5, Pennsbury District North. Pocopson. 
Thombury, West Bradford, West Goshen, Westtown and 
Willistown and the Boroughs of Downingtown, Malvern and West 
Chester: and part of Delaware County consisting of the City of 
Chester and the Townships of Aston, Bethel, Chadds Ford, Chester, 
Concord, Edgmont, Haverford, Lower Chichester, Marple, 
Middletown, Nether Providence, Newtown, Radnor, Ridley, 
Springfield, Thombury, Tinicum, Upper Chichester, Upper Darby 
and Upper Providence and the Boroughs of Aldan, Brookhaven. 
Chester Heights, Clifton Heights, East Lansdowne, Eddystone. 
Folcroft, Glenolden, Lansdowne, Marcus Hook, Media, Morton, 
Norwood. Parkside. Prospect Park. Ridley Park. Rose Valley. 
Rutledge. Swarthmore, Trainer and Upland. 

(8) The Eighth District is composed of part of Bucks County 
consisting of the Townships of Bensalem Districts Lower East ( 
Divisions 1, 2 and 3), Lower Middle (Divisions 1,2 and 3), Lower 
West and Upper West Bristol. Buckingham Districts Lower. Mid
dle (Division 1) and Upper (Division 1), Doylestown, Falls. Lower 
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Makefield, Middletown. New Britain. Newtown. Northampton 
Districts 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 10. 11. 12. 13. 14. 15. 16 and 17. 
Soleburv Districts Lower and Middle. Upper Makefield. 
Warrington. Warwick and Wrightstown and the Boroughs of Bris
tol. Chalfont. Doylestown. Hulmeville. Langhome. Langhome 
Manor. Morrisville. New Britain. New Hope. Newtown. Penndel. 
Tullytown and Yardlev: and part of Philadelphia County consisting 
of the City of Philadelphia Wards 25. 41 (Divisions 1. 2. 3. 4. 5, 6, 
7. 8. 9.10. 12, 13.14.15.16.17.18.19.20. 21. 22.23. 24. 25 and 
26). 45. 56. 57 (Divisions 1.2. 3.4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.10.11.12.13.14. 
15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 20. 21. 22. 23. 24. 25. 26 and 27). 58. 63, 65 
and 66. 

(9) The Ninth District is composed of all of Bedford County: 
all of Blair County: part of Centre County consisting of the Town
ships of Haines and Miles District East: part of Clinton County 
consisting of the Townships of Crawford, Dunnstable, Gallagher, 
Greene, Lamar. Logan. Pine Creek. Porter and Wavne and the Bor
oughs of Avis and Loganton: part of Cumberland County consist
ing of the Townships of Hampden, Hopewell. Lower Frankford, 
Lower Mifflin. Middlesex. North Middleton. Shippensburg. Silver 
Spring, Southampton District Upper (Division 1), Upper Frankford, 
Upper Mifflin and West Pennsboro and the Boroughs of Carlisle, 
Mechanicsburg Wards 3 and 4, Newburg, Shippensburg (Cumber
land County portion) and Shiremanstown: all of Franklin County: 
all of Fulton County: all of Huntingdon County: all of Juniata 
County: part of Lycoming County consisting of the Townships of 
Brady, Clinton Precinct 1. Cummings, Limestone, McHenry, Por
ter, Washington and Watson and the Borough of Jersey Shore: all 
of Mifflin County: all of Snvder County: and all of Union County. 

(10) The Tenth District is composed of all of Bradford 
County: part of Centre County consisting of the Township of Cur
tin District North: part of Clinton County consisting of the City of 
Lock Haven and the Townships of Allison, Bald Eagle, Beech 
Creek, Castanea, Chapman, Colebrook, East Keating, Grugan, 
Noves and Woodward and the Boroughs of Beech Creek, Fleming-
ton, Mill Hall, Renovo and South Renovo: part of Columbia 
County consisting of the Townships of Benton, Fishing Creek, 
Franklin. Greenwood, Hemlock, Jackson, Madison, Montour, 
Mount Pleasant, North Centre, Orange. Pine. Scott District West 
and Sugarloaf and the Town of Bloomsburg and the Boroughs of 
Benton, Millville, Orangeville and Stillwater: part of Lycoming 
County consisting of the City of Williamsport and the Townships 
of Anthony, Armstrong, Bastress, Brown, Cascade, Clinton Pre
cinct 2, Cogan House, Eldred, Fairfield, Franklin, Gamble, Hep-
bum. Jackson. Jordan. Lewis. Loyalsock. Lycoming. Mclntyre. 
McNett Mifflin, Mill Creek, Moreland, Muncy, Muncy Creek, 
Nippenose, Old Lycoming, Penn, Piatt Pine, Plunketts Creek, 
Shrewsbury, Susquehanna, Upper Fairfield, Wolf and Woodward 
and the Boroughs of Duboistown. Hughesville. Montgomery, 
Montoursville, Muncy, Picture Rocks, Salladasburg and South 
Williamsport: all of Monroe County: all of Montour County: part 
of Northumberland County consisting of the Townships of Dela
ware, East Chillisquaque, Lewis, Point, Rush, Turbot Upper 
Augusta District Northwest and West Chillisquaque and the Bor
oughs of McEwensville, Milton, Northumberland, Riverside, 
Turbotville and Watsontown: all of Pike County: part of Potter 
County consisting of the Townships of Abbott, Allegany, Bingftam, 
Clara, East Fork District Eulalia. Genesee, Harrison, Hebron, Hec
tor, Homer, Keating, Oswavo, Pike, Pleasant Valley, Portage, Rou
lette, Sharon, Sweden, Ulysses and West Branch and the Boroughs 
of Austin, Coudersport Galeton, Oswayo, Shinglehouse and Ulys
ses: all of Sullivan County: all of Susquehanna County: all of Tioga 
County: all of Wavne County: and all of Wyoming County. 

(11) The Eleventh District is composed of part of Carbon 
County consisting of the Townships of Banks Districts Coxeville 
and Leviston, Franklin District Long Run, Kidder, Lausanne, 
Lehigh, Packer, Penn Forest and Towamensing and the Boroughs 
of Beaver Meadows, East Side, Lansford District West, 
Nesquehoning, Summit Hill Districts 1 and 3 (Division 2) and 
Weatherlv: part of Columbia County consisting of the Townships 
of Beaver, Briar Creek, Catawissa. Cleveland, Conyngham, Locust, 
Main, Mifflin, Roaring Creek, Scott District East and South Centre 

and the Boroughs of Berwick, Briar Creek, Catawissa and Central-
ia: all of Lackawanna County: all of Luzerne County: and part of 
Northumberland County consisting of the Cities of Shamokin and 
Sunbury and the Townships of Coal, East Cameron, Jackson, Jor
dan, Little Mahanoy, Lower Augusta, Lower Mahanov, Mount 
Carmel, Ralpho, Rockefeller, Shamokin, Upper Augusta District 
Northeast Upper Mahanov. Washington, West Cameron and Zerbe 
and the Boroughs of Hemdon, Kulpmont Marion Heights, Mount 
Carmel and Snvdertown. 

(12) The Twelfth District is composed of part of Armstrong 
County consisting of the Townships of Bethel, Boggs, Burrell, 
Cowanshannock, Gilpin, Kiskiminetas, Kittanning, Manor, Parks, 
Pine, Plumcreek, Redbank, South Bend, Valley and Wavne and the 
Boroughs of Apollo, Atwood, Dayton, Elderton, Leechburg, 
Manorville, North Apollo and Rural Valley: all of Cambria County: 
part of Fayette County consisting of the Townships of Bullskin, 
Connellsville, Henry Clay, North Union District 3, Saltlick, Spring
field, Stewart and Wharton District 1 and the Boroughs of 
Markleysburg and Ohiopyle: all of Indiana County: all of Somerset 
County: and part of Westmoreland County consisting of the Cities 
of Arnold, Greensburg, Jeannette, Latrobe, Lower Burrell and New 
Kensington and the Townships of Allegheny, Bell, Cook, Perry, 
Donegal, Fairfield, Hempfield, Ligonier, Loyalhanna, Mount Pleas
ant Penn Wards 1 (Division 2) and 5 (Division 1), Salem, 
Sewickley District East Herminie, St. Clair, Unity, Upper Burrell 
and Washington and the Boroughs of Adamsburg, Arona, 
Avonmore, Bolivar, Delmont, Perry, Donegal, East Vandergrift, 
Export, Hunker, Hyde Park, Laurel Mountain, Ligonier, Mount 
Pleasant, Murrysville, New Alexandria, New Florence, New 
Stanton, Oklahoma, Seward, South Greensburg, Southwest 
Greensburg, Vandergrift, West Leechburg, Youngstown and 
Youngwood. 

(13) The Thirteenth District is composed of part of Bucks 
County consisting of the Townships of Bensalem Districts Lower 
East (Divisions 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8), Lower Middle (Divisions 4 and 
5) and Upper, Lower Southampton, Northampton District 9, Upper 
Southampton and Warminster and the Borough of Iwland: and part 
of Montgomery County consisting of the Townships of Abington, 
Cheltenham, East Norriton, Hatfield, Horsham, Lower Gwynedd, 
Lower Merion, Lower Moreland, Lower Providence Districts 2 and 
3 (Divisions 1 and 2), Montgomery, Plymouth, Springfield, Upper 
Dublin, Upper Gwynedd, Upper Merion, Upper Moreland. West 
Norriton, Whitemarsh and Whitpain and the Boroughs of Ambler. 
Bridgeport, Bryn Athyn. Conshohocken. Hatboro. Hatfield. 
Jenkintown. Lansdale, Narberth. Norristown, North Wales. 
Rockledge and West Conshohocken. 

(14) The Fourteenth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Cities of Duquesne, McKeesport and 
Pittsburgh and the Townships of North Versailles. Penn Hills. 
Shaler Ward 1 (Division 2). South Versailles and Wilkins and the 
Boroughs of Aspinwall, Baldwin District 1, Braddock, Braddock 
Hills, Brentwood, Chalfant Churchill, Crafton. Dravosburg, East 
McKeesport. East Pittsburgh. Edgewood. Forest Hills. Glassport. 
Green Tree, Homestead, Ingram, Liberty. Monroeville. Mount 
Oliver, Munhall, North Braddock, Oakmont District 6, Pitcaim. 
Pleasant Hills. Port Vue. Rankin. Rosslvn Farms. Swissvale. 
Thomburg. Trafford (Allegheny County portion). Turtle Creek. 
Verona Districts 1 and 2, Versailles District 2, Wall. West Home
stead. West Mifflin. Whitaker. White Oak, Wilkinsburg and 
Wilmerding. 

(15) The Fifteenth District is composed of part of Bucks 
County consisting of the Townships of Bedminster District East. 
Bridgeton, Buckingham Districts Middle (Division 2) and Upper 
(Divisions 2 and 3). Durham. Haycock. Milford. Nockamixon. 
Plumstead. Richland District Upper. Soleburv District Upper. 
Springfield and Tinicum and the Boroughs of Richlandtown. 
Riegelsville and Trumbauersville: all of Lehigh County: part of 
Montgomery County consisting of the Township of Upper Hanover 
Districts 2 and 3 and the Boroughs of East Greenville and 
Pennsburg: and all of Northampton County. 

(16) The Sixteenth District is composed of part of Bucks 
County consisting of the Townships of Bedminster District West 
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East Rockhill. Hilltown. Richland District Lower and West 
Rockhill and the Boroughs of Dublin. Perkasie. Quakertown, 
Sellersville. Silverdale and Telford (Bucks County portion): part of 
Chester County consisting of the Townships of Charlestown, East 
Brandywine, East Coventry, East Fallowfield. East Marlborough. 
East Nantmeal, East Nottingham, East Pikeland, East Vincent East 
Whiteland Precincts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6. Easttown, Elk, Franklin, 
Highland, Honey Brook, Kennett London Britain, London Grove, 
Londonderry, Lower Oxford, New Garden, New London, Newlin, 
North Coventry, Penn, Pennsbury District South, Sadsbury, 
Schuylkill, South Coventry. Tredyffrin, Upper Oxford, Upper 
Uwchlan, Uwchlan, Valley, Wallace, Warwick, West Brandywine, 
West Cain, West Fallowfield, West Marlborough, West Nantmeal, 
West Nottingham, West Pikeland, West Sadsbury, West Vincent 
and West Whiteland and the Boroughs of Atglen, Avondale, 
Elverson, Honey Brook, Kennett Square, Modena, Oxford, 
Parkesburg, Phoenixville, South Coatesville, Spring City and West 
Grove: part of Lancaster County consisting of the Townships of 
Brecknock, Caernarvon. Clay, Earl, East Cocalico, East Earl, 
Ephrata, Salisbury, Upper Leacock District Bareville and West 
Cocalico and the Boroughs of Adamstown (Lancaster County ̂por
tion), Akron, Christiana, Denver, Ephrata, New Holland and Terre 
Hill: and part of Montgomery County consisting of the Townships 
of Douglass, Franconia. Limerick, Lower Frederick, Lower 
Pottsgrove, Lower Providence Districts 1 and 3 (Division 3), 
Lower Salford, Marlborough, New Hanover, Perkiomen, Salford, 
Skippack, Towamencin, Upper Frederick, Upper Hanover District 
1, Upper Pottsgrove, Upper Providence, Upper Salford, West 
Pottsgrove and Worcester and the Boroughs of Collegeville, Green 
Lane. Pottstown, Red Hill, Royersford. Schwenksville. Souderton. 
Telford (Montgomery County portion) and Trappe. 

(17) The Seventeenth District is composed of part of Cumber
land County consisting of the Township of Lower Allen Precinct 
4 and the Boroughs of New Cumberland-and Wormleysburg: all of 
Dauphin County: part of Lancaster County consisting of the City 
of Lancaster and the Townships of Conov, East Donegal, East 
Hempfield, East Lampeter, Elizabeth, Lancaster, Leacock, 
Manheim, Manor, Mount Joy, Penn, Rapho, Upper Leacock Dis
tricts Leacock and Leola, Warwick. West Donegal. West Earl and 
West Hempfield and the Boroughs of Columbia, East Petersburg, 
Elizabethtown, Lititz, Manheim, Marietta, Millersville, Mount Joy 
and Mountville: part of Lebanon County consisting of the Town
ships of North Cornwall, North Londonderry, South Annville, 
South Londonderry and West Cornwall and the Boroughs of 
Cornwall, Mount Gretna and Palmyra: and all of Perry County. 

(18) The Eighteenth District is composed of part of Beaver 
County consisting of the Cities of Aliquippa and Beaver Falls and 
the Townships of Brighton, Center, Chippewa, Darlington, 
Daugherty, Franklin, Greene, Hanover, Harmony Districts 1 and 2, 
Hopewell Districts 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 7, 8 and 9, Independence, Marion, 
New Sewickley, North Sewickley, Patterson, Potter, Pulaski, Rac
coon, Rochester, South Beaver, Vanport and White and the Bor
oughs of Baden, Beaver, Big Beaver, Bridgewater, Conway, Dar-
lington. East Rochester, Eastvale, Economy, Fallston, Frankfort 
Springs, Freedom, Georgetown, Glasgow, Homewood, Hookstown, 
Industry, Koppel, Midland, Monaca, New Brighton, New Galilee, 
Ohioville, Patterson Heights, Rochester, Shippingport, South 
Heights and West Mayfield: part of Fayette County consisting of 
the Cities of Connellsville and Uniontown and the Townships of 
Brownsville, Dunbar, Franklin, Georges, German, Jefferson, Lower 
Tyrone, Luzerne, Menallen, Nicholson, North Union Districts 1, 2, 
4 and 5, Perry, Redstone, South Union, Springhill Upper Tyrone, 
Washington and Wharton District 2 and the Boroughs of Belle 
Vernon, Brownsville, Dawson, Dunbar, Everson, Fairchance, 
Fayette City, Masontown, Newell, Perryopolis, Point Marion, 
Smithfield, South Connellsville and Vanderbilt: all of Greene 
County: all of Washington County: and part of Westmoreland 
County consisting of the City of Monessen and the Townships of 
East Huntingdon, North Huntingdon, Penn Wards 1 (Division 1), 
2, 3, 4 and 5 (Division 2), Rostraver, Sewickley Districts Lowber, 
Rillton, Sewickley, West Herminie and Whyel and South 
Huntingdon and the Boroughs of Irwin, Madison, Manor, North 

Belle Vernon. North Irwin, Penn, Scottdale, Smithton, Sutersville, 
Trafford (Westmoreland County portion) and West Newton. 

(19) The Nineteenth District is composed of all of Adams 
County: part of Cumberland County consisting of the Townships 
of Cooke, Dickinson, East Pennsboro, Lower Allen Precincts 1, 2, 
3, 5 and 6, Monroe, North Newton, Penn, South Middleton, South 
Newton, Southampton Precincts Lower and Upper (Division 2) and 
Upper Allen and the Boroughs of Camp Hill, Lemovne. 
Mechanicsburg Wards 1, 2 and 5, Mount Holly Springs and 
Newville: part of Lancaster County consisting of the Townships of 
Bart Colerain, Conestoga, Drumore, East Drumore, Eden, Fulton. 
Little Britain. Martic. Paradise, Pequea, Providence, Sadsbury. 
Strasburg and West Lampeter and the Boroughs of Ouarrwille and 
Strasburg: and all of York County. 

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

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Senator O'Pake. 

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I will be brief. I realize the 
hour is late. Mr. President, and my colleagues, if you liked the 
Republican amendment that was just adopted, you will love this 
Democratic amendment. Mr. President, this plan is exactly the 
same in deviation as the Republican amendment, in that there are 
14 congressional districts with 0 deviation, and 5 congressional 
districts with a deviation of 1. So on that we are identical. How
ever, in the critical four areas that the court discusses in its opin
ion, this plan is far superior, and I will explain each of the four. 

The court says pay attention to compactness of districts. Now, 
I know you cannot see this, but this is a beautiful map of compact 
and contiguous districts. There are no salamanders or gerryman
ders, there are no, as was described, sea horses as in the Republi
can amendment. So on the question of compactness, this is 
clearly far superior. 

On the second criteria set forth by the court, respecting munic
ipal boundaries, as we already pointed out, the court found fault 
with a plan that split counties, 25 counties. The Republican plan 
that was just approved splits 28 or 29 counties. This plan splits 
only 21 counties, so it is superior. 

The third, and as a matter of fact, municipal boundaries. The 
Republican plan that was just approved splits 82 municipalities. 
The court found fault with a plan that splits 60 municipalities. 
Our plan splits only 36 municipalities and is definitely better for 
the city of Reading, my district, which is preserved intact. The 
Republican plan splits Reading in half. 

With regard to preserving the core of prior districts, the third 
criteria set forth by the court in its opinion, here again, vast supe
riority in this plan. For example, Berks' identity is kept intact as 
a whole, as it has been for the last 40 years. The Republican plan 
split it in three. The Republican plan split Montgomery County 
into six congressional districts. This plan, essentially two, with 
a little piece of it attached to the Lehigh Valley seat. This plan 
preserves intact the Lehigh Valley, which many advocates in 
Lehigh and Northampton Counties have been advocating. So in 
preserving the core of prior districts, this is vastly superior. 

And finally, and perhaps maybe the most critical in the opin
ion of the court, because it spends a lot of time on that in its opin
ion, this avoids contests between incumbent Congressmen. Now 
obviously, as has been pointed out, there is a great deal to be said 
about preserving incumbents who have vast seniority, because 
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that brings home the bacon to the district and the people they 
represent. Our plan pits two Republicans in one district, it pits 
two Democrats in one district, so therefore, we lose two seats, 
one would be a Democrat, one would be a Republican. Very fair, 
very reasonable, and we submit constitutional. The Republican 
plan still has the burden of, as the court says, pitting six incum
bents against each other - two pairs of Democrats, and one Re
publican against one Democrat in a district that the court says 
heavily favors the Republican candidate 

Mr. President, we can count. However, I think the court 
should note, and anyone out there who is interested should com
pare our plan with the Republican plan. Clearly, this plan more 
closely meets the objections that were raised by the court, and 
what we are trying to do in a bipartisan fashion is write a plan 
that can pass constitutional muster and not have it dumped back 
on us again by this three-judge Federal panel or invite the possi
bility of the Federal court redistricting itself and us not having a 
say. 

Mr. President, I offer and ask unanimous support for the Dem
ocratic plan, a fairer, more reasonable, and clearly more constitu
tional plan. 

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

Lebanon, Senator Brightbill. 
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, since the other side 

likes to complain that they have not seen something in advance, 
I will make that same complaint, but that is not the real reason I 
am asking for a "no" vote. 

One of the things the courts have clearly said is that we are 
allowed to use political considerations in drawing a map, and as 
the gentlemen and gentlewomen on the other side know, that in 
doing the House map, the Senate map, and the congressional 
map, there were many, many hours of political consideration, 
there was a lot of give and take in terms of the politics. What 
happens is that over a period of time, and it really does take a lot 
of time to develop any kind of a redistricting map, various kinds 
of political considerations come into play. Once those political 
considerations are accepted, then when you get to drawing a final 
map, the smaller the deviation, the greater the number of munici
palities that are going to get split. What they have done here, 
simply, is to draw a map that now hits the various targets that 
they have set, but does not take into consideration the kinds of 
political considerations that are conceded by the courts and held 
to be very important. In other words, this is an arbitrarily drawn 
map. I do not see any salamanders, but I do see a wrench that 
squarely has Luzerne and Lackawanna Counties in its jaws. But 
be that as it may, this is not a map that is a serious map with po
litical considerations, and I ask for a negative vote. 

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I cannot allow that last 
statement to go uncontested. This is a very, very serious map that 
has handled and has addressed every issue that has been pre
sented by the Federal court determining your proposal to be un
constitutional. This addresses the issue of county splits, of mu
nicipal splits, of ward splits, of which you would not even tell us 
what is in your plan. It does not split any voting district. So, Mr. 
President, this is a very serious plan. We are extremely serious 

about how this plan has been developed and what it represents. 
And furthermore, Mr. President, it would be our hope that some
where down the line that one of the plaintiffs might find this map 
to be very, very interesting, and when eventually the Federal 
court deals with the map that you are going to present in final 
passage and ultimately signed by the Governor, that there may be 
another point of view that the Federal court can look at. 

Mr. President, just so we have the record straight, we never 
received a map from the Republican Caucus here in the Senate 
telling us exactly what their amendment was all about. We were 
asked earlier today to exchange maps. We never got a copy of 
the map, so we never did give you a copy of the map we have. 
However, we have shared with you what the amendment is in 
written form. So, just so the record is clear, we did not give you 
the map because you did not give us your map. However, we are 
very serious about this map. It is something that we believe meets 
the test of what was stated in the Federal court ruling declaring 
your plan to be unconstitutional, and we would be only too happy 
to let the Federal panel take a look at the map as we have pre
sented with regard to splits and deviations and compare that to 
the map that we have just passed with regard to splits and devia
tion. 

Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative vote on this map. And 
furthermore, Mr. President, perhaps there are some Members-

Mr. President, could we have some order in this Chamber? 
The PRESIDENT. I am trying. 
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I realize that maybe some 

people have no interest in this particular map. We think it is ex
tremely important. It is going to have a direct impact, inciden
tally, on at least three Members of your Caucus, two running for 
Congress, one running for Lieutenant Governor, who tonight are 
going to vote on a map who earlier voted to change the primary 
to July 16, so this is very important business, Mr. President, and 
something we should all be paying attention to. 

Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lebanon, Senator Brightbill. 
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, just one comment. The 

amendment that we have offered tonight has been posted on the 
Internet since Thursday and has been available for people to see. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair notes the presence on the floor 
of Senator Conti. His temporary Capitol leave is cancelled. 

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

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

YEA-21 

Bodack 
Boscola 
Costa 
Fumo 
Hughes 
Kasunic 

Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Logan 
Mellow 
Musto 

O'Pake 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Wagner 

Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 
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NAY-29 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Jubelirer 
Lemmond 
Madigan 
Mowery 

Murphy 
Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Thompson 

Tomlinson 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No. 3 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

SB 1234 (Pr. No. 1901) 
ation of the bill, entitled: 

• The Senate proceeded to consider-

An Act apportioning this Commonwealth into congressional dis
tricts in conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for the 
nomination and election of Congressmen; requiring publication of no
tice of the establishment of congressional districts following the Federal 
decennial census; providing for the primary election of 2002; imposing 
duties on the Secretaiy of the Commonwealth and the Legislative Refer
ence Bureau; 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: 

YEA-29 

Armstrong 
Bell 
Brightbill 
Conti 
Corman 
Dent 
Earll 
Erickson 

Bodack 
Boscola 
Costa 
Fumo 
Hughes 
Kasunic 

Gerlach 
Greenleaf 
Helfrick 
Holl 
Jubelirer 
Lemmond 
Madigan 
Mowery 

Kitchen 
Kukovich 
LaValle 
Logan 
Mellow 
Musto 

Murphy 
Orie 
Piccola 
Punt 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Thompson 

NAY-21 

OTake 
Schwartz 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Wagner 

Tomlinson 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 

Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wozniak 

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. 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives presented to the 
Senate the following bill for concurrence, which was referred to 
the committee indicated: 

April 15. 2002 

HB 2545 - Committee on State Government. 

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the Commit
tee on State Government to meet in the Rules room imminently 
to consider House Bill No. 2545. 

RECESS 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request a brief recess 
of the Senate for the purpose of a meeting of the Committee on 
State Government. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests a brief recess 
of the Senate for the purpose of a meeting of the Committee on 
State Government to begin immediately in the Rules room at the 
rear of the Senate Chamber. Would all Members of the Commit
tee on State Government please report to the Rules room to the 
rear of the Senate Chamber. Without objection, the Senate will 
stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
REPORT F R O M COMMITTEE 

Senator LEMMOND, from the Committee on State Govern
ment, reported the following bill: 

HB 2545 (Pr. No. 3683) 

An Act apportioning this Commonwealth into congressional dis
tricts in conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for the 
nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring publication of 
notice of the establishment of congressional districts following the Fed
eral decennial census; imposing duties on the Secretary of the Common
wealth and the Legislative Reference Bureau; and making a repeal. 

SENATE RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

Senators MJ. WHITE, KUKOVICH, MADIGAN, 
CORMAN, WENGER, OTAKE, WAGNER, THOMPSON, 
HELFRICK, LOGAN, TARTAGLIONE, ROBBINS, 
BRIGHTBILL, DENT, MURPHY, TOMLINSON, WAUGH, 
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LEMMOND, WOZNIAK, SCHWARTZ, COSTA, EARLL, 
KITCHEN, BELL, MOWERY, STOUT, SCARNATI, 
BOSCOLA, MUSTO and RHOADES, by unanimous consent, 
offered Senate Resolution No. 212, entitled: 

A Resolution designating May 7, 2002, as "Stand Up for Rural 
Pennsylvania Day." 

Which was read, considered, and adopted by voice vote. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following resolu
tions, which were read, considered, and adopted by voice vote: 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs. 
Bard Eichelberger, Mr. and Mrs. Harry Ross and to Mr. and Mrs. 
Kenneth Lefever by Senator Armstrong. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dennis L. 
Fehnel, Jack Summerlin, American Heart Association of the 
Lehigh Valley and to KidsPeace Foster Care and Family Services 
of Bethlehem by Senator Boscola. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jonathan 
Oplinger, Robert Zuber, Jeffrey Ecklof and to Joshua Haines by 
Senators Boscola and Dent. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Shawn McLin, 
Tommy Gilbert, Wilson High School Boys' 200-Yard Medley 
Relay Team, Wilson High School Boys' 200-Yard Freestyle Re
lay Team and to Wilson High School Boys' Swimming and Div
ing Team of West Lawn by Senator Brightbill. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Pennsylva
nia State University Fencing Team by Senator Corman. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Brendan C. 
Stewart, Ian Vance McAnlis, Eric Matthew Venturini, Elliot 
Reuben Calloway, Jonathan J. McLaughlin and to Robert A. 
Fritsch by Senator Erickson. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Honorable 
Edwin G. Holl by Senators Greenleaf and Gerlach. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mike Yeager 
by Senator Helfrick. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Indian 
Valley Country Club of Telford by Senator Holl. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Sarah Smith, 
Shirley A. Pechter, Carol B. Logan, Marlene Liszka, Dr. Janette 
D. Kelly, Sister Paula DelGrosso and to Meghan L. Bradley by 
Senator Jubelirer. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the 
Stoneycreek-Conemaugh River Improvement Project by Senator 
Kasunic. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Celeste 
Behrend by Senator Kukovich. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Councils 
of Governments of Beaver and Butler Counties by Senator 
LaValle and others. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Mount 
Pocono Municipal Authority by Senator Mellow. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to John Smith 
Ward by Senator Mowery. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Kahilia Carter 
by Senator Musto. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Joan G. Fried
man by Senator O'Pake. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Ryan W. Kirk 
and to Castcon-Stone, Inc., of Saxonburg by Senator Orie. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Temple Ohev 
Sholom of Harrisburg and to Paxtang Fire Company No. 1 by 
Senator Piccola. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Reverend 
George and Mrs. Virginia Cook, Matthew Russell, PA Clean 
Ways, McKean County Chapter, of Smethport and to Oil City by 
Senator Scamati. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Benjamin 
Herald and to the Hanover Exchange Club by Senator Waugh. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dwight 
Boddorf, Megan Chapman, Kara Brinks and to Casey Wagner by 
Senator M.J. White. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Tuna Val
ley Council of Governments of Smethport by Senators M.J. 
White and Scamati. 

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION AND 
REREFERRED 

Senator WOZNIAK. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now proceed to consideration of all bills reported from commit
tees for the first time at today's Session. 

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

HB 1935 and HB 2545. 

And said bills having been considered for the first time. 
Upon motion of Senator BRIGHTBILL, and agreed to by 

voice vote, the bills just considered were rereferred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

COMMUNICATIONS F R O M THE GOVERNOR 

NOMINATIONS 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 REGISTRATION 
BOARD FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS, 

LAND SURVEYORS AND GEOLOGISTS 

April 15,2002 

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, Norah Griffiths, 2304 Edgewood, 
Harrisburg 17104, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the State Registration Board for Profes
sional Engineers, Land Surveyors and Geologists, to serve until October 
4, 2006, but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice Frank 
W. Fletcher, P.G., Selinsgrove, resigned. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 
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MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD 
OF PHYSICAL THERAPY 

April 15, 2002 

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 L. Clahane, 1830 Willow Road, 
Camp Hill 17011, Cumberland County, Thirty-first Senatorial District, 
for appointment as a member of the State Board of Physical Therapy, 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 Chris
tine L. Giesecke, Downingtown, deceased. 

Mark S. Schweiker 
Governor 

HOUSE MESSAGE 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
BY AMENDING SAID AMENDMENTS 

TO HOUSE BILL 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the Sen
ate that the House has concurred in amendments made by the 
Senate by amending said amendments to HB 1289, in which 
concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule XIV, section 5, 
this bill will be referred to the Committee on Rules and Execu
tive Nominations. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

April 15.2002 

Senators BOSCOLA, BELL, LOGAN, COSTA, WAGNER, 
EARLL, OTAKE, TARTAGLIONE, KITCHEN, MUSTO, 
MELLOW and HUGHES presented to the Chair SB 1389, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
kindergartens, for age limits, temporary residence, for admission of 
beginners, for compulsory school age and for dates and times of school 
terms and sessions. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
April 15, 2002. 

Senators BOSCOLA, O'PAKE, LOGAN, SCHWARTZ, 
KUKOVICH and STOUT presented to the Chair SB 1390, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, setting forth a concise 
statement of voter's rights; requiring that the statement of voter's rights 
be visible in voter registration offices and polling places; and providing 
for polling place accessibility. 

Which was committed to the Committee on STATE 
GOVERNMENT, April 15, 2002. 

Senators BOSCOLA, BELL, KUKOVICH, LOGAN, 
GREENLEAF, TOMLINSON, COSTA, TARTAGLIONE, 
EARLL, O'PAKE, KITCHEN, STOUT, LAVALLE, MELLOW, 
THOMPSON, WAUGH, STACK and KASUNIC presented to 
the Chair SB 1391, entitled: 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known as 
the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for academic 
degrees. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
April 15, 2002. 

Senators BOSCOLA, MUSTO, O'PAKE, LAVALLE, 
COSTA, KITCHEN and MELLOW presented to the Chan-
SB 1392, entitled: 

An Act prohibiting school districts from levying or collecting real 
property taxes after December 31, 2002. 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCATION, 
April 15,2002. 

Senators MURPHY, TOMLINSON, MOWERY, 
ERICKSON, BELL, ROBBINS, HOLL, HELFRICK, 
GERLACH, EARLL, DENT, C. WILLIAMS, ORIE, PICCOLA, 
PUNT, RHOADES, M. WHITE, MADIGAN, BOSCOLA, 
LEMMOND, WAUGH and GREENLEAF presented to the 
Chair SB 1400, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, No.91), 
known as the State Lottery Law, further providing for definitions, for 
drug utilization review system, for program generally and for supply; 
providing for a mail order program for maintenance drugs; further 
providing for reimbursement and for Pharmaceutical Assistance 
Contract for the Elderly Needs Enhancement Tier; providing for 
Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly Needs Enhancement 
Tier Plus, for senior wellness program, for prescription drug 
clearinghouse, for provider assistance, for priority of prescription drug 
assistance; defining "best price," "average wholesale cost" and "average 
wholesale price"; further providing for terms of rebate agreement, for 
amount of rebate, for excessive pharmaceutical price inflation discount 
and for disposition of funds; and providing for interstate bulk 
purchasing program. 

Which was committed to the Committee on AGING AND 
YOUTH, April 15,2002. 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following Senate 
Resolution numbered, entitled, and referred as follows, which 
was read by the Clerk: 

April 15, 2002 

Senator BOSCOLA presented to the Chair SR 205, entitled: 
A Concurrent Resolution urging New Jersey Governor James 

McGreevey to reverse his current proposal to tax individuals who live 
in Pennsylvania, but work in New Jersey. 
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Which was committed to the Committee on 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS, April 15, 2002. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

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

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

TUESDAY APRIL 16,2002 

9:30 A.M. 

10:00 AM. 

11:00 A.M. 

11:30 A.M. 

12:30 P.M. 

12:30 P.M. 

12:45 RM. 

10:45 A.M. 

1:00 P.M. 

2:00 RM. 

10:00 A.M. 

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE Room 461 
(to consider Senate Bills No. 1324 Main Capitol 
and 1371) 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (to consider Room 8E-B 
Senate Bill No. 1118; and House Bills East Wing 
No. 411, 930, 1222 and 1459) 

BANKING AND INSURANCE Room 461 
(to consider Senate Bill No. 1258) Main Capitol 

JUDICIARY (to consider Senate Bill Room 8E-B 
No. 1164; and House Bill No. 2130) East Wing 

AGING AND YOUTH (to consider Room 8E-A 
Senate Bill No. 1400) East Wing 

APPROPRIATIONS (to consider House Room 461 
Bills No. 27,1458,1935 and 2545) Main Capitol 

RULES AND EXECUTIVE NOMIN- Rules Cmte. 
ATIONS (to consider Senate Bills No. Conf. Rm. 
705 and 907; House Bill No. 1289; and 
certain executive nominations) 

WEDNESDAY APRIL 17, 2002 

MILITARY AND VETERANS AFFAIRS Rules Cmte. 
(to consider Senate Resolutions No. 178, Conf. Rm. 
190, 193 and 209) 

URBAN AFFAIRS AND HOUSING 
(public hearing on Philadelphia Wage 
Tax) 

THURSDAY APRIL 18. 2002 

LAW AND JUSTICE (public hearing 
on Senate Bill No. 1228) 

MONDAY MAY 6,2002 

JUDICIARY (to receive testimony 
relating to Senate Bill No. 1260, 
comprehensive changes to Pennsyl
vania's law on child custody) 

ADJOURNMENT 

Room 8E-A 
and 8E-B 

Westin 
Convention 
Center Hotel 
Crawford Rm. 
lOOORmAfc 
Pittsburgh 

Room 8E-B 
East Wing 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn until Tuesday, April 16,2002, at 1 p.m. Eastern 
Daylight Saving Time. 

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 
The Senate adjourned at 9:46 p.m. Eastern Daylight Saving 

Time. 




