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SESSION OF 2009 193RD OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 56

SENATE
TUESDAY, July 14, 2009

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

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Joseph B. Scarnati III)
in the Chair.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend Dr. PAUL GEHRIS, retired pastor
of American Baptist Churches - U.S.A., Shermans Dale, offered
the following prayer:

Almighty and everlasting God, majestic in creation and won-
drous in all Your work, we thank You for the gift of life and for
this day and its opportunity. Grant us the good sense to realize
the limits of our own power, the shortness of our own vision, and
the strictures of our own minds. Give us the grace to count on
You for all that is needful in our lives and in our work. Help us
to lengthen our vision and broaden our thinking.

Bless this venerable Senate of Pennsylvania. In the intensity
of serious work, help each Member and staff to continue to re-
spect and be respectful of one another. We pray for our beloved
Commonwealth and our wonderful country. In Your name, amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Gehris, who is
the guest today of Senator Corman.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

(The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by those assembled.)

COMMUNICATIONS FROM 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 PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009

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, Lonnie E. Fuller, Jr., MD, 116 Koch
Lane, Harrisburg 17112, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District,
for appointment as a member of the Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Pre-
vention and Research Advisory Board, to serve for a term of four years
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice Robert F.
Durkin, Olyphant, whose term expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009
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, Gary Leipheimer, M.P.H., 6635 Ter-
race Way, Apartment B, Harrisburg 17111, Dauphin County, Fifteenth
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Pennsylvania
Cancer Control, Prevention and Research Advisory Board, to serve for
a term of four years and until his successor is appointed and qualified,
vice Col. James E. Williams, Jr., Camp Hill, whose term expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009

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, Catherine M. Poole, 250 Mapleflower
Road, Glenmoore 19343, Chester County, Forty-fourth Senatorial Dis-
trict, for reappointment as a member of the Pennsylvania Cancer Con-
trol, Prevention and Research Advisory Board, to serve for a term of
four years and until her successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
OF THE WARREN STATE HOSPITAL

July 14, 2009

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, Barbara French, 905 East South
Street, Corry 16407, Warren County, Twenty-first Senatorial District,
for reappointment as a member of the Board of Trustees of the Warren
State Hospital, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and
until her successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

RECALL COMMUNICATIONS
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

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

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009

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 June
8, 2009, for the appointment of Lonnie E. Fuller, Jr., MD, 116 Koch
Lane, Harrisburg 17112, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District,
as a member of the Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Prevention and Re-
search Advisory Board, to serve for a term of four years and until his
successor is appointed and qualified, vice Robert F. Durkin, Olyphant,
whose term expired.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009

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 June
8, 2009, for the appointment of Gary Leipheimer, M.P.H., 6635 Terrace
Way, Apartment B, Harrisburg 17111, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Sena-
torial District, as a member of the Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Preven-
tion and Research Advisory Board, to serve for a term of four years and
until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice Col. James E. Wil-
liams, Jr., Camp Hill, whose term expired.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
CANCER CONTROL, PREVENTION

AND RESEARCH ADVISORY BOARD

July 14, 2009

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 June
8, 2009, for the reappointment of Catherine M. Poole, 250 Mapleflower
Road, Glenmoore 19343, Chester County, Forty-fourth Senatorial Dis-
trict, as a member of the Pennsylvania Cancer Control, Prevention and
Research Advisory Board, to serve for a term of four years and until his
[sic] successor is appointed and qualified.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA DRUG,
DEVICE AND COSMETIC BOARD

July 14, 2009

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 June
5, 2009, for the appointment of Stephanie Moore, R.R. 2, Box 397,
Millerstown 17062, Juniata County, Thirty-fourth Senatorial District,
as a member of the Pennsylvania Drug, Device and Cosmetic Board, to
serve for a term of four years or until her successor is appointed and
qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice An-
drew J. Behnke, M.D., Carlisle, resigned.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the appointment of Dr. Vincent De Franco, 35 Club Court,
Stroudsburg 18360, Monroe County, Eighteenth Senatorial District, as
a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg University of
Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the
third Tuesday of January 2013, and until his successor is appointed and
qualified, vice Harry Lee, Stroudsburg, whose term expired.

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

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor
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MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the appointment of Lissette Marie Lahoz, 2830 Hodle Ave-
nue, Easton 18045, Northampton County, Eighteenth Senatorial Dis-
trict, as a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and until her successor
is appointed and qualified, vice Darrell Covington, M.D., East
Stroudsburg, whose term expired.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the appointment of Carolyn Lawson, 113 Great Bear Way,
East Stroudsburg 18301, Monroe County, Eighteenth Senatorial Dis-
trict, as a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and until her successor
is appointed and qualified, vice David Sanko, Harrisburg, whose term
expired.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the appointment of Marcus S. Lingenfelter, 2420 Beech
Street, Harrisburg 17110, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District,
as a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg University
of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to serve until
the third Tuesday of January 2015, and until his successor is appointed
and qualified, vice Hussain Malik, M.D., St roudsburg, whose term
expired.

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

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the reappointment of Nancy V. Perretta, R.R. 1, Box 4006,
Stroudsburg 18360, Monroe County, Eighteenth Senatorial District, as
a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg University of
Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the
third Tuesday of January 2015, and until her successor is appointed and
qualified.

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

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the reappointment of L. Patrick Ross, Box 161,
Tannersville 18372, Monroe County, Fourteenth Senatorial District, as
a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg University of
Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to serve until the
third Tuesday of January 2013, and until his successor is appointed and
qualified.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2008, [sic] for the reappointment of Amy S. Welch, 5410 Upper
Mountain Road, New Hope 18938, Bucks County, Tenth Senatorial
District, as a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg
University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2015, and until her successor
is appointed and qualified.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor
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MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF EAST
STROUDSBURG UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 14, 2009

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 May
8, 2009, for the reappointment of Robert Willever, 2034 Penstock
Court, Bethlehem 18015, Northampton County, Eighteenth Senatorial
District, as a member of the Council of Trustees of East Stroudsburg
University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and until his successor is
appointed and qualified.

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

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE TIOGA COUNTY
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE

July 14, 2009

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 June
5, 2009, for the appointment of Amy K. Kokos, 22 Woodview Drive,
Mount Holly Springs 17065, Cumberland County, Thirty-first Senato-
rial District, as a member of the Tioga County Board of Assistance, to
serve until December 31, 2010, and until her successor is appointed and
qualified, vice John R. McCarthy, Mansfield, resigned.

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

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

HOUSE MESSAGES

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILLS

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the Sen-
ate that the House has concurred in amendments made by the
Senate to HB 109, HB 262 and HB 270.

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:

July 14, 2009

HB 42 -- Committee on Community, Economic and Recre-
ational Development.

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:

July 14, 2009

Senators WARD, D. WHITE, BAKER, WAUGH,
KASUNIC, WASHINGTON, KITCHEN, ARGALL,
EICHELBERGER and WONDERLING presented to the Chair
SB 984, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175),
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, providing for contracting
for State trooper services.

Which was committed to the Committee on LAW AND JUS-
TICE, July 14, 2009.

Senators RAFFERTY, GREENLEAF, M. WHITE,
ALLOWAY and WARD presented to the Chair SB 1010,
entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No.155),
known as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for
subjects , of taxation; repealing provisions relating to limitation upon
taxation and to valuation of mobilehomes or house trailers; and further
providing for recorder of deeds in certain counties to furnish record of
conveyances and compensation.

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, July
14, 2009.

Senators ARGALL, CORMAN, PILEGGI, WONDERLING,
ERICKSON, WARD, TARTAGLIONE, WAUGH,
RAFFERTY, BOSCOLA, BROWNE, ORIE, ROBBINS,
EICHELBERGER, BAKER and ALLOWAY presented to the
Chair SB 1029, entitled:

An Act imposing limitations on the Department of Corrections
relating to expenditures from certain funds available for inmates.

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, July
14, 2009.

Senators McILHINNEY, BOSCOLA, O'PAKE,
TARTAGLIONE, ARGALL, GREENLEAF, WARD, M.
WHITE, ALLOWAY, MUSTO, FOLMER, YAW, VANCE,
STACK, DINNIMAN, SCARNATI and WAUGH presented to
the Chair SB 1030, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known
as the Public Welfare Code, providing for violation exceptions for
personal care homes.

Which was committed to the Committee on PUBLIC
HEALTH AND WELFARE, July 14, 2009.

BILLS SIGNED

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Joseph B. Scarnati
III) in the presence of the Senate signed the following bills:

HB 109, HB 262 and HB 270.



YEA-47

Alloway Ferlo O'Pake Vance
Argall Folmer One Vogel
Boscola Fontana Piccola Ward
Browne Gordner Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Greenleaf Pippy Waugh
Corman Hughes Rafferty White, Donald
Costa Kasunic Robbins White, Mary Jo
Dinniman Leach Scarnati Williams
Earl! Logan Smucker Wonderling
Eichelberger Mcllhinney Stack Wozniak
Erickson Mellow Stout Yaw
Famese Musto Tomlinson

NAY-0
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SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the Commit-
tee on Appropriations to meet off the floor in the Rules room to
consider Senate Bills No. 1, 107, 282, 284, 441, 607, 693, 896,
and 954, and House Bills No. 372 and 602.

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

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

HB 39 (Pr. No. 2058) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva-
nia Consolidated Statutes, further providing for cruelty to animals.

HB 222 (Pr. No.`227)

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva-
nia Consolidated Statutes, providing for restitution for identity theft;
and making a related repeal.

HB 485 (Pr. No. 2436) (Amended)

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva-
nia Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of illegal dumping
of methamphetamine waste; imposing a penalty; and providing for the
offense of operation of methamphetamine laboratory.

HB 1607 (Pr. No. 2295)

An Act amending Titles 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure), 44
(Law and Justice) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated
Statutes, consolidating the law relating to constables; in Title 44, revis-
ing provisions on second and third class cities, on boroughs, on town-
ships, on the Constables Training and Education Board, on use of fire-
arms, on the Constables' Training and Education Account and on statu-
tory authority; making editorial changes; and making related repeals.

HB 1648 (Pr. No. 2294)

An Act establishing a joint legislative, executive and judicial com-
mission on juvenile justice.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave
for Senator Tomlinson.

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave
for Senator Leach.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests a legislative leave
for Senator Tomlinson.

Senator Mellow requests a legislative leave for Senator Leach.
Without objection, the leaves will be granted.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

Senator PILEGGI asked and obtained a leave of absence for
Senator BAKER, for today's Session, for personal reasons.

Senator MELLOW asked and obtained leaves of absence for
Senator KITCHEN and Senator TARTAGLIONE, for today's
Session, for personal reasons.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. The Journal of the Session of July 1, 2009,
is now in print.

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the Session of July
1, 2009.

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that further reading
of the Journal be dispensed with and that the Journal be ap-
proved.

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

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

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

The PRESIDENT. The Journal is approved.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR KIM L. WARD

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Westmoreland, Senator Ward.

Senator WARD. Mr. President, I am so happy today to wel-
come two gentlemen from my district. Ron Dinsmore is from
Jeannette, and if anybody heard about the floods over the last
month, he lives in the area that was probably hardest hit, and he
has done countless hours of service in his community. Also, Mr.
Ernie DiMartino has an ice company where he employs people
down in Jeannette.

Today, they are here to support the arts, and I ran into them
the other day at a festival and told them to come on up, we would
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love to see them and welcome them here to the Senate. So please
join me in welcoming my guests.

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Ward please
rise to be welcomed by Senate.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL L. WAUGH
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
York, Senator Waugh.

Senator WAUGH. Mr. President, I have two guests here today
in the gallery whom I would like to introduce. First of all, Mag-
gie Stauffer is an intern in my district office in York. She is a
student at Ursinus College, and she brought along her mom to-
day, Kelly Stauffer. Kelly is a fifth-grade teacher at the Red Lion
School District in York County. Maggie and Kelly are here
somewhere. If they could stand, we will welcome them. There
they are. Welcome.

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Waugh please
rise to be welcomed by the Senate.

(Applause.)

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS

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

Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I rise this afternoon to allow
my colleagues the opportunity to enjoy, for one more day, the
wonderful season that our Stanley Cup-champion Pittsburgh
Penguins have enjoyed. And to recognize that achievement, our
friends from the Pittsburgh Penguins wanted to make certain that
I was able to provide to each of my colleagues a Stanley Cup-
champion Pittsburgh Penguin pin. There is one lying on each of
their desks. They can add it to their collections.

As you recall, I provided Super Bowl pins previously to all of
my colleagues, and I look forward to being able to provide many,
many more of these. All of my colleagues can hold their breath
and wait until the Pittsburgh Pirates provide a World Series
championship.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED

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

RECESS

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a recess of the
Senate for purposes of, first, a meeting of the Committee on Ap-
propriations, to be followed by a meeting of the Committee on
Rules and Executive Nominations, both to be held in the Rules
room.

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of a meeting of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, to be followed by a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Rules and Executive Nominations, both to be held in
the Rules room, without objection, the Senate stands in recess.

AFTER RECESS

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

CALENDAR

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 263 (Pr. No. 268) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 28, 1978 (P.L.87, No.41), known
as the Pennsylvania Appalachian Trail Act, further providing for the
content of zoning ordinances; and extending the time period necessary
to implement certain provisions.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, House Bill No. 263
proposes to further amend the standard of authority for munici-
palities contiguous to the Pennsylvania Appalachian Trail to
adopt, implement, and enforce zoning ordinances to preserve the
trail's natural, scenic, historic, and aesthetic values, which the
General Assembly has provided in Act 24. House Bill No. 263
would extend the timeframe to allow those municipalities that
must comply with this act to do so.

I was initially concerned that the extended authority provided
under this act could be viewed as a means to diminish existing
preemptions in municipal authorities to restrict agricultural oper-
ations under the Right to Farm Law, the Agricultural Area Secu-
rity Law, and the Nutrient Management Act.

I have had several discussions with the prime sponsor of this
legislation regarding my concerns, and he has assured me that
zoning ordinances adopted under these provisions are meant to
protect the trail, and would in no way prohibit agricultural activ-
ity that is taking place in the municipality.

Further, I have been assured that the ordinances, once
adopted, would still be subject to limitations contained in the
Right to Farm Law and other laws enacted to protect agriculture.
The prime sponsor also indicated that agriculture was a preferred
neighbor to the trail, as agriculture acts as a buffer and serves to
enhance the natural beauty of the trail and offers protections to
the habitat of the local wildlife.

With these clarifications, I ask for an affirmative vote on
House Bill No. 263, and I thank my colleagues for their assis-
tance in clarifying this matter.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?
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The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:

YEA-47

Alloway Ferlo O'Pake Vance
Argall Folmer One Vogel
Boscola Fontana Piccola Ward
Browne Gordner Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Greenleaf Pippy Waugh
Corman Hughes Rafferty White, Donald
Costa Kasunic Robbins White, Mary Jo
Dinniman Leach Scamati Williams
Earl! Logan Smucker Wonderling
Eichelberger Mcllhinney Stack Wozniak
Erickson Mellow Stout Yaw
Farnese Musto Tomlinson

NAY-0

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

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

BILLS AMENDED

SB 491 (Pr. No. 497) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Department of Military and Veterans Affairs and the
Governor, to grant and convey, at a price to be determined through a
competitive bid process, certain lands, buildings and improvements
situate in the City of Oil City, Venango County.

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

A2462:

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 4 and 5:
(f) Restricted use.--The conveyance authorized under this section

shall be made under and subject to the condition, which shall be con-
tained in the deed of conveyance, that no portion of the property con-
veyed shall be used as a licensed facility, as defined in 4 Pa.C.S. § 1103
(relating to definitions), or any other similar type of facility authorized
under State law. The condition shall be a covenant running with the
land and shall be binding upon the Grantee, its successors and assigns.
Should the Grantee, its successors or assigns, permit any portion of the
property authorized to be conveyed in this section to be used in viola-
tion of this subsection, the title shall immediately revert to and revest in
the Grantor.

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 PILEGGI.

SB 492 (Pr. No. 498) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Department of Military and Veterans Affairs and the
Governor, to grant and convey, at a price to be determined through a
competitive bid process, certain lands, buildings and improvements
situate in the Second Ward of the City of Corry, Erie County.

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

A2463:

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 16 and 17:
(f) Restricted use.--The conveyance authorized under this section

shall be made under and subject to the condition, which shall be con-
tained in the deed of conveyance, that no portion of the property con-
veyed shall be used as a licensed facility, as defined in 4 Pa.C.S. § 1103
(relating to definitions), or any other similar type of facility authorized
under State law. The condition shall be a covenant running with the
land and shall be binding upon the Grantee, its successors and assigns.
Should the Grantee, its successors or assigns, permit any portion of the
property authorized to be conveyed in this section to be used in viola-
tion of this subsection, the title shall immediately revert to and revest in
the Grantor.

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 PILEGGI.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 703 and SB 746 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL AMENDED

SB 925 (Pr. No. 1115) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of October 9, 2008 (P.L.1438, No.118),
known as the Massage Therapy Law, further providing for qualification
for licensure and for other professions.

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

A2731:

Amend Bill, page 5, line 9, by inserting after " school ":
or its equivalent as determined b y the board

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

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Bucks, Senator Tomlinson.

Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, I ask for the amend-
ment's immediate adoption. It is a technical amendment.

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

order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 115, SB 303, HB 348, HB 416, SB 900, SB 968 and SB
971-- Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order
at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Susan Goldberg, 224 West
Rittenhouse Square, Unit 2006, Philadelphia 19103, Philadelphia
County, First Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Council on the Arts, to serve until July
1, 2012, and until her successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVANIA COUNCIL ON THE ARTS

June 10, 2009
REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON RULES

AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania:

Senator ROBBINS, from the Committee on Rules and Execu-
tive Nominations, reported the following nominations made by
His Excellency, the Governor of the Commonwealth, which were
read by the Clerk as follows:

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF
ALLENTOWN STATE HOSPITAL

May 11, 2009

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 C. Kuklentz, Jr., R.R. 3, Box
3298-A, Saylorsburg 18353, Monroe County, Sixteenth Senatorial
District, for appointment as a member of the Board of Trustees of Allen-
town State Hospital, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2011,
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice John Berrier,
Allentown, resigned.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVANIA COUNCIL ON THE ARTS

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Karen Farmer White, 406 Landon
Gate, Pittsburgh 15238, Allegheny County, Thirty-eighth Senatorial
District, for appointment as a member of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania Council on the Arts, to serve until July 1, 2010, and until her
successor is appointed and qualified, vice Nancy Washington, Pitts-
burgh, whose term expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE ATHLETIC COMMISSION

May 12, 2009

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, Charles P. Bednarik, 6379 Winding
Road, R.D. 4, Box 30, Coopersburg 18036, Lehigh County, Twenty-
fourth Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the State
Athletic Commission, to serve for a term of four years and until his
successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE ATHLETIC COMMISSION
June 24, 2009

May 12, 2009
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, Caroline Allen, 6422 Taunton Road,
Harrisburg 17111, Dauphin County, Fifteenth Senatorial District, for
appointment as a member of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Coun-
cil on the Arts, to serve until July 1, 2010, and until her successor is
appointed and qualified, vice Adrienne Snelling, Fogelsville, resigned.

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVANIA COUNCIL ON THE ARTS

June 10, 2009

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

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, Andrew DePaolo, 107 Evandale
Drive, Pittsburgh 15220, Allegheny County, Forty-second Senatorial
District, for reappointment as a member of the State Athletic Commis-
sion, to serve for a term of four years and until his successor is ap-
pointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
GAME COMMISSION

June 3, 2009

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, Ralph Anthony Martone (District 1),
1611 Old Butler Road, New Castle 16101, Lawrence County, Forty-
seventh Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Penn-
sylvania Game Commission, to serve until October 16, 2014, or until
his successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months
beyond that period, vice H. Daniel Hill, Erie, resigned.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES
OF INDIANA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

May 13, 2009

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, Jonathan B. Mack, 121 Timber
Springs, Indiana 15701, Indiana County, Forty-first Senatorial District,
for appointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of Indiana
University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2015, and until his successor is
appointed and qualified, vice Robert Hovanec, Gibsonia, whose term
expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

NOMINATIONS LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 441 (Pr. No. 1075) (Rereported)

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 dis-
qualifications relating to teacher's certificate.

SB 607 (Pr. No. 657) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1987 (P.L.163, No.16), known
as the Rural Pennsylvania Revitalization Act, in Center for Rural Penn-
sylvania, further providing for board of directors and for grants.

SB 693 (Pr. No. 772) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 74 (Transportation) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, providing for transportation infrastructure part-
nership and development.

SB 896 (Pr. No. 1083) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 65 (Public Officers) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for registration fees, fund es-
tablished, system and regulations.

SB 954 (Pr. No. 1205) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, providing for emergency
permits at approved private schools and chartered schools for the deaf
and blind.

HB 372 (Pr. No. 390) (Rereported)

Senator ROBBINS. Mr. President, I request that the nomina-
tions just read by the Clerk be laid on the table.

The PRESIDENT. The nominations will be laid on the table.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

Senator CORMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations,
reported the following bills:

SB 1 (Pr. No. 1303) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act establishing the Legislative Fiscal Office and providing for
its powers and duties; and making a related repeal.

SB 107 (Pr. No. 1304) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act requiring the posting of certain governmental salary infor-
mation on the Internet.

SB 282 (Pr. No. 284) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the Penn-
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, in area government and intergovern-
mental cooperation, providing for agreements with municipal authori-
ties; and further providing for review of agreement by Local Govern-
ment Commission.

SB 284 (Pr. No. 1305) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P.L.805, No.247),
known as the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, further pro-
viding for implementation agreements.

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (P.L.130, No.48), known
as the Health Care Facilities Act, in licensing of health care facilities,
further providing for definitions; and providing for complaint investiga-
tions.

HB 602 (Pr. No. 1153) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.216, No.76), known
as The Dental Law, further defining "expanded function dental assis-
tant"; further providing for the State Board of Dentistry; and providing
for scope of practice of expanded function dental assistant.

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 Glen Russell
Ray and to the Parkland High School Varsity Softball Team by
Senator Browne.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Lancaster
County Speakers Bureau by Senator Brubaker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Lloyd W. Mowery, Jr., Mr. and Mrs. Jeffery L. Vaughn and to
Benjamin Maines by Senator Corman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Colonel Bruce
Thompson and to Kevin Scott Loeliger by Senator Dinniman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Matthew C.
Begley, Adam P. Ward and to Christopher R. Budd by Senator
Eichelberger.
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Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Richard Dent by Senator Gordner.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
William Osler, the Honorable Stacey Efkowitz and to Bradford
Sears by Senator Greenleaf.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to John Szolek
by Senator Kasunic.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Patrick Joseph
Sullivan and to Milton Raiford by Senator Orie.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Theodore J.
Smith, Jr., by Senator Pileggi.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Seton Hill
University by Senator Ward.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Eileen M.
Iandiorio by Senator D. White.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Herbert Lechner and to Benjamin Krupnik by Senator M.J.
White.

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following resolu-
tion, which was read, considered, and adopted by voice vote:

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the
late John J. McGarry by Senators Farnese and Stack.

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION

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

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The bills were as follows:

HB 222, HB 485, HB 1607 and HB 1648.

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

ation.

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Erickson.

Senator ERICKSON. Mr. President, I was gratified to see
some positive action in the House on the budget yesterday. We
hope the process will now begin to move forward.

Senate Bill No. 850 was passed out of the Committee on Ap-
propriations with a negative recommendation but without amend-
ment. This bill, if it is to remain viable, must be amended to keep
it in balance. I am told that the House Republicans have crafted
such an amendment.

House Bill No. 1416 also was passed out of the Committee on
Appropriations along party lines. However, it removed funding
for higher education from the General Fund, an amount of $1.3
billion, and did not propose a concrete funding stream. So it is
not in balance. If new taxes are to be considered to fund the $1.3
billion, the action must begin in the House. So the House must
take further action on both of these bills to move the process
forward.

Mr. President, it is time for the adults in the House of Repre-
sentatives to take charge of the process and to move it forward.
The House Democrats need to stop playing these childish games
of brinkmanship and of causing one crisis after another, and they
need to take concrete, positive action so that we can get to a
meaningful negotiation and solution to our budget.

The State employees and those dependent on the State for
funding will be those who suffer if funding does not come
through with this budget. Let us not let that happen. Let us end
this gamesmanship, and let us focus on completing our job. We
stand ready to work to move the process forward.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I guess one of the great-

est orators I have ever heard was Ronald Reagan. He had a mag-
nificent ability to capture the moment and capture the spirit of the
nation. And one of his most famous lines was when he was run-
ning for President of the United States, he turned and said to his
opponent, "there you go again." And all I can think of at this
moment is Ronald Reagan, "there you go again." Brinksmanship,
gamesmanship, and it is the other guy's fault. Point the finger at
the other guy just so the people who look at the camera do not
ever blame anybody and hold us all collectively responsible and
accountable.

I agree with the gentleman. Let us stop playing games. But I
think I was here at least a week and a half when the other side
kept talking about I cannot--as a matter of fact, I watched the
news, it was full of it--I cannot believe the House has not passed
a budget. Now they are going to pass a budget whether we like
it or not, and now all of a sudden, it is brinksmanship because
one side whines and the other side whines because they do not
get their way. I agree that we should be adults. We did not get
our way here. You did not get your way there. The Republicans
are the Majority here, and the Democrats are the Majority in the
House.

Everybody understands what this is. The Republicans and the
Democrats are both involved in passing a budget. I was here
when--you know, I was at the rally when the arts folks were at the
rally, and they said they were against Senate Bill No. 850. And
one stood up in the balcony up there and we honored and clapped
for them. The joke is on them. We already passed Senate Bill No.
850.

Let us not -- I agree, let us stop playing games. Let us get to
the table. And by the way, with all due respect, for everybody
who is going to wring their hands about how could the House
take higher education out of the budget, and, oh my God, it is the
worst thing in the world. Well, you know, last week we were
complaining about some of the cuts that were made in Senate Bill
No. 850. Senate Bill No. 850 without the amendment, which if
you need the amendment, maybe you should have passed it in
here before you sent it to the House to have an amendment to
balance it, because it was not balanced the day it left here.
Games? Who is talking about -- I mean, it is almost laughable
that we talk about grow up, be mature, and stop playing games,
because that is all we have been doing.

July 17 will come, and by the way, there is not a State worker
in my district, even though I am in the Minority in the Senate,
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who will not hold me accountable. And I do not think any Mem-
ber of the Senate, whether they are Democrat, Republican, from
Philadelphia County, Berks County, Clearfield County, Alle-
gheny County, whatever county you come from, we all need to
pass the budget. No one is going to get all that they want in this
process. No one is going to be absent pain. Pain is pain. At least
in the House version of the budget, it was balanced. Yes, it did
remove higher education, because all the other constitutional
requirements were included in the budget, and they did not pay
for it within the spending number that I hear a lot about. Fourteen
other States, by the way, have done that. They decided to have
dedicated funding for higher education. They crafted other legis-
lation and ideas that support higher education, absent their Gen-
eral Fund, so it is not some idea that has not been tested, tried,
and had success.

So let us not -- I do not even want to spend the day talking
about what the House did, because what the House did is what
the Senate asked them to do, and that was pass a budget. Now
that they are passing a budget, we are going to stand here and
talk about the fact that we are playing games? Ronald Reagan,
"there you go again." I will be here Saturday. I guess I will be
here Thursday, Friday, and Saturday, as we pretend like we are
doing the people's business. Let me underscore that, as we pre-
tend. And obviously, I am not talking to us, because I am talking
to the people who are watching us.

And I have heard, a lot of people call me up and they laugh at
this process. They think it is actually funny, because they actually
follow what we do. They actually describe to me, well, did you
not just pass a budget through the Senate and were not some of
the people involved, you know, fiscal conservatives, or Blue Dog
Democrats, or whatever they want to call themselves this week?
Were they not supposed to be protecting the taxpayers in terms
of the dollar? And, by the way, was the budget not out of line?
Now, they have to have an amendment that they are complaining
about that they cannot get in? You are following it pretty good.
You are watching the same station I am watching.

This is the same Senate that asked the House to take action. It
took action. This is the same Senate that claimed it wanted bipar-
tisan participation. This is the same Senate that is now talking
about how the action which was taken does not allow for the
House Republicans, who are in the Minority, like, by the way, the
Senate Democrats are, to move the process.

So for the record, for the record, if we want to get serious this
weekend, we can. And if people really want to compromise, stop
talking about crowds who show up and pretend that we support
them, because we do not. Senate Bill No. 850 cut out the arts.
Zero to Pennsylvania Council on the Arts. Out. Zero. No money.
Let us be honest with those people. Do not have them come up
here and applaud them and say, you are wonderful people, and
then send them home with, you know, holes in their pockets,
because we did it. That is hypocrisy.

Let us stand for things we stand for. Get to the table, like
adults, and compromise. That is what budgets are. So a bill will
arrive and, by the way, the last time I heard it was, let the bill
come, then we can get to the table and we can all make peace and
make a decision about what we are going to do. That is what we
are getting ready to do, if that is what we really want to do, be-
cause July 17 will be followed by the latter part of the month

when nobody gets paid. Nobody gets paid. And trust me,
between now and that time, I will see a bunch of PCN television
shows where it is the Governor's fault, it is the House's fault, it is
my dog's fault, the sun did not come up, it is not the right horo-
scope, whatever the heck the excuse is of the moment. Taxpayers
suffer. And people want us to get about the business of taking
care of this budget, and the only way it is going to happen is if all
of us work together. There is no big winner in this budget when
there is a bunch of pain to be suffered around Pennsylvania.

So the fact that one body thinks that Senate Bill No. 850 is
their claim to fame, that is nice. I am glad everybody does. That
is not going to be the final consideration, nor will the Governor's,
nor will the House's. It requires all parties to get to a table and
decide how they are going to divide up this pie. And I would
hope, Mr. President, that the commentary will become, frankly,
much more productive, less finger-pointing, and more directed
toward what you want to do, as opposed to what you do not want
to do.

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

Columbia, Senator Gordner.
Senator GORDNER. Mr. President, last week, our Caucus had

an opportunity to have the nominee for the Department of Con-
servation and Natural Resources come before us. And it certainly
was a very interesting caucus, lively discussion, and to a large
degree, it centered upon his allegation that 35 to 40 State Parks
would have to be closed under Senate Bill No. 850.

Now, in college, I majored in history, and history, I think, is
very important for a lot of reasons. We are surrounded by history
in this beautiful Chamber. But I thought I would share a little
history with the nominee, and after sharing that information, he
indicated that it was not worthwhile to look at history, but I think
it is. And let me share with you, the public, what I shared in cau-
cus last week.

Let me take you back to the 2002-03 budget. It was the last
budget under Governor Schweiker, while he was here. It was
during a challenging year, and in that time, the allocation for
State Parks, according to the 2002-03 budget, was $61,795,000.
In the first year under Governor Rendell, which was 2003-04,
that line item was cut. The line item for State Park operations
was cut to $51,207,000. That is a 17-percent cut, and a cut of
close to $11 million. So from Governor Mark Schweiker's budget
in 2002-03 to Governor Rendell's first budget in 2003-04, the
line item for State Park operations was cut by 17 percent and
between $10.5 million and $11 million. For historical purposes,
no State Parks were closed. Not 1, not 5, not 10, not 15, not 20,
not 25, not 30, not 35 or 40. Not one State Park was closed, de-
spite a cut of 17 percent and between $10.5 million and $11 mil-
lion.

Now, let us go to the current year and last year. Last year, the
budget line item for State Park operations was $61,629,000, very
similar to what it was in Governor Mark Schweiker's year. Ac-
cording to Senate Bill No. 850, if adopted, there would be a line
item for State Park operations of $50,692,000. That would be a
cut of around 17 percent and between $10.5 million and $11
million. Interesting. Almost identical to the cut made during the
first year of Governor Rendell's administration.



950 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE JULY 14,

What is the difference? From a numbers standpoint, very little
difference. Literally, in the tens of thousands of dollars. The big
difference, though, is our Acting Secretary of DCNR says that
there are going to have to be closures of at least 35 State Parks
and thousands of miles of State Forest roads. Identical reduc-
tions, almost 17 percent and around $10.5 million to $11 million.
But boy, is there a difference in the rhetoric and the actions of
this administration under Senate Bill No. 850, as compared to the
first year of his administration. Zero closures back in 2003-04, to
closures of at least 35 State Parks.

Again during caucus, after waiting a little bit for a response,
the gentleman indicated that history was not important. I think
history is very important. Mr. President, there is no need to close
State Parks with that type of number. It was not done back in
2003-04, and it does not need to be done now. And not only that,
but we have provided some opportunities for the department and
this administration in order to help make funds available. We
have presented out of committee Senate Bills No. 962 and 963,
both "may" bills--not "shall" bills, but "may" bills--"may" bills
that would provide opportunities for this Secretary and this ad-
ministration to tap into some sources of money in order to keep
State Parks open. This Secretary and this administration have
said that they are opposed to those provisions, those opportuni-
ties, those "may" bills that would allow our State Parks to be
open.

In closing, Mr. President, during the discussion in caucus last
week, I took the opportunity to turn to Act 18 of 1995. For those
folks, again, for historical purposes, the Department of Conserva-
tion and Natural Resources has not been around forever. The
Bureau of Parks certainly has been, in some component, under
the Department of Environmental Protection, but DCNR was just
created in 1995. And if you turn to Act 18 of 1995, it talks about
what the primary mission is of the Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources. And do you know what it lists as its pri-
mary mission? Number one, to maintain, improve, and preserve
our State Parks. Number two, to manage State Forest lands. So
when you turn to that act that created the department, you find
out that the two primary missions of that department is to main-
tain, improve, and preserve our State Parks, and to manage our
State Forest lands.

Mr. President, it is very clear that history is something that is
important to us in this very historical State. And I just want to
share with the Membership and those who are listening and care
about our State Parks, as our Caucus does, that any closure of a
State Park is not done because it needs to be done, but it would
be done because it is being done for the purposes of this adminis-
tration.

Thank you, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Senator John C. Rafferty,
Jr.) in the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Allegheny, Senator Ferlo.

Senator FERLO. Mr. President, I want to submit some com-
ments for the public record, if that is permitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the re-
cord at the request of the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator
FERLO:)

Mr. President, Senate Resolution No. 51 raises a legal issue that has
been the focus of an ongoing debate since the Declaration of Independ-
ence. Should the Federal government be confined absolutely to powers
that are enumerated in the U.S. Constitution, or should it--at times of
great need or peril, when the principles and institutions that support the
Constitution are under threat--exceed enumerated powers in order to
protect the American people?

It is my belief that the Federal government should unwaveringly
stand by the enumerated powers, and exceed them only in the cases
whereby any State refuses, or is rendered unable, to uphold the Consti-
tution. It is our role as State legislators to represent the best interests of
this Commonwealth and its people. We are required to be critical of the
Federal government, with the best interests of Pennsylvania as our bot-
tom line. And it is our duty to fulfill this obligation in a cooperative,
democratic way.

Yesterday, Senator Anthony Williams provided us with a legal and
historical analysis of Senate Resolution No. 51, which was brief but
definitive. I would like to take this opportunity to thank Senator Wil-
liams and legal aide Allison Doerfler for sharing that analysis with us.
It was very useful for me, and I urge you to give it consideration. Other-
wise, I would like to give my own interpretation of Senate Resolution
No. 51.

First of all, I will definitely be voting against it and, in fact, find it
embarrassing that we are even taking time to vote on such a vague,
divisive resolution when the budget deadline is overdue and our own
State employees may face a furlough, no pun intended.

In the 1940s, when GIs were coming home from Europe and Asia
after saving the world from fascism and tyranny, the Federal govern-
ment provided them with housing and education loans. This was not an
enumerated power but a dire need in a time of peril. In the 1950s and
1960s, when southern States refused to desegregate, and civil rights
advocates like Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and hundreds of civil rights
activists were routinely harassed, intimidated, and violently oppressed
while exercising their First Amendment rights, the Federal government
intervened. This was not an enumerated power but a dire need in a time
of peril. On July 30, 1969, when President Johnson signed the Federal
Medicare bill into law, this was not an enumerated power but a dire
need in a time of peril.

States welcomed such Federal programs because we saw that the
bottom line for our constituents was beneficial. These programs all have
one thing in common: they seek to expand civil rights for all, or a par-
ticularly disenfranchised group of Americans, through social programs
that increase access to basic needs like housing, education, and
healthcare. This is just an interpretation, but one could argue that what
has been called the "exceeded enumerated powers" of these programs
actually fit squarely within the scope of enumerated Federal powers
with respect to civil rights.

As Senator Williams' analysis points out, Federal programs like
Social Security, Pell Grants, and farm subsidies benefit millions of
Pennsylvanians every year and are indispensable to our social fabric. So
why does Senate Resolution No. 51 propose to sever ties with necessary
resources for Pennsylvania citizens? I can see two reasons and have
sympathy for the first but, for the second, feel true disappointment in my
colleagues who are associated with this resolution.

The first reason is simple and underscores the prolific nature of the
debate regarding enumerated Federal powers. For every example of
exceeding Federal powers that benefit the bottom line of Pennsylvania,
there are examples of exceeding Federal powers that threaten our bot-
tom line as well, in terms of the civil rights and quality of life for Penn-
sylvania residents. To be fair, I will match my examples of the former
with a few of the latter.

Between 1826 and 1847, the Pennsylvania State legislature battled
with the Federal government over enforcement of the 1793 Federal
Fugitive Slave Act. Slave owners from below the Mason-Dixon Line
were coming to Pennsylvania to reclaim runaway slaves who, from our
perspective, had become free Pennsylvania citizens when they crossed
into our borders. The Fugitive Slave Act protected the rights of slave



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE 951

owners seeking runaway slaves, and Pennsylvania law protected the
runaway slaves.

To protect the bottom line of Pennsylvania and enforce jurisdiction,
the State legislature enacted a set of Personal Liberty Laws, requiring
slave owners to provide documentation in support of their ownership
claims. Over 20 years later, when this approach proved lukewarm, and
the abolitionist movement had gained a good deal of momentum in
Pennsylvania, our legislature sought to further nullify the Fugitive Slave
Act by prohibiting the kidnaping of blacks as well as the participation
of State officers in any fugitive slave cases.

Every Senator in this Chamber should agree that defending Penn-
sylvania citizens from the Fugitive Slave Act was a legitimate cause.
Today, we look back on that period of history with shame and regret for
the wicked institution of American slavery. However, we in Pennsylva-
nia can hopefully find some solace in the fact that our State was at the
forefront of confronting the Federal government through democratic,
legislative action. The constant tug-and-pull interaction between Federal
and State governments is a hallmark check and balance of our demo-
cratic Federalist system, and I support it actively.

Two additional, recent examples of exceeded Federal powers for
which I am not in agreement are the Federal Patriot Act and the federal-
ization of the Pennsylvania National Guard for the purpose of enlisting
them to fight wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.

In all of these cases, I contend that the civil rights of Pennsylvania
citizens were terribly abused and squandered by the Federal govern-
ment, as opposed to the previous examples, when the Federal govern-
ment exceeded its enumerated power to extend additional protections
to the civil rights of Pennsylvanians. And in all of these cases, I am
actually sponsoring or cosponsoring State legislation to address the
issues, while working with constituents and advocates in my district to
empower their participatory role in the democratic process. What I am
not doing is presuming to know all of the answers without even a sense
of the specific problems at hand.

That is the point of departure, at which my support for the debate
regarding enumerated Federal powers fades into a definitive vote
against Senate Resolution No. 51, which does nothing to address spe-
cific issues regarding our State's interaction with the Federal govern-
ment but instead throws the baby out with the bath water, so to speak,
through what I perceive to be a series of vague, overly simplistic, and
biased or inaccurate interpretations of the 10th Amendment.

Instead of cutting and pasting the so-called State Sovereignty Reso-
lutions of other States, why not strategically and collaboratively exam-
ine specific exceeded Federal powers that cost more than they benefit
Pennsylvania? With the way the healthcare debate is shaping up in
Washington, I anticipate needing to lead a similar such State effort
around that issue in the near future to promote the single-payer cost-
effective health payment model. Another example sponsored by Senator
Folmer, to which I have added my support, is his legislation in opposi-
tion to the Federal REAL ID program for Federally issued driver's li-
censes. But again, my approach will be to pursue this through a demo-
cratic process that builds consensus and presumes nothing to be abso-
lute, which leads me to my final point.

Because Senate Resolution No. 51 promotes an egregiously over-
simplified solution to a complex, ongoing problem, its origins arouse
my suspicions. In fact, I oppose this resolution in part for its vagueness
and blatantly inaccurate interpretation of the 10th Amendment, but most
of all because it fosters a spirit of non-cooperation that is unhealthy for
our nation in this time if crisis. If we are to lift ourselves out of the
current economic recession, and counter the violent social vigilance that
is sapping the hope and moral life out of our country, we must begin
with an immovable, unshakable commitment to national unity.

Democracy is about organizing participatory social processes that
aim to reach real goals and solutions. Democracy does not value ideol-
ogy over ideas. It is about building consensus, not provoking disunity.
It is about getting there together or not getting there at all. This is what
I stand for. This is why I love our American democracy. And this is why
I am voting against Senate Resolution No. 51.

I want to also mention that the one Governor so far who had to deal
with a sovereignty resolution that got through his legislature is
Oklahoma Governor Brad Henry, who vetoed the measure. For his
pains, he was attacked by the Republican State Senator Randy Brogdon
in an unintentionally hilarious statement, and I quote Senator Brogdon:

At the end of the workweek, when everyone else had left the Capitol,
Brad Henry used his veto power to reject the Constitution he swore to
uphold," said Brogdon. "With the stroke of the pen, the Governor de-
cided to let President Obama and Congress continue to erode our Con-
stitutional rights....This is not an isolated case," said Brogdon. He then
referred to Governor Henry's veto on legislation that would have banned
embryonic stem cell research. "In less than one week's time, Brad Henry
has vetoed life and liberty.... This is not about left vs. right or liberal vs.
conservative," continued Brogdon. Right you are, Senator Brogdon. It
is about the 21st century versus the 19th.

Please vote against Senate Resolution No. 51. Thank you, Mr.
President.

Senator FERLO. And very briefly on the budget, I am not
prepared to speak at length about it, fortunately for the aisle op-
posite. But, you know, we talk about history, but let us not en-
gage in revisionist history. My colleague spoke about President
Reagan's attributes. I also think it is important to point out that
there are lies, darned lies, and statistics. And I think it is a little
bit unfair to talk about history in a revisionist way, and to com-
pare over an 8- to 9-year spread from the previous Governor
Schweiker to the current budget. It ignores the reality of an in-
creased light bill, increased electric bill, increased fuel bill, in-
creased workers' compensation bill, increased healthcare bill,
increased collective bargaining bill. So I think it is a little disin-
genuous to compare flat numbers by their aggregate or even
so-called percentages.

You know, the shame of the matter is--and I now understand
we are supposed to be here for Thursday, Friday, and Saturday.
That is an outright charade by the Majority party that sets the
agenda here today. I do not know what we are supposed to be
doing, other than making it look like we are doing some work
while State employees and others languish away with the appre-
hension and the suffering that they will endure very shortly, let
alone all those folks whom we are elected to serve as constitu-
ents.

I do not know why this is so very complicated. The fact of the
matter is, and I do not want to belabor the point of Senate Bill
No. 850, it has already been admitted by the Majority here today,
the party in power here in the Senate, that Senate Bill No. 850 is
out of whack. However well-intentioned they thought Senate Bill
No. 850 was, it is now recognized as a billion-plus inadequate
and short. It is also agreed, I think, at least, theoretically, politi-
cally, spiritually, however you want to call it, that the PIT is not
likely to be increased, either because there is not enough support
in the Majority party in the House or the Majority party here in
the Senate.

And others as well, myself included, have spoken about not
wanting to be inclined, at this point, to include the PIT as an
increase in order to sustain the operating costs of the State bud-
get. But that does not mean there are not other revenue sources
that I think we should look at. And I think it has grown extremely
typical of the Majority leadership here in the Senate, where they
want to pass the buck now and kind of obfuscate the issue in
terms of what the House Majority is acting upon.

The fact of the matter is, everybody admits that, at some point,
we have to raise some revenues. You can call it fee increases.
You can call it revenue enhancements. You can call it a tax in-
crease. I do not care what name you give it. The fact of the mat-
ter is, we need to go through forensically, in this budget, and talk
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about what the priorities are, where we need to make cuts, pain-
ful cuts, and where we need to raise revenue.

Somehow, I think, regardless of one's politics or ideology
expressed in this room, or even in the House, regardless of what
side of the aisle, we know that we have a horrendous crisis. Capi-
talism is in crisis. It is in crisis internationally, and capitalism is
in crisis in this country. And the fact of the matter is, based on
the last 3 years of a crisis, we have suffered nationally and in
every State of this Union cutbacks in anticipated revenues. We
have less income to tax. We have received less income. Profits
are down. You name it, everybody in this room knows the harsh
reality of the economic system, right now, that we are enduring.
So we are not unique. We are not an anomaly. Thank God we are
not California.

The fact of the matter is we need to get in the room. You
know, people always ask me, who actually negotiates the budget?
Well, I do not. With all due respect to my colleague Senate
Costa, I always say, jokingly, it is five guys named Moe and the
Governor. And that is what has to happen. Those five guys
named Moe and the Governor need to get in a room together, and
they have to make some tough decisions. And, the fact of the
matter is--and I guess what I am upset about--is that the leader-
ship on the aisle opposite is just not being honest and genuine
with the fact of admitting that revenue has to be increased. I do
not care what you call it. Call it--make up some new name. It is
taxes. It is revenue. It has to be raised and increased.

So could you just acknowledge that, please, so we can get on
with the task of the day, our responsibility, which we have al-
ready ignored in terms of our constitutional mandate, and let us
come up with an agreement on what that additional revenue is
going to be. It is going to be hard. It is going to be difficult. It is
going to be painful. But short of still reprioritizing our expendi-
tures, and short of still making tough decisions about budget cuts,
we are still at the end of the day, in the middle of the night, at 4
a.m., with the five guys named Moe and the Governor who are
going to decide that revenue has to be raised and generated.

So please, whoever this leadership is, as mystical as that group
is, could they please get in the room together. If they need assis-
tance, I am available to help them facilitate that dialogue. I will
bring in a Federal mediator, I will bring in a local mediator. I
have great skills in terms of negotiating that process. And proba-
bly some of the other rank-and-file folks on the other side, they
are probably like me, they are willing to--I am sure that Senator
Ward, she is new like me. She might be willing to pitch in and be
the good sport that I know she is.

So please, could we at least be honest with the public that
revenue has to be raised. And you know, I feel bad for our Gov-
ernor, and I want to defend the Governor. I think we have had a
great Governor for the last many years. I think he came into of-
fice and said, look, I am not going to manage decline. I am going
to roll up my sleeves and get Pennsylvania's economy moving.
And he made some tough decisions. He raised revenue. He in-
creased funding to promote economic job growth • and business
development, and I supported that.

I am proud of it, I am proud of a lot of the work I did in my
three-county district, and I would like to continue to have some
resources to fuel that economy and that job creation and that job

base, albeit at a different level, because of the harsh reality of the
economic system and the crisis we are going through in this
country.

But could we at least be honest with people? There are going
to be revenues raised. Let us get to the rug-cutting, let us deal
with the task at hand, let us not quote history, especially revision-
ist history, and let us not quote general statistics when they are
just fraudulent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Westmoreland, Senator Ward.

Senator WARD. Mr. President, I rise today to express the
frustration of many, many of the folks throughout the State and
in my district. We have a State hospital and a State prison, and
I have been hearing from many State workers who are going to
be struggling. They cannot pay their electric bills, they cannot
pay their mortgage, and they do not qualify for those interest-free
loans that are being handed out because, well, for many reasons,
and maybe one of those reasons is credit.

But that brings me back to earlier, when Senator Williams was
talking about brinksmanship. Well, it is brinksmanship. It is
games. We put a budget out at the beginning of May, and there
is no reason, except to create a crisis with these State workers,
that it should be 9 weeks before you either get a response, a
counter-budget, or anything. There is no reason, except to put
these workers in a situation where they are hurting and they are
contacting you. And we are almost, in a way, helpless in being
able to help them, and it is a shame. It is a game. This is a chess
game. Governor Rendell says, this is a chess game. We are going
to wait until you do not get paid. Checkmate. You cannot pay
your car bill. You cannot pay your mortgage.

It is not right that, because the legislature has failed its duty,
these folks, along with school districts and others in social ser-
vices, cannot plan their budgets and cannot pay their bills. I feel
very strongly about that. And it is frustrating, as a first-year legis-
lator, to be living through this.

And as for things that we like, I love the arts, but we do not
have the money to pay for them, and I am not going to pretend
like we do. I voted for Senate Bill No. 850. I am on the record.
And if it were the first week in May again, I would vote for it
again, because we do not have the money. I can walk through
jewelry stores and clothing stores and look all day and say, oh,
I would love to have that. But I do not have the money. It does
not mean I do not like it and I would not like to have it, but I
cannot afford it. And that is the situation we find ourselves in.
We just do not have the money, and we have to make the hard
decisions, and they are hard.

Thank you very much.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, later this evening, there will

be a very important event taking place in the great city of St.
Louis. It is the All-Star Game, part of our national pastime. And
one of the most famous persons who has played, and I think
probably played in more of those All-Star Games, was somebody
who was, in fact, from St. Louis, the great New York Yankees
catcher Yogi Berra. And he, too, had a saying, "deja vu all over
again." And that is exactly what I am hearing today on the Senate
floor.
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My colleague, Senator Williams, referenced President Reagan
and indicated that "there you go again." And it is very frustrating
to sit here, Mr. President, and continuously listen to the rhetoric
about how it is this person's fault or that side of the Chamber's
fault, and more specifically, the House Democrats' fault. Mr.
President, on July 17, we all will be blamed.

On July 17, thousands of Pennsylvania workers will be receiv-
ing only about 70 percent of their paychecks or 80 percent of
their paychecks. I am not quite sure exactly how much, but nev-
ertheless, there will be a significant reduction in the amount of
their paychecks. And come July 24, those individuals will be
receiving about 30 percent of their paychecks. And then come
July 31, all Pennsylvania workers, tens of thousands of Pennsyl-
vania workers, will be receiving zero in their paychecks. And I
know that the Governor, to his credit, has tried to make arrange-
ments to allow folks the opportunity to have low-interest or
no-interest loans for a period of time. Some of those folks have
not been able to access those loans for a variety of reasons, as the
previous speaker mentioned.

Mr. President, I think it is important that we recognize that we
all will be wearing the fact if we do not get a budget done and
people start to lose their pay. Across this Commonwealth, State
workers have been working diligently throughout the past 2
weeks, knowing that they are going to receive a short paycheck
in a few days. It is incumbent upon us, regardless of what bill is
in the Senate, regardless of what bill is over in the House, and
what version of an amendment may take place or may be offered
in the Senate or in the House, we have a responsibility to the
people of Pennsylvania to enact a budget.

We failed to do that. Now, it is incumbent upon us to take the
steps to make certain that we provide the leadership and the abil-
ity to get a budget document put together. It requires us to nego-
tiate. Negotiations, in my mind, where I come from, from
Larimer Avenue in East Liberty in Allegheny County, when we
talk about negotiating, that means we sit down, and we compro-
mise, and we work together, and we are not inflexible. We are
flexible in terms of where we want to get to. That is how we ne-
gotiate. That is something that I am disappointed that we have
not been able to do.

We need to work toward a goal of making certain that we get
something done sooner than later. Now, I understand, as my col-
league indicated earlier, the PIT does not seem to be on the table
any longer. If that is the case, so be it. Let us move on to the next
options that we have before us. That is what is most important.
I recognize that Senate Bill No. 850 is not in balance. It has been
acknowledged by the other side. If we want to move this process
forward, let us take a look at Senate Bill No. 850, have our staffs
work on it, look at it and see what needs to be done to put it into
balance, and see what a budget document looks like.

We spent 10 hours, collectively, in the Governor's Mansion,
going over a budget document line by line. We had a great op-
portunity, from that point forward, to be able to put our heads
together after we reached a consensus, or some of us reached a
consensus, I should say, on those line items. Now we are in a
position to be able to act upon that work that we did in that par-
ticular caucus.

It is imperative that we get together sooner than later to get
this budget resolved, because we all are going to wear it. When

that State worker opens up his or her paycheck and sees that it is
short 20 percent, and next week it will be 70 percent, and the
following week there will be zero, they are not going to think
about or worry about what the House Democrats did or what the
House Republicans did, or the Senate Democrats or the Senate
Republicans, or much of what we say on this floor today or the
next couple of weeks. All they are going to know is that their
General Assembly failed them. Their General Assembly failed to
get a budget document passed. We all will be painted with that
same brush. It is a brush that I do not want to be painted with any
longer.

I think we need to move forward as best we can to get this
process moving forward, because we have an obligation to the
people of Pennsylvania to enact a budget to provide services to
the people of our Commonwealth who deserve and require our
services, who need our services, who need the ability to know
exactly what they are going to do as they go forward. So I en-
courage all of my colleagues to let us get together, as Senator
Ferlo said. Let us get together in a room with five guys named
Moe and a Governor, and let us knock this thing out, because it
is imperative that we do it sooner than later.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Montgomery, Senator Wonderling.
Senator WONDERLING. Mr. President, actually, I had not

planned to offer any remarks this afternoon. I was just listening
to the various Petitions and Remonstrances, and in all candor, I
am deeply offended, not only personally but for this institution,
by comments that were made by a gentleman from the other side
of the aisle a few moments ago.

In the allegation that this process has been in some way dis-
honest, I heard a clarion cry for honesty, that we need to be hon-
est with the citizens of Pennsylvania, that somehow this is all just
a public relations ruse to get us to a point from which taxes will
be raised. I find that rhetoric abhorrent, because I have been a
Member of this Senate for several years. And in particular, dur-
ing the last several months leading up to the vote the first week
in May on Senate Bill No. 850, what our leadership attempted to
do and, I think, successfully attempted and completed, was a
very, very honest and transparent process from which we stated
a basic fundamental principle, and that was, and continues to be
today, that in the worst recession in this Commonwealth since the
Great Depression, it is incumbent upon State government to live
within its means and, furthermore, furthermore, not entertain
further confiscation of wealth from the citizens of this Common-
wealth.

That was laid out. Hearings were held on the bill, a vigorous
debate on May 6, and, yes, a lot of pain. Yes, we are in a position
now where there are many, many worthy causes and programs,
bolstered by many, many special interests across this Common-
wealth, that may, for a period of time, have to do with less or
none at all. That is not a pleasant position for us to be in, but it
is a fiscal reality of where we are today on July 14, 2009. And so
for a Member of this body to rise and suggest that somehow this
process, to date, has been inherently dishonest is not only offen-
sive to me and this fine institution but, I think, to the citizens of
this Commonwealth, because what is not being described in the
discussion this afternoon are the inherent differences in principle.
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And the principles that have been laid out by our leadership for
months are fiscal restraint and responsibility, that State govern-
ment has a responsibility to tighten its belt, just like the working
men and women in this Commonwealth are currently doing to
make ends meet, and not to raise taxes during such a fragile eco-
nomic time.

Now, I would like to clear the record on one perspective, and
that is this notion that perhaps capitalism is in crisis. I would like
that argument to be made to the countless men and women, mil-
lions of men and women in this Commonwealth, who are work-
ing hard to make ends meet, or to the countless number in this
coming year who will take the risk, who will put their own pri-
vate earnings and capital in play and start an enterprise. Now, if
you truly believe capitalism is in crisis, it may be because we are
fast becoming a culture that has forgotten the language of entre-
preneurship. We are fast becoming a culture--and quite frankly,
I think we have our Federal government to blame in this--that
suggests only if we can have more public largesse, more public
programs, more folks in quasi-governmental employment rela-
tionships, then our lives would be truly better. That is forgetting
a foundational premise of our free and democratic republic, and
that is a healthy and vibrant private sector.

Now, I know it is very vogue to blame Wall Street, and let us
throw away the key and put in handcuffs all those villains on the
street who truly took advantage of people's personal wealth and
income, and the one gentleman, Madoff, I guess, is on his way up
the river to Sing Sing as we speak. But look, at the end of the
day, what makes for a healthy Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
is the right balance between the role of State government and
those who create jobs and wealth and economic opportunity.

So we heard from Senator Gordner earlier this afternoon. He
said, look, a core function of this Commonwealth is to maintain
our State Parks and State Forests; we have legislation pending
that would provide a solution to keep those parks open; we have
history that suggests that there is a way to finance, even in the
most austere times, the maintenance of our State Park system. To
me, that is the kind of legislative creativity that is required to get
through this crisis. There are plenty of programs in Senate Bill
No. 850 that I supported previously. I would love to put up a
vote in support of funding restoration, for even funding enhance-
ment, whether it be the small business development centers or the
Education Improvement Tax Credit. But now is the time for ev-
erybody to lay forward some sense of sacrifice to get through this
process.

Now, I do not know if a 16-percent increase in the personal
income tax is, quote, "off the table" or not. Much like my good
colleague from Allegheny County, I am not in the room with the
big five. All I could ever do to even have a modest role in this
process is to stand here and give a speech on a Tuesday after-
noon. But I do know this, Mr. President. If you want to stifle job
growth and creation, if you want to completely eliminate Penn-
sylvania from being part of the 21st-century startup entrepreneur-
ial revolution that is going to occur, you will do so by raising the
personal income tax by 16 percent.

And gee, I hope there is not some super-subterranean secret
around this building that suggests, well, in lieu of the PIT, we
will go after business taxes. I found it totally ironic and illogical
last week when I heard a Member of this body rise to say the first

thing you have to do is raise business taxes so that you can then
lower them in subsequent years.

The people of Pennsylvania understand facts, they understand
finance, and they understand what we are discussing today is not
how to get to the middle. What we are discussing today is not
back-room politicking, nodding and winking to get to a final
conclusion. What we are talking about is a spending plan that is
rooted in principle. And the principles of our time should be that
less is better than more, because these are the times that we are
working in. These are the times that we are serving in. And I
trust, Mr. President, that we will get through this time, and the
times will be much better.

But for the moment, we need, I think, as a matter of principle,
to remain vigilant on this notion that, yes, State government will
have to get more creative, that, yes, State government will have
to find ways to live within its means. But that is a far better result
for the long-term future of this Commonwealth than some
knee-jerk reaction by the Gang of Five around a budget table that
will end up raising people's taxes.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, let me start off with the

obvious. If there was something that I said that was inappropri-
ate, I would have expected that the Presiding Officer of the
Chamber would have admonished me and told me that my com-
ments were inappropriate. I have been in the House of Represen-
tatives, and I have been a Member of the Senate. The last time I
heard, when debate was on the floor, that was appropriate. As my
grandma said, do not let the truth smack you in the face. Other-
wise, just duck.

So the fact that somebody finds my comments abhorrent or
inappropriate or personal, the last time I checked, I did not call
anybody by name, as they did me, which was, by the way, a
breach of the Rules of the Senate. And rather than calling any-
body on it, I just sat patiently and prepared myself to respond to
the details of the day, and that is the budget. And by the way, the
next time the gentleman comes before us asking for a tax break
for corporate Philadelphia or the Chamber of Commerce, I, too,
will remember the abhorrent terms or the inappropriate commen-
tary. Because what is inappropriate and disrespectful--

POINT OF ORDER

Senator WONDERLING. Mr. President, point of order.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gentleman will yield.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, Sena-

tor Wonderling.
Senator WONDERLING. First of all, Mr. President, under the

Senate Rules, we are entitled to offer Petitions and Remon-
strances on specific subject matter and not on individuals person-
ally. And as to my comments earlier, in which I felt things were
out of line as relates to the conduct of this body over the last
several months, they were not directed at all to the gentleman
from Philadelphia. Maybe he was not clearly listening to my
comments earlier. But now, Mr. President, to rise and to develop
a hypothetical situation as to what this Member may be doing or
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not doing in the future, or any other Member, I think, is clearly
out of bounds, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wants to remind ev-
eryone on the floor to refrain from personal comments and per-
sonalities. The gentleman from Montgomery County did not
mention anybody by name, so we want to make sure that that is
clear. Thank you.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Sena-
tor Williams.

Senator WILLIAMS. Well, actually, Mr. President, the previ-
ous Senator did mention my name.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I beg to differ, but we can check
with the Official Reporter. Senator Williams was not mentioned.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, Senator Williams' name
was responded to by the prior Senator. Not by this Senator, but
by the prior Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We will check.
Senator WILLIAMS. That is fine, Mr. President, but neither

here nor there.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the Chair reminds every-

body not to do that. We will check the record and make a state-
ment therefor. Thank you, sir.

Senator WILLIAMS. And, Mr. President, the description
prior to that was one that suggested it was directed to someone
over here, and many people thought it was directed to me. But
frankly, I do not really care, to be very honest with you. What I
do care about is the budget, and the fact that we have not passed
the budget, and the fact that we keep talking around the conver-
sation about the budget and the details as such. That is what,
frankly, offends me, and I think it offends many Pennsylvanians
that we tend to do a lot of this and not very much movement on
the budget as we speak of it today.

The comments that were made about the fact that we would
love to fund the arts or fund other things but we simply do not
have the money, well, you know, House Bill No. 1416 will come
here. House Bill No. 1416 does have the money to support those
initiatives that Senate Bill No. 850 did not have the revenue to
support. And the fact that we are still talking about Senate Bill
No. 850 as if it were a perfect document, frankly, is very confus-
ing, because the moment it left, it was out of balance. We con-
tinue to talk about it with a new amendment as if that amendment
is in it. It is not. So Senate Bill No. 850 is nothing, frankly, other
than a proposal that was underfunded the moment we voted on
it and sent it to the House.

I hope we will return to the people's business. I hope that we
actually take serious our words connected with our actions, rather
than what I said at the beginning of this, pointing fingers back
and forth, my idea is better than your idea, I am a little
self-righteous and offended, I do not like what you said, I am
going to take my marbles and go home. That does not do any-
thing to fix the problem. All it frankly does is avoid the problem,
and that is what we do a lot of.

I think that, you know, Senator Ferlo described it correctly
and directly when he said that the way the budget has been done
when a Democrat or a Republican Governor was in office,
whether a Republican Senate Majority or , a Democratic Senate
Majority presided, or a Republican Majority of the House or a
Democratic Majority of the House presided, a few people got in

a room--I guess he called them, not Manny, Moe, and Jack, but
there was some other term he used, five guys, right--got together,
and in this case, maybe five women, but whoever gets in the
room, it can be done now. I think that we have done enough ar-
ticulation of our principal positions. I think everybody is quite
clear on what those principal positions would be.

And for the record, I am one of those Pennsylvanians who
pays taxes as a person of government, I pay taxes as a business
owner, I pay taxes as a corporate entity, I have done all those
things. I have owned and put capital at risk in Pennsylvania. I
have paid taxes in Pennsylvania as a small business owner. I have
participated with a large corporation. I have fought for tax cuts
for a large corporation. I have done all those things, so I have
seen it from many vantage points, but all of that has nothing to do
with now. This comes down to a very simple argument, and that
is that we have a finite pot of money, we have certain demands
and, frankly, constitutional requirements placed upon us, and we
have certain responsibilities to Pennsylvanians who are in need.
And while we like to stand on principle, the reality is that it is
going to come to some common sense and some practical consid-
erations and, most importantly, compromise.

So I hope that we actually do that. So all the chest-pounding
and words of how people offended one another or felt--it is nice,
but July 17, the person who does not get paid, or at the end of the
month, when they do not get paid, I really do not think that mat-
ters to them. I think what matters to them most is that we figure
out how to compromise and figure out what our differences are
and get to a table.

There will be a bill coming here, House Bill No. 1416. It may
not be the flavor of the week when it arrives here, but it is a doc-
ument that has been requested. It is a document that can be
amended. It is a document that can be changed, and I am sure it
will be. It also is a document that can cause us to get to a table of
consensus and resolve what those differences may be. I hope that
we will do that, and I hope we will do it before the 17th.

If we do not, if we do not, then I am not sure why we would
be here on the 17th. I am in agreement with Senator Ferlo. Thurs-
day, Friday, and Saturday, without a budget document, is just a
statement to the public that we are here pretending that we are
doing the people's business when, actually, we know we are not.
If we are not going to do the people's business, we should go
home. We should not be here taking a per diem. Unless there is
a budget document in the Senate, we should not be here collect-
ing a per diem. We should be back in our districts listening to the
wrath of those people who will not get paid and who expect us to
get a budget done on time. So while there is a schedule which is
proposed, unless we are going to do substantive work, I do not
find it necessary to pretend like we are doing substantive work.

I believe that we should get to a point past our feelings, past
our emotions, past our principles, and past everything else that
we have talked about today and get to the point that we do every
year, and that is into a room where we go line by line and make
a decision about what is a priority, what is not, how much we are
going to spend, how much we have to spend, and how we are
going to find revenues to support that.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from Northampton, Senator Boscola.
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Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I was going to wait until
tomorrow to speak, and I will tomorrow, much longer than I will
today, but I want to get just a couple of points across. I am a
Democrat. And for some reason, there is a "Blue Dog Democrat"
label out there, and I guess I am one of them, although I am a
female, so I would like to be a Pink Dog Democrat. I do not
know if that will work or not. Who knows. And I want to say
why, in our party, we have many people under the fold, or under
the tent, and why I am one of those Democrats who are probably
very fiscally conservative.

When I was born, my parents, you know, they worked really
hard. My father worked at a steel mill. My mother worked hard
to eventually work as a nurse and then got an accounting degree.
And times were very difficult. My father was never able to go to
college, not because he did not have the grades--he had straight
A's--it was because they never had the money to afford it. And he
vowed that that would never happen to any of his kids. So he had
to sacrifice a lot to get his kids to college if they wanted to go
there. Now I am the only one in my family in the State Senate,
and I am sure if he were here with me today, he would be very
proud.

So those were very tough times. And in the past, there were
not all these government programs that we now have in place to
save people. And when we look at very difficult times economi-
cally, we want to be, what I would say, looking toward our State
and our country to survive this global economy. We have to be
very cognizant of the fact that about 20 years ago, the business
community, large industrials, manufacturing, they used to
employ--the biggest employers in the Commonwealth and in the
State were these types of businesses. No longer is that the case.

In Pennsylvania, it is becoming--and I know in the counties of
Northampton and Lehigh--the biggest employers are nonprofits
and government. And clearly, that is the wrong direction. So
what do we do about it? Well, I look at this budget, and I talk to
people out there, and I tell them, this is why our budget is not on
time this year. In previous years, I could probably understand
why there was more frustration, because it was more gamesman-
ship than anything several years ago. This budget is in probably
the worst economic time we have ever seen. So when you explain
to people, we are either going to cut government spending or we
are going to raise taxes, what would you do? Well, there is a
careful balance that has to be displayed here.

As Senators and Representatives, and obviously the Governor,
we have a real responsibility to do what is right. And it is for the
future of our kids that I am talking about. So there has to be
shared responsibility and shared sacrifice if we are going to get
through this economic dilemma. You cannot have schizophrenic
levels of government; meaning at the Federal level, they are say-
ing, let us put money back in people's pockets to stimulate the
economy, and then have State government saying, we have to
take money out of your pockets because we have to pay for all
these services and things out there.

To a point, I am very disturbed when I hear local
governments' response, school districts' response, when we say
we have to cut programs and services, and their response is, if
you do that, then we will have to raise our taxes, which is exactly
not true. The message to our county governments and school
districts is you must learn to share responsibility and share sacri-

fice yourselves. I know for a fact, because I used to work in
county government, that there are many places that you can cut
spending. And I know for a fact, in school districts, they can cut
spending. In fact, in most areas right now, there are more admin-
istrators in these school districts than actual teachers. That is the
wrong direction.

So now, what do we do about it? Well, I think what we do is
find that balance, because there are some great ideas by Demo-
crats and Republicans, some revenue enhancements that make
sense without a personal income tax increase, which is
broad-based, and there are cuts that make sense. Probably the
one that I disagree with the most is education funding, although
when you look at what is projected in some of these bills, actu-
ally, the school districts will get more money. It is just that they
are not getting as much as they want.

And if you look, in the history of the Commonwealth, you will
see, or if you look at statistics, you will see that Pennsylvania
schools actually get a heck of a lot of money. When you add in
property taxes and State taxes, the tax burden that people pay for
their schools, we give these schools a lot of money, more than
most other States. It is just that we have to find a way to make
these schools accountable for the money that they are receiving.
And until I see that type of accountability, I do not want to keep
giving them more money without accountability.

So when I say shared sacrifice, I also look to these city gov-
ernments and county governments and school districts, as State
government should, and say, what else can we do to be part of
that shared sacrifice? Well, the Senate already did it. We pay a
little bit for our healthcare, unlike the House Members and the
Judiciary, unlike some school employees and county employees
and city employees, all who say that if we cut programs, they are
going to raise taxes. Well, I challenge them not to raise taxes. I
challenge them to be part of this, what I call, shared sacrifice.

Employees of government have to sacrifice so much, like
family governments had to, like the business community had to.
They laid off people. A lot of people did not get raises for 2
years, and this is the business community. We should be doing
the same thing. Only then are we going to progress and make this
State great in the future. And it is not only this State. Every State
is going to have to look at this the same way, because our coun-
try, if you keep being a service-oriented country, and you have
government workers and nonprofits employing more people than
the business community, then clearly, that is the wrong direction.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I would just like to clear up

a few points that were made by some of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle that might be misleading, I think, to the
listening public who might hear them out of context. Let me just
provide a little bit of context. As someone who has participated
in budget negotiations for the past 2 years and has participated in
those negotiations this year, there were some comments that
were, I think, intended to imply that maybe we were refusing to
negotiate or we were not willing to negotiate.

We have engaged in negotiations and will continue to engage
in negotiations. But unfortunately, we are faced with positions on
the other side of the negotiating table, largely carried by the ad-
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ministration, to advance their positions that we have told them
simply do not have support and that we will not negotiate about.
And number one on that list is the insistence of the administra-
tion that we negotiate about a 16-percent increase in the personal
income tax. And the argument goes something like this: Well,
maybe not 16 percent, but we certainly need a personal income
tax increase, and why would you refuse to negotiate about a per-
sonal income tax increase?

And we are very clear, so I am not saying anything here that
I have not said publicly before. Our Caucus has taken the posi-
tion, early and frequently, that we will not negotiate an increase
in the personal income tax as a portion of the budget. Yet today,
at almost 4:30 in the afternoon on July 14, the administration still
insists that we must have a 16-percent increase in the personal
income tax as part of this budget process. That is not negotiable,
and I do not apologize for the fact that we will not negotiate
about imposing a $1.5 billion tax burden on Pennsylvanians at a
time when we are suffering through the worst recession since the
Great Depression. But that is a fact. If that is refusing to negoti-
ate, then we are refusing to negotiate. We are not going to negoti-
ate about that point.

Secondly, we have said, in this time, we need to spend less
than we spent last year. We have $3.2 billion less in revenue.
Most people at home would look at that and say, well gee, you
cannot spend more money if you are taking in $3.2 billion less,
and that is true. You cannot spend more money unless you enact
a new tax or a series of new taxes, which is, of course, the admin-
istration's plan. Unfortunately, the House has kind of gone in the
wrong direction. Their committee action yesterday added $300
million to the Governor's spending plan. That is right, $300 mil-
lion more. They increased the Governor's $28.8 billion spending
plan to $29.1 billion and said, well, we will figure out how we
are going to pay for that later. But, you know, it is now July 14.
How much later will it be when they announce how they plan to
pay for that?

They still have not publicly or officially abandoned their drive
for a personal income tax, but they know that that proposal does
not have the support of a majority of the Members of the House,
and that is why a tax bill has not been introduced or voted on in
the House. If they supported and had support for the Governor's
plan, we would have had that tax bill here in the Senate. And the
people listening to this should know that we cannot start a tax bill
here in the Senate. Tax bills, under our Constitution, must start
in the House. They have not taken the first day's action on a tax
bill in the House. So if they really want to have that spending
plan, they are going to need some new taxes, and that is some-
thing that they should say publicly and honestly and take the
actions in the House and send that bill here. I do not think that is
going to happen. And based on that, that supports our spending
level argument. So that is the second of our three major points.

And the third is that our spending plan and our appropriations
plan must be sustainable over 3 years without new taxes. And
that gets to how you support a spending plan. With those three
parameters, we are willing to talk about just about anything else,
but as I think a number of speakers said today, the model, at least
for the last 6 years, this being the seventh year, seems to be: Pre-
cipitate a crisis, have a crisis mode of having to do something
that you would not do in a deliberative, thought-out, open way,

and that leads to bad results. That is why we are still here today
without House action on any budget bill or any tax bill.

But I wanted to make clear, especially on the negotiating
point, what our position was, as the Senate Republican Caucus,
so there is no misunderstanding. We are certainly willing to ne-
gotiate. We are simply not going to negotiate about a personal
income tax increase. We are not going to negotiate about spend-
ing $1.2 billion more in the current fiscal year than we spent in
the last fiscal year. And we are not going to negotiate about a
gimmicky one-time spending plan that will cause us to increase
taxes next year.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, I think the only issue that

we have to come to grips with, maybe a contextual issue, but
maybe it is in a broader context--the three principles that were
discussed by the Majority Leader, which he and his Caucus have
held fast to since they were first enunciated, I guess it was in the
beginning of May, are admirable principles. They have been said
rather eloquently over and over and over again, but they are in an
isolated -- they are in a reality that just does not match what our
current situation is.

We have to be very, very honest with Pennsylvania's people.
None of us would like to deal with the issue of new resources or
taxes or however you want to term it. We have to be very honest
with Pennsylvania's people. We are in a deep recession--and in
many communities, a depression--that we have not been in since
World War II. We are confronting, as a State, as a nation, and
internationally, economic conditions that have never been seen
before, never been confronted before, definitely as a State.

In the 22 years that I have been here in the General Assembly,
we have never, ever had to confront the economic conditions that
we have been in. Even in the fabled discussions of 1991, this
does not--1991 and the realities of 1991 do not compare, in any
way, shape, or form, to the economic conditions that we are in
right now. There is just absolutely no comparison.

So in this time of really an unclear, in the unsure situation that
we are dealing with, it really forces us to be thoughtful beyond
just normal tried-and-true enunciations of three principles that
work in some circumstances but may not necessarily get us to
"yes" in this environment, and may not really deal with the issues
of our constituents, where they all are and where they are all
located.

The bill that the Majority Leader speaks of which was passed,
and the principles that were passed in that bill in early May, that
bill matched those principles. But unfortunately, there was a
fourth principle that was attached that the Majority Leader did
not speak of. The fact is, that bill that was passed out of here, that
budget that was passed by the Majority on a strictly party-line
vote - 30 Republicans voted for it, 20 Democrats voted against
it - was a bill that was $1.7 billion out of balance. It in no way
was--it may have reflected certain principles, but the fourth prin-
ciple that was reflected in that bill was that we were passing a bill
out of balance. It is kind of easy to have three principles when
you do not enunciate the fourth principle. The way to get to the
three principles is to just pass an unbalanced document, an unbal-
anced budget.
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But what those three principles lead us to, as reflected in that
budget, is a bill that, independent of our research, cuts 13,000
jobs out of the hospital community, 8,000 in the region that I
represent in Philadelphia, Montgomery, Delaware, Chester, and
Bucks Counties, 8,000 jobs just in that one industry alone. The
hospital community makes up 11 percent of the economic reality
in southeastern Pennsylvania. It is a huge driver.

The Hospital and Healthsystem Association has said to us, if
you pass Senate Bill No. 850, if Senate Bill No. 850 becomes
law, not to mention the extra $1.7 billion of unbalanced princi-
ples that it represented, then that means that they are going to
have to probably go down the path of reducing services, shutting
down OB/GYN programs, cutting back hours and services pro-
vided in our trauma centers, and in the context of being an eco-
nomic engine for that region, will probably have to eliminate
8,000 jobs. This is already in a region that--in significant pockets
of that region in southeastern Pennsylvania, in Philadelphia, in
Chester County, in Delaware County, in Bucks County, in Mont-
gomery County, this is already a situation where significant pock-
ets of those communities have some very high unemployment
rates. Very high.

And now, we are faced with an engine that is forcing a drive
down, with a policy, a principle, if you will, that has crafted a
budget document that could potentially force 8,000 or 8,300
people, if I remember the document correctly, 8,300 people out
of work, in addition to reducing services.

So what this really does is, I think, Mr. President, it really
forces us to have to look at the circumstances from a new para-
digm, from a new perspective, from a different perspective than
just three set principles that sound good on paper but that may
not necessarily, and, in fact, do not necessarily reflect an option
or a way to get us to "yes," to get us to deal with the economic
situation that we are in. They do not get us there.

Now, we know we are fraught with some political troubles
here in terms of how to get there, and we know that some hard
choices are going to have to be made. But we also know that it is
the responsibility of all four Caucuses and the Governor's Office
to lead us through this process, to adopt certain principles and
concepts where there is basically "no, no, no, no, no, no, no, no,
no" and we cannot do this and we cannot do that, and we are just
going to have to keep on cutting and keep on cutting and keep on
cutting, that we almost put ourselves where we cripple our State
from any chance of moving forward in any significant way. We
have to be very thoughtful about that.

We have to be .very thoughtful about the choices that we
make. We have to be very conscious that we have to get this
thing together in a way that responds to all of the situations: a
balanced budget, which Senate Bill No. 850 did not provide us
back in May and does not provide us now; three principles that
sound good on paper but do not necessarily add up in totality;
and the fact that we are in the deepest economic recession that
we have been in since World War II. We have to think beyond
our situation. We have to stop the back and forth. We have to
stop the politics of here and now. We have to stop the politics
that put us in a situation where, on this coming Friday, State em-
ployees will not be receiving full or complete paychecks. We
have to create politics and an environment that gets us to a posi-
tion where we can solve this problem and solve it in a productive

fashion that is going to meet the need, protect Pennsylvania's
people, and try to keep our State moving forward in some signifi-
cant fashion.

Where the "can't, can't, can't," the "cut, cut, cut," and the three
principles that do not add up lead us to a path where we can only
wind up going backward. We have to figure out a way where we
can collectively move forward. That is the message for the mo-
ment, and that is the message for the day right now, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Hopefully, we can get there sooner rather than later. We will
be here. This Caucus will be here in its entirety. This side of the
body will be here in its entirety, and I am sure the same can be
said for the Majority, which will be here in its entirety, through
the end, to sit and negotiate and try to work this stuff out. Some
of it may be shuttle diplomacy. Some of it may be shuttle conver-
sation, back and forth, office to office. Some of it may be out in
the public, where we show our hands and express to the public
that we are working together. But we are here, and I am sure the
same can be said for the Majority. We will be here, however long
it takes to get this thing done.

We have to change the paradigm a little bit. This is a difficult
environment, Mr. President, that we are operating in. I am confi-
dent that we can get this thing done, but we have to change the
dialogue and the paradigm in terms of how to get this thing done.

Thank you.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from York, Senator Waugh.
Senator WAUGH. Mr. President, I find it sort of interesting

sometimes, as I have said, I have sat here the last 2 weeks now,
I guess this is the third week, listened to every argument, every
presentation. I find it interesting, sometimes, that we--and I in-
clude myself in this--collectively kind of get caught up in the
bubble of Harrisburg. Somehow or another, we think that maybe
what we do and what we discuss up here is really what is impor-
tant, and people out there, constituents and taxpayers, maybe do
not know what is best for them, because it is us. We are the ones
who are making this work.

Now earlier, the Majority Leader outlined three principles. I
support those principles, and obviously, I voted for the bill that
passed here in support of those principles. And then, I hear an-
other Member get up and say, they might look good on paper, but
they just do not cut it, they do not work. Well, I do not think we
give our constituents enough credit when it comes to listening to
what they have to say.

I would like to read you a letter from a gentleman who wrote
to me, and I think he sums it up pretty well. I do not know this
gentleman well. It is not staged. This is random, pulled out of my
pile of letters. We all get them. I know who he is, as I said, but
not well. He is an upstanding citizen in our community. He hap-
pens to be retired and had a long career in public service in the
York area. He is a very well-respected gentleman. Here is what
he had to say. (Reading:)

Dear Senator Waugh, I have been following the 2009-10 budget
process in the State Capitol. I think the Governor and the legislature
should think very seriously about living within their means. Govern-
ment should spend no more than it has in revenue now.

You know, I have neighbors who are on short hours and who are
taking forced vacation days in order to keep their jobs. How are these
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working people going to pay higher taxes, such as the Governor's pro-
posed 16-percent income tax hike? Who in Harrisburg really represents
the working taxpayer? We, the taxpayers, carry the load, and now, 8.2
percent of our fellow Pennsylvanians are unemployed.

My neighbors are on short hours, business activity in our State is
down, and the Governor and a few misguided legislators want to push
through a multibillion-dollar tax increase on us. Has anyone in Harris-
burg taken a step back and thought about the impact that these taxes
would have on us, the regular working people?

You know, I listened to Senator Scarnati and Governor Rendell's
presentations on PCN the other evening. I think Senator Scarnati is
closer to the truth. He said we must keep spending under control. How
can we expect new businesses to come to Pennsylvania with a tax-and-
spend mentality?

Basically, Senator Waugh, my plea is hold the line on spending.
Support essential services, but give the taxpayer a break. And on a per-
sonal note--this is somewhat personal to me, too --if this tax plan of the
Governor's passes, we can probably just kiss the Harley Davidson plant
in York goodbye. Anybody care about that?

Thanks for your time and consideration.

This guy has it right. We are in a bubble up here, and we think
we know what taxpayers need, not what they think or want. We
have it wrong; they have it right. We should pay attention.

Thank you, Mr. President.

HOUSE MESSAGE

SENATE BILL RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 568, with the information the House has passed the
same with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate
is requested.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant to Senate Rule XIV,
section 6, this bill will be referred to the Committee on Rules and
Executive Nominations.

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY

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

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COMMITTEE MEETINGS

TUESDAY. JULY 14. 2009

Off the Floor APPROPRIATIONS (to consider Senate Rules Cmte.
Bills No. 1, 107, 282, 284, 441, 607, Conf. Rm.
693, 896 and 954; and House Bills No.
372 and 602)

Off the Floor RULES AND EXECUTIVE Rules Cmte.
NOMINATIONS (to consider Conf. Rm.

certain executive nominations)

WEDNESDAY. JULY 15, 2009

9:30 A.M. FINANCE (to consider Senate Bills Room 461

No. 918, 952 and 953) Main Capitol

12:00 P.M. BANKING AND INSURANCE (to Room 461

consider the nominations of Steven Main Capitol

D. Irwin, Robert M. Lam and Thomas
A. Michlovic to the PA Securities
Commission; and Senate Bills No. 381,
493 and 1002; and House Bill No. 1654)

FRIDAY, AUGUST 7, 2009

1:00 P.M. EDUCATION (public hearing on St. Francis
School Consolidation) University

117 Ever-
green Dr.
Loretto, PA

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Delaware, Senator Pileggi.

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
now recess until Wednesday, July 15, 2009, at 1 p.m., Eastern
Daylight Saving Time.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate recessed at 4:42 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.


