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

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

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend JOHN W. SHUEY, of Christ Com
munity Church, Camp Hill, offered the following prayer:

Lord, we come to You today because we are charged with
responsibilities that are larger than we are. We are going to deal
this day with issues that affect millions of people and the destiny
of our State, so we come before You because You are the Cre
ator of the universe and everything that is in it. You alone are
the one who has all knowledge and all wisdom. You alone are
the one who knows what is best in every situation, and so we
desperately come before You.

We ask that Your presence would enter this Chamber. We
ask that You would oversee the business of the Senate this day.
We ask that You would be pleased with every conversation, with
all debate and with every vote. We ask that You would oversee
the voting and the debate in such a way that You would cause
things to come out the way that You know is best, because You
alone know what is best for this State and for the people of this
State.

We thank You, Lord, for what You are going to do. We
thank You that You are going to come in and sovereignly rule.
Your words say the king's heart is a stream in the hands of the
Lord and he turns it whatever way he will.

We thank You for this in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ.
Amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Shuey, who
is the guest today of Senator Mowery.

JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. A quorum ofthe Senate being present, the
Clerk will read the Journal ofthe preceding Session of April 10,
2000.

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY

The SECRETARY Consent has been given for the following
committee meetings to occur during today's Session: the Com
mittee on Community and Economic Development in the Rules
room to consider House Bill No. 1142~ and the Committee on
State Government, also in the Rules room, to consider Senate
Bills No. 903, 1078, 1178, 1265, 1330, and 2088.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

Senator BELL, from the Committee on Consumer Protection
and Professional Licensure, reported the following bills:

SB 535 (pr. No. 544)

An Act providing limitations on contracts for dating services, for
cancellation ofdating service contracts and for violations ofthe act.

SB 704 (pr. No. 1863) (Amended)

An Act amending the act of December 17, 1968 (P.L.1224,
No.387), entitled Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection
Law, providing for protection for public sales.

SB 1022 (pr. No. 1221)

An Act amending the act of December 17, 1968 (P.L.1224,
No.387), entitled Unfair Trade Practices and Conswner Protection
Law, further deftning "unfair methods ofcompetition" and "unfair or
deceptive acts or practices'\ and further providing for civil penalties.

SB 1282 (pr. No. 1644)

An Act providing for the licensure of acupuncturists; making an
appropriation; and making repeals.

SB 1305 (pr. No. 1681)

An Act amending the act of March 28, 1984 (P.L.150. No.28),
entitled Automobile Lemon Law, amending the title of the act; and
further providing for defInitions, for repair obligations, for manufac
turer's duty for refund or replacement and for resale ofreturned motor
vehicle.

HB 1856 (pr. No. 2287)

An Act regulating the sale of unused property; requiring unused
property merchants to maintain certain receipts; and prescribing penal
ties.
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Senator MADIGAN, from the Committee on Transportation,
reported the following bills:

SB 1171 (Pr. No. 1461)

An Act designating State Route 65 as the 65th Division Memorial
Highway.

SB 1251 (Pr. No. 1599)

An Act designating a portion ofState Route 2027 in Westmoreland
County, Pennsylvania, as Charles Houck Road.

SB 1296 (Pr. No. 1674)

An Act designating a portion of Routes 22 and 322 in Dauphin
County, Pennsylvania as the John J. Shumaker Memorial Highway.

SB 1332 (Pr. No. 1732)

An Act designating a portion of U.S. Route 62, Pennsylvania
Route 8 in Venango County as the Colonel Francis S. Gabreski High
way.

SB 1412 (pr. No. 1845)

An Act designating a bridge on State Route 44, over Little Pine
Creek in Lycoming County, as the Lieutenant Michael Wolf Bridge.

SB 1418 (pr. No. 1849)

An Act designating a bridge on the MonlFayette Expressway, State
Route 43, carrying the expressway over State Route 71 in Fallowfield
Township, Washington County, as the Colonel Mitchell Paige Bridge.

DB 777 (pr. No. 3326) (Amended)

An Act providing for capital projects for the fiscal year 1999-2000,
itemizing public highway projects to be constructed by the Department
ofTransportation, together with the estimated financial costs; authoriz
ing the incurring of debt without the approval of the electors for the
pmpose offinancing the projects to be constructed by the Department
ofTransportation; stating the estimated useful life of the projects; and
making appropriations.

Senator SLOCUM, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Rural Affairs, reported the following bill:

SB 1417 (pr. No. 1864) (Amended)

An Act amending the act ofDecember 13, 1999 (P.L.905, No.57),
entitled Drought, Orchard and Nursery fudemnity and Flood Relief
Act, increasing grant limits for drought relief.

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

SB 2 (pr. No. 1868) (Rereported)

An Act providing a rebate to homeowners and for the powers and
duties ofthe Department ofRevenue and local assessors; and imposing
penalties.

SB 4 (pr. No. 1818) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, reducing the rate of the capital stock fran
chise tax; providing for a phaseout of the capital stock franchise tax;
and making a repeal.

SB 6 (pr. No. 1872)·(Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, adding an exemption from and reducing the
rate of inheritance taxes.

SB 1188 (pr. No. 1493) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4,1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for personal income tax
definitions.

SB 1202 (pr. No. 1521) (Rereported)

An Act repealing acts relating to enrollment taxes.

SB 1300 (pr. No. 1730) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4,1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, eliminating a requirement for a minimum
liability under the capital stock franchise tax; and making a repeal.

SB 1328 (Pr. No. 1718) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing a temporary exclusion from tax
for certain personal computer sales.

SB 1350 (Pr. No. 1795) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2) entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, expanding eligibility for special poverty
provisions for personal income tax.

RESOLUTION REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

Senator MADIGAN, from the Committee on Transportation,
reported the following resolution:

SR 127 (pr. No. 1865) (Amended)

A Concurrent Resolution directing the Joint State Government
Commission to study and make recommendations concerning the issue
of highway safety and driver distractions, including communications
technology, electronic entertainment and other nontechnological dis
tractions.

The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the Cal
endar.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

RECESS ADJOURNMENT

Senator LOEPER offered the following resolution, which was
read, considered, and adopted by voice vote:
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A majority of all the Senators having voted "aye," the ques
tion was determined in the affirmative.

In the Senate, April 11, 2000

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That
when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, May 1,
2000, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Sen
ate~ and be it further

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjourns
this week it reconvene on Monday, April 17,2000, unless sooner re
called by the Speaker ofthe House ofRepresentatives; and be it further

RESOLVED, That when the House ofRepresentatives adjourns
the week of April 17,2000, it reconvene on Monday, May 1,2000,
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Gerlach
Greenleaf

Kitchen
Kukovich
LaValle
Lemmond
Loeper
Madigan
Mellow

Rhoades
Robbins
Salvatore
Schwartz
Slocum
Stapleton
Stout

NAY-O

Wenger
White
Williams
Wozniak

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

Senator LOEPER Mr. President, I request a legislative leave
for today's Session on behalf of Senator Holi.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests a legislative leave
for Senator Holi. Without objection, that leave is granted.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lackawanna, Sen
ator Mellow.

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

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests a legislative
leave for Senator LaValle. Without objection, that leave is
granted.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Senator MELLOW asked and obtained leave of absence for
Senator FUMO, for today's Session, for personal reasons.

CALENDAR

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 155
CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER, ADOPTED

Senator LOEPER, without objection, called up from page 10
ofthe Calendar, as a Special Order ofBusiness, Senate Resolu
tion No. 155, entitled:

A Resolution designating April 17 through 23,2000, as "Pennsyl
vania Grange Week.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR RICHARD A.

KASUNIC PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Kasunic.

Senator KASUNIC. Mr. President, I rise today to introduce
to the Senate Allison Davies, a young lady from Somerset,
Pennsylvania. She is here today with her parents, Randy and
Barb Davies, and her escort, Luci Adam.

Last November Allison was selected as Pennsylvania's Out
standing Young Woman for the year 2000. This competition
judges participants by academic record, an interview, presence,
presentation, aerobics and fitness, and a performing arts presen
tation. For her arts presentation Allison sang the opera "Voi
Che Saipete."

Allison is a senior at Somerset Area High School, where she
is captain of the cheerleading squad, student council member,
choms member, SADD member, and a performer in the school's
musicals. She also is a member of the National Honor Society,
and most importantly, she carries a 3.8 grade point average. In
addition to her many honors, Allison is also a 1998 graduate of
the Governor's School for the Arts. While there Allison majored
in vocal training.

Mr. President, at this time would you please recognize
Allison, who wishes to address the Senate.

The PRESIDENT. Allison, the microphone and floor are
yours.

Shall we welcome Allison.
(Applause.)
Ms. DAVIES. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. It is a

great honor and pleasure to be able to speak with you today. In
past years, I am aware that many girls from my organization
have come to Harrisburg and addressed you on the topic of arts
in education. In the grand tradition ofbeing different, I vowed
that I would :find something different to talk about. However, the
arts have played such an integral role in my life thus far that I
cannot imagine speaking on anything else.

Allow me first to applaud you. I feel incredibly lucky to live
in a State where the arts are promoted so heartily through pro
grams such as the Pennsylvania Music Education Association
and the Pennsylvania Governor's School for the Arts. I have had
the honor and pleasure of participating in both. However, the
arts programs in our schools are in trouble. Often arts are con
sidered frills in the educational system. For that reason, when
budget cuts set in, the arts are usually the first thing to go. This
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trend is a tragedy that will ultimately lead to a society of adults
who are not well-rounded and cannot think imaginatively.

Things have changed since the days of Henry Ford's assem
bly line production methods. In those days, workers could sim
ply check their brains at the door since their jobs were repeti
tive, doing the same task all day, day after day. Now, however,
there is an increasing emphasis being placed on high quality
and customization ofproducts. Workers producing these prod
ucts need skills such as being creative, analytical, curious, and
self-confident. Hands-on participation in the arts is one of the
best ways to foster these skills. By supporting arts in our
schools, you are supporting a whole generation of innovative
thinkers.

Many schools have not yet incorporated arts into the basic
curriculum because of misunderstandings about arts education
and the way children learn. All students, not just the gifted and
talented, have the ability to benefit from taking part in
arts-related activities. A student who is not "artsy," so to speak,
could still gain confidence, develop language and communica
tions skills, and further his knowledge by participating in the
production of theater at his school. Artistic expression is some
thing that is often devalued in schools because some forms of
art, particularly visual art, mean so much more to the artist than
meets the eye. Expression should not be viewed as the mere
outpouring of emotion like screaming or crying. An artist can
often carefully organize experiences and thoughts from his past
and fuse them with the present to create his art. This expressive
power makes the artist more perceptive to the world around
him, and ultimately he is happier because he has a medium to
change his emotional impressions into products of expression.

Research by the U.S. Department ofJustice found that partic
ipants in youth arts programs showed an increased ability to
express anger appropriately and to communicate effectively. In
light of recent events dealing with violence in schools and
among today's youth, I personally feel that developing effective
communication skills is perhaps the most important subject a
student could possibly be taught in school today. Furthermore,
studies have confirmed that youth vandalize with graffiti and
join gangs in search of recognition, achievement, and
self-expression. The arts provide an alternate outlet for all of
these needs. In America, youth account for about 18 percent of
all violent crime and 33 percent of all serious property crime.
Seven billion dollars is spent annually to incarcerate juvenile
offenders. Providing arts programs for at-risk youth is a form of
intervention that is both effective and affordable.

There have been many successful community projects. For
example, the Manchester Craftsmen's Guild in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, boasts that 80 percent of its participants go on to
college, while only 20 percent ofthe community's nonparticipat
ing youth go on to college. The Stars Program in Fort Myers,
Florida, has been promoting the arts for 3 years. The cost to
taxpayers is· around $850 per participant per year. This may
seem a bit expensive, but a typical boot camp costs $28,000 per
youth per year, and since the implementation of the program,
juvenile crime dropped 27 percent and the rate of repeat crimi
nal behavior for teens dropped 64 percent. It is my opinion that
the numbers speak for themselves when analyzing the impact

that arts can have on a community. Also, considering the money
saved on juvenile incarceration and a savings of tax dollars
which are no longer needed to repair vandalized property, the
programs practically pay for themselves.

It is clear that arts programs provide a counterattack for
so-called at-risk kids, but what advantage do the arts provide for
the fortunate children living stable lives? Well, a study of
25,000 students revealed that participation in the arts led to
greater success in school, regardless of socioeconomic status.
Results included higher grades, higher scores on standardized
tests, increased community service activity, and lower dropout
rates. In a 1998 study, the Educational Testing Service in
Princeton, New Jersey, analyzed SAT scores, and it was con
cluded that students with 4 or more years of study in the arts
outscored students with 6 or less months of instruction in the
arts by an average of 80 points.

But perhaps the greatest thing about the arts is its ability to
unite the masses. Through expressing one's own creativity and
experiencing the creativity ofothers, a new respect is developed.
Art is the best way to get children to understand each other,
especially when they are different than one another. In today's
society where fabulous technological advances are taking place,
it is important that we always remember the true value of aes
thetic beauty created purely by human imagination. To say no
to arts in education in our schools is to rob a child of his creativ
ity and ultimately impede him from reaching his full potential.

Statistics and numbers show us what a tremendous impact
the arts can have on children today, but standing here I cannot
sum up with numbers all the knowledge and fantastic experi
ence I have gained as a result of the arts. You cannot put a price
on creativity, but it can be bought for this nation's youth by sup
porting arts programs in schools.

Thank you.
(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. Thank you, Allison, and I think I speak

for all Members of the Senate when we recognize both the qual
ity ofyour remarks as well as your preparation.

Thank you so much.

GUESTS OF SENATOR NOAH W. WENGER
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. To acknowledge the presence of the
Mount Calvary Christian School, the Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Lancaster, Senator Wenger.

Senator WENGER Mr. President, it is my pleasure to intro
duce some very special guests who are visiting the Senate today,
and they are 55 students from the Mount Calvary Christian
School in Elizabethtown, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. They
are visiting the Capitol today to observe what we do here at our
State's Capitol. They are accompanied by their teachers, Mr.
Tower, who is the lOth grade teacher of government, and also
Mr. Patterson, who is the 12th grade teacher ofU.S. history. We
are pleased to have all ofyou from Mount Calvary visiting the
Senate, and I ask my colleagues to welcome you for your visit
here today.
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The PRESIDENT. Will our guests from Mount Calvary
Christian School please rise so the Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. If I may, I would encourage the students

ofMount Calvary to make your exit. How can I say that gently?
Your bus is waiting, and there are also additional guests who
would like your seats.

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROBERT J.
MELLOW PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, Old Forge High School,
which is located in Lackawanna County and has a great reputa
tion both academically and athletically, has a group of students
from a gifted class here today. Mr. President, they are here
sponsoring a Web site and display at the Capitol Student Tech
nology Expo that is being held in the Rotunda. This gifted class
from Old Forge High School is accompanied by their teacher,
Coleman Nee, and I wish that we would extend to them our
cordial warm welcome, not only for coming to the Capitol today
but also for being a gifted class and for their tremendous work
in technology.

The PRESIDENT. Would our accomplished students please
rise so the Senate can welcome and acknowledge you.

(Applause.)

GUEST OF SENATOR TIMOTHY F.
MURPHY PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator MURPHY. Mr. President, I have the honor of intro
ducing a young lady, a senior Girl Scout who is joining us to
day. She has been shadowing me throughout the day. From the
Girl Scouts of Southwestern Pennsylvania, Kate Campbell has
been chosen to participate in Capitol Days here. She is in the
school marching band, plays trumpet in the jazz band, French
hom in the concert band, and was selected for the Pennsylvania
Music Education Association district band. She is also a mem
ber of the fencing team, track team, Students Against Drunk
Driving, and plays soccer for her Upper Saint Clair community.
She has lived allover the United States, has volunteered as a
camp counselor, and really is noted for her maturity and organi
zational skills. She is truly deserving of much praise, and I am
delighted to have her join us today in the Senate Chamber.

The PRESIDENT. Our guest has already risen, and I ask the
Senate to welcome Kate.

(Applause.)

GUEST OF SENATOR LISA M. BOSCOLA
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator BOSCOLA Mr. President, with us today in the gal
lery is Molly Reynolds. She has been shadowing me for a day
and is part of Capitol Days as well. She is very much interested

in politics and is actively pursuing her dream to hold public
office someday. She is an outstanding student, and is involved
in student government, mock trials, and the high school band.
She has also attended a summer program for academically tal
ented youth called the Center for Talented Youth, and Girl
Scout summer resident camp at Mosey Wood. And by the way,
Molly, I also went to Camp Mosey Wood.

Would the Senate please extend a warm welcome to Molly.
The PRESIDENT. Molly, would you please rise so the Senate

may welcome you.
(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR JOE CONTI
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator CONTI. Mr. President, I rise to introduce constitu
ents from my hometown of Doylestown who are here in the
Senate gallery today, Michael and Sally Nixon and their daugh
ters, Jesse and Dana. The Nixons are spending a day at the
Capitol as a result of their kind and generous contribution to a
Native American Day that was held in Bucks County a while
back.

Their daughters attend Lenape Middle School, and they are
here to observe both Chambers conducting the business of the
people. Mr. President, I respectfully ask you to lead the Senate
ofPennsylvania in a warm welcome.

The PRESIDENT. Would the Nixons please rise so the Sen
ate may welcome you.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR ALBERT ~
BELAN PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator BELAN. Mr. President, it is my honor and great
pleasure to introduce another Girl Scout from my district who
was selected to represent southwestern Pennsylvania in Capitol
Days 2000. With us here today is Maura Hope Linzer, who rep
resents Girl Scout Troop 1701, from Monroeville, Pennsylvania.
She attends Gateway High School where she is also the presi
dent ofher sophomore class. She wants to be a lawyer or a doc
tor in the worst way, and she was very content when we at
tended a meeting today with Senator Mowery and Senator
Murphy.

Maurn's parents are Susan and Richard Linzer. Richard is a
very, very good friend ofmine. He was a prosecutor in my court
room when I was a district justice. They are a very, very
super-nice family. Her mother, Susan, is here today. Maura
shadowed me today, and I hope she learned a little bit about
State government. She wants to be an attorney like her father.

Mr. President, would the Senate welcome Maura and her
mother, Susan, who are here today.

The PRESIDENT. Perhaps I should say, Madam President
and leader of Girl Scout Troop 1701, please rise with your
mother so the Senate may welcome you.
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(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR CHARLES W.
DENT PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator DENT. Mr. President, yesterday I had the privilege
ofannouncing that Lehigh Valley resident Mario Andretti was
recognized as being Driver of the Century. He is from the Naza
reth area. Just a few miles down the road, we have the
Northampton High School "Konkrete Kids" State Champion
Wrestling Team, and, of course, in the Lehigh Valley we are
very proud ofour wrestling tradition. We have had many Olym
pic and NCAA champions, and all sorts in between, but we
argue that we have the finest wrestling in the United States of
America in District 11. I know some of my colleagues in here
may disagree with that. In the Bald Eagle area, Senator Corman
is very proud of their traditions, but in the Lehigh Valley we
think we lay claim to some of the best wrestlers in the country
and the world.

Today I want to recognize the Northampton High School
"Konkrete Kids." They are the Mountain Valley Conference
champions, District 11 Team Dual Champions, District 11 Indi
vidual Team Champions, Northeast Regional Champions, PlAA
Team Dual Champions, and PlAA Individual Team Champi
ons. They are led by their extraordinary coach Don Rohn and
assistant coaches John Masiado, Keith Venanzi, Rich Boyer,
and Lee Todora.

During the regular season, the team's record was 17 wins and
1 loss. I am not sure how that one loss happened, it was just a
mistake. Nevertheless, the team's record for the overall year,
including districts and States, was 23 wins, 1 loss. Ryan
McCallum, who is here with us today, is a senior who was the
District 11 Tournament Champion and PIAA State Champion
at 130 pounds. Coach Don Rohn was named PlAA Coach of the
Year, Morning Call Coach of the Year, and Express Times
Coach ofthe Year. Assistant Principal Charles Dischinat is here
as well, and I would like the Senate to please give the
Northampton High School "Konkrete Kids" Wrestling Team its
usual warm welcome.

The PRESIDENT. Would our champion wrestlers please
rise.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL A. O'PAKE
AND SENATOR JAMES W. GERLACH

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, Senator Gerlach and I are
hosting the Optimists here today from Daniel Boone, and before
I recognize them individually, I just want to say that many,
many, many years ago when I was in high school, Optimist
International sponsored an oratorical contest, and as a result of
winning that, I won a scholarship to college. So I have been
very grateful for what the Optimists do as friends ofyouth.

Today, as ''Youth Appreciation Week" is being celebrated by
Optimist International, Mr. Tom Kirchner, who is the Youth
Appreciation Week chairman, and Mr. Mike Kepple, who is
president of the Daniel Boone Optimist Club, have 15 high
school students here from the Daniel Boone area, and I would
like the Chair to extend its usual warm welcome. Senator
Gerlach represents some of them and I represent some of them,
and we are glad that all of them are here.

The PRESIDENT. Would our Optimist guests please rise so
we can welcome you.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR JEFFREY E.
PICCOLA PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Dauphin, Senator Piccola.

Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, I have a number of guests
in the gallery today, and I would like to first introduce a young
lady who has been shadowing me today, as some of the other
Members have indicated, and I would like to just comment that
I think the Pennsylvania Girl Scout Legislative Network is do
ing an outstandingjob bringing these young ladies to Harrisburg
to learn about government and the legislative process.

The young lady shadowing me today is Alyssha Jordan, who
is a Cadet Girl Scout and a ninth grade student at Susquehanna
Township High School. She is a member of the track team and
she participates and competes in several events during the track
meets. She is a delightful young lady, and I think she has
learned a lot today. Ifwe could welcome Alyssha.

The PRESIDENT. Alyssha, please stand so the Senate may
acknowledge you.

(Applause.)
Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, in addition, we have in

the gallery today a group of cheerleaders, members of the
Cheemastix All-Stars Shooting Stars. This group ofyoung la
dies won the Junior Girls Stunt Division at the Universal Cheer
leaders Association 2000 National All-Star Cheerleading Cham
pionships, which took place last month in Florida. These young
ladies are Nikki Belicic, Ashley Shovlin, Lauren Crawford, and
Leslie Lynch. They are with us today, and I offer them our
heartiest congratulations and ask that the Senate give them its
usual warm welcome.

The PRESIDENT. Would our Cheernastix cheerleaders
please stand so the Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROBERT D.
ROBBINS PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mercer, Senator Robbins.

Senator ROBBINS. Mr. President, I also have a couple of
guests to introduce today. First, I am pleased to introduce Robert
Erdesky, who is serving as a guest Page in the Senate today. He
is an eighth grader at St. Michael School in Greenville, Mercer
County. He is a member of the school's volleyball, track, and
cross-country teams. Robert is accompanied here today by his
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teacher, Mrs. Nancy Kremm, and her husband, John Kremm,
who are seated in the gallery.

The PRESIDENT. Would our guest Page please rise so the
Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)
Senator ROBBINS. Additionally, Mr. President, I would also

like to introduce Kim Munnal, who is seated in the gallery. She
is a resident of Sharpsville in Mercer County and is a Senior
Girl Scout with the Penn Lakes Girl Scout Council. As with
everyone else today, she has been shadowing me for the annual
event sponsored by the Pennsylvania Girl Scout Legislative
Network. Kim is a senior at Sharpsville High School, where she
is a member of the school choir and "PennServe," a volunteer
program in the community. Please join me in welcoming my
guest to the Senate ofPennsylvania.

The PRESIDENT. Would Kim please stand so the Senate
may acknowledge your presence.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR J. BARRY
STOUT PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator smUT. Mr. President, it is my honor this afternoon
to introduce a delegation ofelected officials from Carroll Town
ship, Washington County, which is located in the eastern part
of Washington County in the Mon Valley area where a major
Mon-Fayette Expressway highway project is under construction.
These supervisors are in town for their annual conference in
Hanisburg ofthe Pennsylvania Township Associations. I would
like to welcome Mr. Tom Rapp, Mr. Lou Resovich, and Mr.
Greg WJ.SyallSki. They are supervisors and officials, and they are
,accompanied by Mr. Berman Bigi, their solicitor, and their
wives, Helen Rapp, Rosemary Resovich, and Fran Wisyanski.
Would the Senate give them a warm welcome.

The PRESIDENT. Would our accomplished local officials
please stand so the Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR JAMES W.
GERLACH PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Gerlach.

Senator GERLACH Mr. President, I have the pleasure today
ofintroducing the students ofa first class, an inaugural class, in
Chester County, the Jefferson Citizenship Initiative, which was
just started this past January in four schools in Chester County.
The Jefferson Citizenship Initiative is a distance learning expe
rience utilizing the latest in instructional technology, including
the Internet, interactive video conferencing, and, beginning this
September, with countywide fiber-optic cable network, which
was funded through the General Assembly's passage of the Gen
eral Fund budget last year.

The focus ofthis initiative is on the enhancement of citizen
ship responsibilities and community involvement. It is a 3-year
program for sophomores, juniors, and seniors. A total of 20

students from Chester County are participating in this inaugural
class. They are from the Avon Grove School District, CAT
Pickering School, Great Valley School District, and Oetorara
School District, and we anticipate two additional schools begin
ning with the Initiative in September.

Accompanying the students today is Dennis Snyder, who is
the Initiative coordinator through the Chester County Intermedi
ate Unit, and instructors Dave Purdi, Henry Dettering, Clint
Jones, Susie Bety, and Beth Linenbaugh. I would appreciate the
Senate's usual warm welcome to our guests from Chester
County.

The PRESIDENT. Would our students please stand so the
Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. We encourage the continuance of your

dedicated work.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Kasunic.

Senator KASUNIC. Mr. President, I would be remiss if I
failed to mention that today Allison Davies is celebrating her
18th birthday, and I ask the Senate to join me in wishing her a
very happy and special birthday.

(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. I am sure this august body would opt to

sing "Happy Birthday," but we have business to complete today.
Happy birthday. Thank you for being with us.

GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL A. O'PAKE
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I understand we have been
joined by another group from my district. The Governor Miftlin
Brass Ensemble is here. Governor Miftlin is one of our finest
music education schools in Berks County, and they are perform
ing today from 3 o'clock to 4 o'clock, and I ask that the Chair
recognize them and their talented director, Mr. Paul Cusano.

The PRESIDENT. Would our ensemble members please
stand so the Senate may welcome you.

(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. I think we have acknowledged everyone.

RECESS

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

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, at this time I request a
recess of the Senate, first for the purpose of an off-the-floor
meeting ofthe Committee on Community and Economic Devel
opment to be held in the Rules room at the rear of the Senate
Chamber, to be followed immediately by a Republican caucus
on the first floor. There is also a need for a meeting of the Com
mittee on State Government, but we are going to hold that off
until later in the Session today.

It would be my hope, Mr. President, that after that meeting
and our caucus that we could return to the floor by 3:15 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, upon conclusion of the
meeting to be held off the floor, I request that the Democratic
Members report to our caucus room.

The PRESIDENT. For purposes ofa meeting of the Commit
tee on Community and Economic Development to begin imme
diately in the Rules room, followed by Republican and Demo
cratic caucuses, with the intention of returning at approximately
3:15 p.m., the Senate stands in recess.

Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Corman
Costa
Dent
Earll
Gerlach
Greenleaf

Hughes
Jubelirer
Kasunic
Kitchen
Kukovich
LaValle
Lemmond
Loeper
Madigan
Mellow

O'Pake
Piccola
Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Salvatore
Schwartz
Slocum
Stapleton
Stout

NAY-O

Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White
Williams
Wozniak

AFTER RECESS

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

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

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

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

SB 1200 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.1

BILLS OUT OF ORDER
SB 1200 (pr. No. 1803) -- Without objection, the bill was

called up out of order, from page 2 of the Third Consideration
Calendar, by Senator LOEPER, as a Special Order ofBusiness.

Without objection, the bills on today's Supplemental Calen
dar No. 1 were called out of order by Senator LOEPER, as Spe
cial Orders of Business.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE BILL AMENDED

SB 1200 (pr. No.lS03) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

SB 2 (Pr. No. 1857) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act mnending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, making pennanent the provisions for the
calculation ofthe manufacturing, processing, research and development
exemptions.

An Act providing a rebate to homeowners and for the powers and
duties ofthe Department ofRevenue and local assessors; and imposing
penalties.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

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

required by the Constitution, The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Loeper.

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, with Senate Bill No. 2
before us, I think we recognize that spring always begins the
ardent task ofbeing the budget season in the General Assembly,
and this year once again it offers us unprecedented opportunities
to cut taxes for the residents ofPennsylvania, for businesses, for
property owners, for consumers, for all Pennsylvanians. In fact,
this tax cut package before us offers us the largest tax break ever
in a single year for Pennsylvanians. This will be the seventh
straight year that the legislature has cut taxes, saving the tax
payers ofPennsylvania roughly $4 billion.

The highlight ofthe tax reduction package is a $330 million
property tax rebate program for Pennsylvania's 3.3 million
homeowners. Under the one-time offering, homeowners would
receive about $100 each. This rebate will especially benefit our
older homeowners, many of whom struggle to pay rising local
property taxes in order to keep their homes. The proposal also
complements the changes in the property tax and rent rebate
program that the General Assembly approved last year, which
made more ofour senior citizens eligible for much-needed prop
erty tax relief.

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

Tartaglione
Thompson
Tilglunan

Mowery
Murphy
Musto

YEA-49

Hart
Helfrick
Holl

Annstrong
Belan
Bell

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, prior to the roll call, I ask
for a temporary Capitol leave for Senator Belan.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, that leave is granted.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?
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Another notable bill in the package that we are going to be
dealing with today would cut Pennsylvania's onerous inheri
tance tax by $100 million, offering relief to families, small busi
ness owners, and farmers. However, Mr. President, the bill that
is currently before us now, Senate Bill No.2, would provide the
direct $100 rebate to every homeowner throughout Pennsylva
nia. And, Mr. President, I believe that this provides a
broad-based means ofproviding relief to those individuals who
own their homes as far as the ever-spiraling property taxes they
are confronted with and the decisions that they have to make
each year.

Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative vote on Senate Bill
NO.2.

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

WAGNER AMENDMENT A1491

Senator WAGNER offered the following amendment No.
A1491:

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 1 through 14, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting:

Providing for the establishment, implementation and administra
tion ?fa Statewide homestead property tax relief program; allocating
certaIn surplus revenues to the Homestead Property Tax ReliefFund;
imposing additional powers and duties on the Auditor General, the
State Treasurer, the Secretary of the Budget, the Department ofCom
munity and Economic Development, school districts and county asses
sors; and providing for penalties for false or fraudulent applications.

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 17 and 18; pages 2 through 5, lines I
through 30; page 6, lines 1 through 21, by striking out all of said lines
on said pages and inserting:
Section 1. Short title.

This act shall be known and may be cited as the Homestead Prop
erty Tax Relief Act.
Section 2. Findings and purpose.

The General Assembly fmds and declares as follows:
(a) Legislative fmdings.-

. (1) The rising cost ofpublic education coupled with the de
clme m the State share of funding for public education has re
sulted in a dramatic increase in school district property taxes in
the past few years.

(2) The increase in school district property taxes has placed
a significan~ fmancial burden on homestead property owners
throughout this Commonwealth, the majority ofwhom are middle
class, working families.

(3) Over the last ten years, the Commonwealth has experi
enced numerous budget surpluses which have allowed the Com
monwealth to protect itself from a future economic downturn by
placing money in the Tax Stabilization Reserve Fund.

(4) Having established economic stability, the Common
wealth is now in. a position, when fiscally prudent and responsible,
to return a portion of the budget surplus to school district home
stead property taxpayers within this Commonwealth by way of a
homestead property tax reduction.
(b) Purpose.-The General Assembly declares that it is a valid and

appropriat~ public purpose to enact a system that guarantees the citi
z~ns of this Commonwealth a reduction in their school property tax
bIlls when the Commonwealth experiences strong economic growth.
Section 3. Definitions.

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

"Assessor." The chief assessor of the county or the equivalent
position in a home rule county or the equivalent position in a city of the
third class that performs its own assessments of real property.

"Board." Any of the following:
(1) "Board" as defined in the act of June 26, 1931 (P.L.1379,

No.348), referred to as the Third Class County Assessment Board
Law.

(2) "Board of Property Assessment, Appeals and Review. "
The Board of Property Assessment, Appeals and Review in a
county ofthe second class under the act ofJune 21, 1939 (P.L.626,
No.294), referred to as the Second Class County Assessment Law.

(3) "Board of revision of taxes." The board of revision of
taxes in a county of the fIrst class under the act of June 27, 1939
(P.L.l199, No.404), entitled "An act relating to the assessment of
real and personal property and other subjects of taxation in coun
ties ofthe fIrst class; providing for the appointment ofmembers of
the board of revision of taxes by the judges of the courts of com
mon pleas; providing for the appointment, by the board, of per
sonal property assessors, real estate assessors and assistant real
estate assessors, clerks and other employes; fixing the salaries of
members ofthe board, assessors and assistant assessors, and pro
viding for the payment of salaries and expenses from the county
treasury, prescribing the powers and duties of the board and of the
ass~~sors, the time and manner of making assessments, of the
re~s~on and notice of assessments and of appeals therefrom; pre
scnbmg the records of assessments~and repealing existing laws."

(4) "Board" as defmed in the act ofMay 21,1943 (P.L.571,
No.254), known as The Fomth to Eighth Class County Assessment
Law.
"Domicile." As defmed in section 13 of the act ofDecember 31

1965 (P.L.1257, No.5 11), known as The Local Tax Enabling Act. '
"Dwelling." A structure used as a place of habitation by a natural

person.
"Fund." The Homestead Property Tax Relief Fund established

under section 4.
"Homestead." A dwelling, including the parcel of land on which

the dwelling is located and the other improvements located on the
parcel to which any of the following apply:

(1) The dwelling is primarily used as the domicile of an
own~r ~o is a nattl!al person. The homestead for real property
quahfymg under this paragraph shall not include the land on
which the dwelling is located if the land is not owned by a person
who owns the dwelling.

(2) The dwelling is a unit in a condominium as the term is
defIned in 68 Pa.C.S. § 3103 (relating to defmitions) and the unit
is primarily used as the domicile of a natural person who is an
owner ofthe unit; or the dwelling is a unit in a cooperative as the
tenn is defmed in 68 Pa.C.S. § 4103 (relating to definitions) and
the unit is primarily used as the domicile of a natural person who
is an owner of the unit. The homestead for a unit in a condomin
ium or a cooperative shall be limited to the assessed value ofthe
unit, which shall be determined in a manner consistent with the
assessment of real property taxes on those units under 68 Pa.C.S.
(relating to real and personal property) or as otherwise provided
by law. If the unit is not separately assessed for real property
taxes, the homestead shall be the pro rata share of the real prop
erty.

(3) ~e dwelling does not qualify under paragraph (1) or (2)
and a portIOn of the dwelling is used as the domicile of an owner
~ho is a nattl!al person. The homestead for real property qualify
mg ~der this paragraph shall be the portion of the real property
that IS equal to the portion of the dwelling that is used as the do
micile of an owner.
"School district." A school district of the ftrst class ftrst class A

second class. third class or fourth class, including any independent
school district.

"Surplus ofoperating funds." The amount of revenue unexpended.
unencumbered or unappropriated that exists in and any revenue that
has ~apsed to the General Fund at the conclusion of any fiscal year as
certIfted by the Secretary of the Budget, the Auditor General and the
State Treasurer under section 4(b).
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Section 4. Homestead Property Tax ReliefFWld.
(a) Establishment.-There is hereby established in the State Trea

sury a fund to be known as the Homestead Property Tax ReliefFWld.
(b) Source offund.-At the conclusion of each fiscal year, the Sec

retary ofthe Budget, the Auditor General and the State Treasurer shall,
by majority vote, certify whether there exists a surplus of operating
funds in the GeneralFund that exceeds 1% of the fmal estimate for
General Fund revenue for that fiscal year as signed by the Governor
under section 618 ofthe act ofApril 9, 1929 (P.L.1n, No.175), known
as The Administrative Code of 1929. Ifa surplus of operating funds in
the General Flllld exceeds 1% ofthe Governor's fmal estimate for Gen
eral FWld revenue, 50% of such surplus shall be deposited into the
Homestead Property Tax ReliefFWld established under subsection (a).

(c) Time period for deposit.-The deposit to the fund shall be made
after the deposit to the Tax Stabilization Reserve Fund required under
section 622 of The Administrative Code of 1929, but no later than
November 30.

(d) Appropriation not to lapse.-Any appropriation made to the
fund shall not lapse.

(e) Limitation on deposit.-In a year when no surplus of operating
funds exists in the General Fund or the surplus of operating funds in
the General Fund does not exceed 1% of the fmal estimate for General
Fund revenue for that fiscal year, no deposit to the fund shall be made
under subsection (b).

Section 5. Certification of surplus of operating funds in General
Fund.

(a) Submission of reports.-The chairman and minority chairman
ofthe Appropriations Committee of the Senate and the chairman and
minority chairman of the Appropriations Committee of the House of
Representatives shall each submit a written report to the Secretary of
the Budget, the Auditor General and the State Treasurer that states
whether a surplus of operating funds exists in the General Fund, the
amount ofsuch smplus and the figures used to arrive at the determina
tion. The chairmen of the respective appropriations committees also
shall submit a written report outlining the process used to arrive at
their respective figures. The figures and the report shall be forwarded
to the Secretary ofthe Budget, the Auditor General and the State Trea
surer by August 30 ofeach year.

(b) Certification of surplus.-The Secretary of the Budget, the
Auditor General and the State Treasurer shall certify the existence of
a surplus of operating funds in the General Fund by selecting one of
the four figures submitted by the Chairmen of the Appropriations Com
mittees ofthe Senate and the House.ofRepresentatives under subsec
tion (a). The Secretary of the Budget, the Auditor General and the
State Treasurer shall certify the existence of a surplus of operating
funds in the General Fund by September 15 of each year.

(c) Notification.-If the amount of the surplus of operating funds
in the General Fund, as certified by the Secretary of the Budget, the
Auditor General and the State Treasurer, triggers funding of the Home
stead Property Tax Relief Fund under section 4, the Secretary of the
Budget shall immediately notify the Department of Community and
Economic Development that funding of the Homestead Property Tax
ReliefFund has been triggered.

(d) Notice to counties.-Upon receiving notice under subsection
(c), the Department of Community and Economic Development shall
immediately notify the county assessor's office of each county within
this Commonwealth that funding ofthe Homestead Property Tax Relief
Fund has been triggered.
Section 6. Eligibility ofhomestead property owners.

(a) Applications; detenninations.-Any owner or owners of real
property not delinquent in payment ofany State or local taxes who seek
to have property approved as homestead property shall file an applica
tion with the assessor. Determinations with respect to the qualification
ofall or part ofa parcel ofreal property as homestead property shall be
made by the assessor. The assessor may use the application form devel
oped by the Department of Community and Economic Development
under 53 Pa.C.S. § 8587 (relating to uniform application) in adminis
tering this act.

(b) Filing deadlines; renewal ofapplication.-Applications shall be
filed with the assessor not later than November 30 of each year. The
governing body of a county may adopt a schedule for review or

reapplication for real property previously approved as homestead prop
erty.

(c) Notice of applications and deadlines.-Upon receiving confIr
mation of a budget surplus from the Department of Community and
Economic Development under section 5(c), the assessor shall provide
sufficient notice to the public regarding the availability of applications
to designate real property as homestead property and all filing dead
lines. The assessor shall make applications available at least 60 days
before the filing deadline.

(d) Denial ofapplication.-The assessor shall provide to each prop
erty owner whose application for approval as homestead property is
being denied, in whole or in part, a written notice of the denial by first
class mail not later than 60 days after the filing deadline. The notice
shall include all reasons for denial. Failure by the assessor to provide
notice under this subsection shall be deemed to be approval of the
application.

(e) Appeals of assessor's decision.-Within 30 days of receiving a
written notice of denial under subsection (d), an owner aggrieved by
the decision ofthe assessor may appeal to the board for a review of the
decision in a manner consistent with the provisions for appeal of as
sessments under the applicable assessment law. Appeals under this
subsection shall be limited to whether the application meets the re
quirements ofsubsections (a) and (b), whether the parcel for which the
appeal is made meets the definition ofhomestead property and whether
the owner or owners of the homestead property are delinquent in the
payment ofproperty taxes.

(f) False or fraudulent applications.-The assessor may select,
randomly or otherwise, applications filed under subsection (a) to re
view for false or fraudulent information.

(g) Penalties.-Any person who files an application under subsec
tion (a) which is false as to any material matter shall:

(1) Pay any taxes which would have been due but for the
false application, plus simple interest computed at the rate pro
vided in section 806 ofthe act ofApril 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No. 176),
known as The Fiscal Code.

(2) Pay a penalty equal to 10% of the unpaid taxes computed
under paragraph (1).

(3) Upon conviction for filing an application under subsection
(a) which a person knows to be fraudulent, be guilty ofa misde
meanor of the third degree and be sentenced to pay a fme ofnot
more than $2,500.

Section 7. Duties of assessor and school districts.
(a) Assessor report to school districts.-No later than April 1 of

each year, the assessor shall provide to each school district within the
county at no charge a report certifying the number of eligible home
steads within the school district and listing the parcel number of each
parcel within that school district which was approved, in whole or in
part, as homestead property.

(b) Copy to State Treasurer.-After receiving the certified report
from the county assessor under subsection (a), but not later than April
15, the school district shall forward a copy of the certified report to the
State Treasurer.
Section 8. Duties of State Treasurer.

(a) Calculation.-After receiving the reports required under section
7(b), the State Treasurer shall calculate the total number ofhomesteads
within this Commonwealth that are eligible to receive a disbursement
from the fund.

(b) Determination of individual disbursements.-The State Trea
surer shall calculate the amount that each homestead is entitled to
receive from the fund by dividing the amount ofmoney in the fund by
the number of eligible homesteads as calculated under subsection (a).

(c) Notification to school districts.-Upon calculating the amount
that each homestead owner is entitled to receive from the fund llllder
subsection (b), the State Treasurer shall, not later than May 1 of each
year, notify each school district of the total revenue to be disbursed
from the fund to eligible homestead owners within that district and the
amount that the school district shall receive from the fund.

(d) Payment.-The State Treasurer shall, not later than July 1, mail
a check to each school district in the amount that the school district is
entitled to receive from the fund as calculated under subsection (c).
Section 9. School district property tax reduction.
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(a) Reduction ofproperty tax.-Upon receipt of the infonnat~on

forwarded to the school district by the State Treasurer under sectlon
8(c), each school district shall ado~t ~ homestead exclusio~ for the
upcoming fiscal year. The school dlstnct homestead exclusIon shall
reduce homestead property taxes in an amount equal to the amount !he
school district will receive from the fund. The homestea~ exclUSIon
adopted by the school district under this act shall be effectlve only for
the upcoming fiscal year and not thereafter. .. .

(b) Written notice to taxpayer.-The sch~l dl~trict shall mclude
in its property tax billings for the fi~cal year m. which the homestead
exclusion is adopted a written notice infonnmg the taxpayer that
hislher property taxes have been reduced by the Comm~nw~~lthbe
cause of a budget surplus and that the Comm~nwealth IS aIding the
homestead property taxpayer in the payment of hIS property taxes. The
notice shall be in the following form:

Dear Taxpayer: . '.
Enclosed is your property tax bIll for the upcommg fiscal
year. You will notice that your taxes have been lowe~ed

through a homestead exclusion. This homestead. exclUSIOn
was made possible by the existence of a StateWIde budget
surplus. Act of 1999 requires that, in ~y year where a bud
get surplus exists, eligible ~e~syl~a homestead ~rol?e,rtY
owners will receive a reduction m therr property tax lIabIlIty.
This year you have received a $ tax reduction. This por
tion ofyour tax liability will be paid by the Commonwealth.

Section 10. Limitations.
In accordance with the homestead property exclusion limitations

under section 2(bXvi) ofArticle VIII of the Constitution ofPennsylva
nia no school district shall authorize an exclusion for homestead prop
ertY in excess of the amount which is one-half of the:: m~dian assessed
value of all homestead property within the school dIstrict.
Section 11. Effective date.

This act shall take effect immediately.

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

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

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I rise in support of this
amendment to Senate Bill No.2, in essence, to make Senate Bill
No. 2 a better piece oflegislation, and I would suspect that over
the next halfhour or so there will be a debate within this Cham
ber about the merits of this amendment and trying to improve
upon Senate Bill No.2. .

Mr. President, the amendment in front of us today IS an
amendment known in general terms as Home-STAR, and I have
to give a little history with regard to Home-STAR. Back in
mid-l999, Senate Democrats put forth I think an excellent idea,
an idea that we call Home-STAR. It is a property tax credit for
all homeowners based on our budget surplus. And our Majority
Leader just spoke about our budget surplus, that we have had a
budget surplus accumulatively over the last 6 years somewhere
in the area ofabout $4 billion, a huge budget surplus due to the
positive national economy and also due to the positive economy
that Pennsylvania has had and that Pennsylvania government
has benefitted from that budget surplus.

And in the 6 previous years, Mr. President, there have been
a number of tax cuts, the far majority of which have been busi
ness tax cuts in the last 6 years, and I have supported each and
every one of those tax cuts. As a matter of fact, I have been an
advocate of several of those tax cuts, as I know many of my
colleagues have been also.

What Senate Bill NO.2 does and what this amendment does
going further than Senate Bill NO.2 is it really provides a tax
cut to the common people of Pennsylvania, the 3-plus million
homeowners in Pennsylvania. And I think really the discussion
we are going to have today is a very interesting discussion be
cause the bill in front of us is, as simply as can I state Senate
Bill No.2, a tax rebate for I year, and the amendment in front
ofus, Mr. President, is a tax credit that would apply to each and
every year from this year forward, whenever we have a budget
surplus exceeding 1 percent of our budget.

Mr. President, across Pennsylvania, the public has asked for,
more than any other tax break, a property tax break, especially
my constituency base in western Pennsylvania, where basically
we have an antiquated property tax system. And because ofhav
ing an antiquated property tax system, people, due to the fact
that they own property, are paying too much in property taxes.
Everything is out of balance in Pennsylvania because our tax
system in general is antiquated. Therefore, the majority of peo
ple are saying to us, help us with the property tax.

This amendment today, by providing a permanent property
tax credit through the school district where that person lives, is
something that moves in a very positive direction, rather than
a property tax rebate. In addition, the public has said to us over
and over, all of us, that they are payirig too much in taxes, and
that is really what the surplus is saying to us also for 6 consecu
tive years. And, Mr. President, the pu~lic is right. They are
paying too much in taxes. It is their money. And for us to find
ways to give that money back is the right thing for this Senate,
this General Assembly, and the administrative part of govern
ment, it is the right thing to do.

IfI were to create a simple analogy, a gallon of milk costing
$1.99 a gallon, the people in Pennsylvania are paying $2.10 for
their gallon ofmilk when they are paying their State taxes. And
I am talking about all State taxes. In other words, they are pay
ing too much for the gallon of milk, they are paying too much
in terms of State taxes. We want to do something about that
with this amendment We want to say from this day forward that
when you pay too much in taxes, you are going to have a tax
credit based on your property taxes and the fact that you are a
homeowner in Pennsylvania. So the public is saying they are
paying too much in taxes, and what we want to do today is give
some of that money back, just not this year, but hopefully in
future years.

Who is paying too much in taxes and who has trouble paying
taxes? Generally, it is the people on fixed incomes or people not
making a lot of money, and those people, generally speaking,
live in a home. I have heard more from senior citizens about
property taxes than anyone, senior citizens living on a fixed
income trying to stay in their home, trying to maintain a home
when many costs of maintaining the home keep going up, and
the money that they are taking in from their pension and Social
Security has very minute increases. Also, the people who are
working very hard in terms of having multiple jobs, working at
minimum wage and making $15,000, $20,000, $25,000 a year.
They are the people we want to benefit from a tax decrease. And
that is what this amendment does today, for the people who own
a home, even though that home may not be worth a lot, they
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own a home and are required to pay property taxes. We are try
ing to give them a property tax credit with this amendment.

I say all that because that is what Home-STAR is about.
Home-STAR is a program where property tax credits would be
given to those homeowners. That is different than Senate Bill
No. 2 in front of us today that is a property tax rebate. A prop
erty tax rebate is a check written to a homeowner. A property
tax credit is a credit given against the taxes they pay in property
taxes. Consequently, that is the issue in front of us.
Home-STAR, I believe, and I know a lot of people in this
Chamber believe, is better than Senate Bill NO.2 as it is written
in front ofus, and that is the argmnent we are trying to put forth
here today, Mr. President, to get 26 votes out of 50, hopefully to
get this amendment passed.

As we know, the Governor proposed in his Budget Address
that his program, his property tax rebate program, as the Major
ity Leader just indicated, would basically give about $100 in a
rebate back to the homeowner this year, this calendar year.
What we are trying to do again is do something different, some
thing that is more than one time. So what is the difference be
tween what is in front of us today in terms of a property tax
rebate in Senate Bill No. 2 and the amendment that I have just
put forth? What is the difference between Home-STAR and the
Governor's proposal?

Well, number one, again, I must reiterate that ours is a per
manent program based on a budget surplus, a budget surplus
that exceeds 1 percent, and ifit exceeds 1 percent, 50 percent of
the surplus would be applied to a property tax credit. That is our
program. Multiple years. Excess money coming into State gov
ernment. The need for us to give the money back. What is the
Governor's proposal in Senate Bill No.2? A one-time property
tax rebate. We think simply on that one issue alone, Mr. Presi
dent, that our amendment, our proposal, is far better for the 3
plus million property owners in Pennsylvania.

Number two, ours is a property tax credit, not a rebate. Well,
what is the difference between a property tax credit and a re
bate? I explained that a little bit earlier, and some of my col
leagues are going to explain it further, but it has many advan
tages, especially due to the fact that a property tax credit stays
totally 100 percent within Pennsylvania. A rebate going back to
the taxpayer, a portion of that will have to be applied to Federal
taxes, therefore those dollars, a portion of the dollars, it is esti
mated to be anywhere from 15 percent to 25 percent of the
$300-plus million, would go to Washington, D.C., in Federal
taxes. So a second area where our program is superior to Senate
Bill No. 2 in front of us is those tax implications, and some of
my colleagues are going to speak to that.

Another reason is that ours in essence has no administrative
costs. But the program in front ofus under Senate Bill No.2 has
anywhere from a $15 million to $20 million administrative cost
that is part of it, something that the taxpayer must pay for
through State government. There are many, many other advan
tages. I am only going to state some ofthem here and now, Mr.
President.

Under the amendment in front of us, ifHome-STAR were in
existence last year in 1999, each homeowner in Pennsylvania,
based on last year's surplus, would have received a property tax

credit of $129. And ifyou go back over the past several years,
they would have received property tax credits somewhere
slightly more than $100 a year. And, Mr. President, I think that
is a lot of money. It has been said by many people that that is
not a lot of money, and I think that needs to be addressed also.
One hundred dollars a year to someone who makes $100,000 a
year is not a lot of money, or to someone who makes $200,000
a year it is not a lot of money, or maybe to someone who makes
$50,000 or $75,000 it is not a lot ofmoney. But $100 a year to
the majority of homeowners in Pennsylvania is a lot of money.
And that is what we are talking about today in this amendment
on a permanent basis when we have a surplus.

What does $100 a year do? Well, maybe to a family with two
or three children, it buys them their new clothes for Easter
Sunday, or maybe to the senior citizens living on fixed income,
it is the" extra sum of money they need to get their heating oil.
Or maybe it is the food on their table if they are only making
$12,000, $13,000, $14,000 a year. One hundred dollars a year
is a lot of money to a lot of people in Pennsylvania. It is a tax
break back to the ordinaty person, so I think it is very worthy of
us pursuing it just not on a I-year basis but on a multiple-year
basis, as this amendment, Home-STAR, proposes to do. And it
is important to mention, Mr. President, rather than Senate Bill
NO.2 in front ofus, we could simply have Senate Bill No. 1230,
which is Home-STAR, rather than me having to offer this
amendment here today.

Mr. President, I could go on and on. I know there are others
who want to speak to this issue, but we are doing some other
things in the tax structure today, one of which is reducing the
capital stock and franchise tax for business, and we all recall in
the Governor's address that that is a permanent reduction in the
capital stock and franchise tax by 2 mills. Not just 1 year, as is
the property tax rebate to the average person, but the capital
stock and franchise tax to business is a permanent 2-mill reduc
tion. And the Governor even went further in his Budget Address
and said, let us reduce it every year 1 mill and eliminate it over
an 8- or lO-year period.

Should not Pennsylvanians living in homes with an oppres
sive property tax deserve the same? That is what this amend
ment does. It does not in any way infringe on the moneys
needed to operate State government. It simply says ifwe have a
surplus, the average person this year and in the future is going
to benefit from that surplus. So, Mr. President, all the argu
ments lean to this amendment versus what is in Senate Bill No.
2. What we want to do with Senate Bill No.2 is improve upon
it. We want to make it a better piece of legislation. We in the
Senate here today have a magnificent, and I repeat, a magnifi
cent opportunity to help homeowners, property taxpayers in
Pennsylvania, permanently, and I hope that we have a positive
vote on this excellent amendment which is called Home-STAR.

Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman

from Northampton, Senator Boscola.
Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I rise to support the

Home-STAR amendment just offered so eloquently by Senator
Wagner. It is not that often that government gives a tax break
to middle-class working families. Usually middle-class taxpay-
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ers watch their tax dollars pay for programs that reduce some
body else's taxes. Whether reducing taxes for low-income fami
Iies or cutting corporate business taxes, it always seems like
somebody else is getting the tax cut. Middle-class taxpayers do
not have lobbying firms knocking on our doors every year to
give them a break. But this year, thanks to a healthy budget
surplus, we have the opportunity, in fact I would say we have
the obligation, to finally provide a tax cut to middle-class, work
ing families all across Pennsylvania in the form of property tax
relief. Now, I do not think, I am sure of it, I do not think I am
giving away any political secrets here when I say that everyone,
everyone in this Chamber supports a tax cut for middle-class
working families. That is not what we are debating here with
this amendment, because there really should be no debate and
no disagreement about letting working families finally, and I do
mean finally, share in our State budget surplus.

So, Mr. President, the only question here is simple: How
much of a tax break are homeowners going to get? Is the aver
age homeowner going to get $72, or are they going to get $129?
Are they going to get one check, one tax break this year and
then be forgotten, which would exactly happen if we did not
pass this amendment today, or are they going to get one check
each and every year when the State collects too much of their
tax dollars? That is exactly the amendment that is offered today,
and I hope will be passed..

Mr. President, I do not think my constituents care too much
ifthe Governor mails out their checks in October or September
or on their birthdays, for that matter. They need the tax break
and they need it now. They are getting killed. They are getting
killed every year that their property taxes go up, and they are
looking to us for help. Mr. President, Home-STAR would put
more money in the pockets of Pennsylvania homeowners this
year, and that is where it belongs, because it is not the State's
money, it is the people's money. This Home-STAR amendment
would not send $44 million to Washington, D.C., as Uncle
Sam's share ofthe budget surplus, and the Home-STAR amend
ment would not cost $16 million in bureaucratic administrative
costs.

Mr. President, we have the chance today to give Pennsylva
nia homeowners more tax reliefby voting for this amendment.
For that reason, I ask for an affirmative vote.

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

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I, likewise, rise in support
ofthe Wagner amendment, the so-called Home-STAR proposal.
When we go back into our districts, as we have done for several
months now as Senate Democrats, the one issue that is overrid
ing, that is all-consuming, that is the most pressing tax issue in
the district is the unfairness and the rising school property
taxes. There may have been a time when there was some ratio
nal connection between the school property tax and the educa
tional needs of the community, but that is no longer true. This
tax is unfair, it is oppressive, it is driving many, many people
out oftheir homes. Not only senior citizens but other people in
our cities and in our suburbs are fleeing because they cannot
afford the school property tax.

We know as a fact that school property taxes in Pennsylvania
over the last 5 years have risen by $450 million. That is $450
million more that our senior citizens and working families who
happen to own their own homes have had to pay for schools,
whether they have children going to those schools or not. We
know at the same time during those last 5 years Pennsylvania
has been fortunate in accruing billions of dollars in State sur
plus. So on one hand, local homeowners are paying more for
school property taxes while the State is collecting more money
than is needed for funding of State government programs. The
one who is really caught and hurt in the middle of this squeeze
is the homeowner.

This proposal, this amendment, the Home-STAR amend
ment, is the first real step toward permanent and real property
tax reform. The one shot, the $100, yes, that is nice, and when
that check comes right before the election, I am sure a lot of
voters are going to be happy, but what about next year? If it is
good policy in an election year, we ought to make that reduction
permanent. The proposed shift that was embodied in the Home
stead Act of 1998 has not saved one homeowner a single dollar
in Pennsylvania, and that is because school districts have not
been willing to implement it. We have here a golden opportu
nity for each ofus to say that it is time to have meaningful prop
erty tax reductions for the oppressed homeowner, the property
taxpayer who cannot afford it anymore, and now this is the op
portunity for us to strike a blow for those kinds of overburdened
property taxpayers. So when you go home and you ask what is
important in the minds of the people whom we are supposed to
represent, overwhelmingly the answer will be, reduce my school
property taxes.

Mr. President, this is the time, now is the opportunity, we
have the chance to not only give a I-year $100-minus-Internal
Revenue-tax rebate to the homeowners, but we have the oppor
tunity to place in the structure, in the laws of the Common
wealth ofPennsylvania that whenever we have a huge surplus,
halfofthat surplus should go back to the homeowners ofPenn
sylvania. The time has come. We have spent years and years
and years talking about it. This afternoon is the time to do
something about it. I urge an affirmative vote for the
Home-STAR, the Wagner amendment.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I rise in oppo
sition to the amendment, but with the caveat that I think that
every Member of this Senate, Democrat and Republican alike,
is committed to dealing with an onerous tax situation that we all
know is the property tax. It is not that anyone is in support of
the property tax and extending the property tax, it is the method
that each ofour respective Caucuses and parties and the Gover
nor and the Minority party in the Senate believe to be a reason
able means of getting money back to the people.

Mr. President, property tax relief is very much on the minds
ofall Pennsylvanians. That is clearly the reason the $100 rebate
contained in Senate Bill No. 2 is a major and key part of the tax
reduction package proposed by Governor Ridge. The
Home-STAR amendment offers a sort of promise that if things
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go really well with the State budget, then and then only property
tax relief is pledged. That is irrespective of other public priori
ties for tax cutting, such as reducing and eventually eliminating
inheritance taxes, and irrespective of other tax cutting commit
ments to spur job growth, such as phasing out the capital stock
and franchise tax.

Mr. President, at the same time, because it is a conditional
promise, there will be years when no State money is available.
So what would happen? We would build up public hopes and
expectations, then deliver reduced rebates or no rebates, not
exactly the sort ofthing to make the taxpayers gain faith in our
sincerity or our reliability. Does anyone really believe this would
not quickly become an entitlement demanded in years of tight
finances, as well as surplus years, and become the political thing
to do?

A different problem is that this·proposal is not quite what it
seems. Home-STAR has been the subject for a great deal of
public relations attempts, yet I have not received petitions or
letters or any other indications from taxpayers urging its adop
tion, which is extremely odd for something advertised as it is.
However, there is some supportive mail coming in, letters from
school superintendents and resolutions from school directors.
There is a reason for that. Shortly after the measure was un
veiled, a letter was dashed off to school leaders. Nothing in that
message was pro-taxpayer. Rather, school directors were told
this was a way to end-run taxpayer unhappiness. This was a real
deal for the education establishment. Get State money, keep
your spending and taxing powers intact, avoid giving taxpayers
the powers and protections available under Act 50, the property
tax relief law that keeps the decision local and gives taxpayers
a say in things, a tme partnership.

So you see, there is a problem, Mr. President. The real audi
ence for Home-STAR is the people who want full and unfettered
power to raise school property taxes. School boards can sit back
and hold tight to a system that is the least restrictive in the na
tion. They can wait for some political windfall, such as KEEPS,
which from its description stands for the State raises the taxes
and the school keeps the money. In the meantime, Mr. Presi
dent, if there is to be an occasional check coming from Harris
burg, maybe that will deflect taxpayer attention from school
spending and taxing decisions, the real source of public discon
tent.

Mr. President, we have listened to a lot of speeches about
what Home-STAR is supposed to do, but when you look at the
bill that was introduced and the amendment that Senator Wag
ner has offered, the money goes to the school districts. I repeat,
the money does not go to the taxpayer, it goes to the school dis
tricts in the form of a credit. The school districts determine a
homestead exemption and notify the homeowners. There is
nothing specified in there about mandated dollar-for-dollar re
ductions or any apparent antiskimming provisions, potentially
significant omissions, ifyou will.

So, an amendment said to favor taxpayers actually works
against the taxpayer interest. Perhaps that is why individuals
have not been inundating us with letters supporting
Home-STAR. I am amazed and perplexed by some of the argu
ments made today. Suggesting savings in years when the

Home-STAR concept did not even exist goes beyond clever. I
suppose ifyou work the numbers back to previous administra
tions, even back to the Eisenhower administration, you could get
a really big number, but that kind of calculating is nothing more
than political book-cooking.

As for tax implications, every State offering something simi
lar, one-shot or multi-year, has tried to get around the IRS. The
success rate: zero. What is offered here will get snared by Fed
eral tax liability too, but we already know, with a letter from the
Department ofRevenue, that the $100 rebate will not get snared
by the State Department of Revenue, so there is no magical
advantage on that count either. .

When we get to the bottom line, the argument is over
whether we want to tie our hands in future years by creating a
program which could mean something, or which could mean
nothing, depending on what the State economy does. There is
no way to demonstrate or approve a better deal for the taxpay
ers, thus there is no real imperative to approve such a plan.

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 2 is a good bill without this
amendment. It features for the first time State-funded reliefon
property taxes, which returns real money to many hardworking
Pennsylvanians, and certainly I agree with Senator Wagner that
that money is very important to overwhelmingly most Pennsyl
vanians who have'worked hard and contributed their tax dollars.
It does this directly without taking away the incentive for local
property tax reduction and nuisance tax elimination in school
districts. That, Mr. President, gets much closer to what taxpay
ers really want. They get that money in hand, not some nebulous
tax credit that could be taken away by an increase in property
taxes by a school board that provides the credit. They would
really be getting nothing if that was to occur. That gets what
taxpayers really want - property taxes reduced, nuisance taxes
eliminated, and control over spending, control over spending,
so that property taxes do not jump back again. That is what the
Governor's proposal is, that is what Senate Bill No.2 does.

Mr. President, I believe it is a good proposal for the taxpay
ers, and I would urge the rejection ofthe Wagner amendment.

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, there are other Members

on this side ofthe aisle who would like to speak on the passage
ofthe Home-STAR amendment that has been offered by Senator
Wagner, a proposal that has been worked on by this Caucus for
several years to try to identify a way in which we could have a
meaningful reduction in property taxes. And, Mr. President, I
would not be speaking at this point ifit were not for the fact that
there are some statements that were made by the previous
speaker that are not accurate and in fact must be corrected.

First all of, Mr. President, I do agree with him that Senate
Bill No. 2 is a good bill. It is a good bill, but there is a lot of
room to make it a better bill. Senate Bill No.2, in its current
form, has an administrative price tag of$16 million. It is quite
conceivable that we would be using $16 million of taxpayer
money to return a surplus to the taxpayer who made that surplus
possible. Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 2 also is taxable to the
Federal government. And is it not incredible that we have
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money that we want to give back to the taxpayer because ofthe
bloated surplus here in Harrisburg, and we want to give it back
in the fonn of taxation to bloat another surplus that is taking
place in Washington?

Mr. President, very simple calculations that have been given
to us by members ofthe Pennsylvania Society of Certified Public
Accountants very clearly indicate that with the enactment of this
proposal, of the money that will go back to the taxpayer, up to
$44 million wouldbe a check made out to the Internal Revenue
Service. 1bis money to the Internal Revenue Service is based on
the surplus that the Pennsylvania taxpayer has made possible.

Mr. President, Senator Jubelirer said that this is a proposal
that has been advanced by the administration for a tax reduc
tion. It is a tax reduction by the Ridge administration. Senate
Bill No.2, minus the amendment that is being offered by Sena
tor Wagner, is not a tax reduction at all. It does not impact one
bit on any tax rate in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
whether it be a State tax or a tax that is charged in millage by
a school district. All Senate Bill No.2 does, minus the amend
ment, is make a refund or a rebate of taxes available, and what
a refund or a rebate of taxes being available means is that in the
following year for an individual who filed a Federal tax return
and itemized their deductions, they must show this as income in
their next filing of their Federal tax return for the purpose of
paying Federal taxes on that proposal. And that is how you
come up with up to a $44 million tax consequence for the people
of Pennsylvania to get money back from a surplus that they
made possible here in Harrisburg.

And then, Mr. President, I think the real part ofhis discus
sion that has to be corrected, and I am kind of surprised because
Senator Jubelirer is a very intelligent, very articulate spokesper
son, but Senator Jubelirer stated that there is no dollar-for-dollar
reduction in taxes to the homestead individual based on the bill
that is before us right now through the amendment process of
Senator Wagner. I would like to instruct Senator Jubelirer, or a
member of his staff, that if they go to the amendment that was
offered to Senate Bill No.2, Printer's No. 1857, amendment
A1491, and go to page 6 and start reading on line 9, it says,
"The school district homestead exclusion shall reduce home
stead property taxes in an amount equal to the amount the
school district will receive from the fund." I submit to Senator
Jubelirer that he should at least clarify the record that the
amount of money that will be given to the school district must,
by law, be given on a dollar-for-dollar basis back to the district
and the homestead exclusion as it applies to the homestead
property owner.

Now I understand, Mr. President, that there is a great zeal on
behalf of the Majority party in the Senate to try to discredit
Home-STAR. It has been from day one, Mr. President, and the
attack to tty to discredit Home-STAR is one by saying that ifwe
make this money available, that this is only money that will be
used for school districts to further advance some programs that
school districts would like to have. Nothing is further from the
truth than to even suggest that this particular proposal would
not be a dollar-for-dollar reduction. So ifwe say that is the case,
ifHome-STAR had been in effect for the year 1998-99, with a
smplus of$772 million, ifeach homestead exemption in Penn-

sylvania would have been given a $129 rebate to that property
owner, it would have been a dollar-for-dollar $129 rebate. And
the record must be clear that what was said by the previous
speaker in that particular regard was not accurate.

Furthennore, Mr. President, Senator Jubelirer said that he
did not, or his people did not, receive petitions or a let
ter-writing campaign and there is no broad-based support for
Home-STAR. Well, Mr. President, I would like to share with
him these that just came in within this past week. And ifSena
tor Jubelirer would like to just read them, we would be only too
happy to show them to him. There are tens of thousands of let
ters, Mr. President. There are tens ofthousands of applications.
There are tens of thousands of people who are saying, yes, I
want my money back. They have come from all parts of the
Commonwealth. So, if Senator Jubelirer did not receive them,
I would be only too happy to share them with him and with any
other Member, either Democrat or Republican, that may have
come from their senatorial district because, quite frankly, there
are enough of them.

All that we want to do is make a good bill better. All that we
want to do is ifwe are going to tell the people ofPennsylvania
that we are going to give them a tax reduction, let us give them
a tax reduction. Senate Bill No.2, in the fonn as introduced by
Senator Salvatore as the prime sponsor, does not do that. It
gives a taxable rebate back to individuals who will be identified
as people who have paid their property taxes for the purpose of
funding school districts for this particular year.

Mr. President, this is a very, very, very important piece of
legislation. I, like Senator Wagner, have supported reductions
in taxes for businesses in Pennsylvania. I support Senate Bill
No.4, which deals with the capital stock and franchise tax and
the manufacturers' exemption and tells us that what the Gover
nor said in his budget presentation, that he would like to phase
out the capital stock and franchise tax over a 10-year period of
time, will do that. I support him in that avenue, Mr. President.
I support him in that venue to reduce and to eliminate property
taxes. But I also think it is important for the 12 million people
who live in this Commonwealth, for the 3.3 million people who
are paying property taxes to fund education, that they be given
the same opportunity to have a meaningful tax reduction. Senate
Bill No.2, minus the Home-STAR amendment as offered by
Senator Wagner, does not do that. And it would be unfortunate
ifanyone would leave this Chamber today and be that intellectu
ally dishonest with people and say we have reduced their tax
burden, because that has not been done and without action being
taken on Horne-STAR, there will be a $100 rebate, it will go
back to some 3.3 million homeowners in Pennsylvania. It will
be taxable by a rate of some at 15 percent, some at 28 percent,
some can pay as high as 36 percent. We then will have the
Pennsylvania smplus, the Pennsylvania surplus from which this
money is carved, and a part of that surplus will find its way
down the Washington Beltway, out ofHarrisburg, right into the
Federal revenue coffers to the tune ofup to $44 million, when
in fact that does not have to take place.

So, ifwe want to be true to our convictions, ifwe want to be
honest with the constituents we represent and we want to tell
them that we are going to give them meaningful reductions in
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property taxes, then we must do so by doing one of two things:
either giving them a credit on the taxes that they will pay next
year, or we will have to actually reduce the percentage of taxes
that people in Pennsylvania would pay.

So, I do agree with Senator Jubelirer that it is a good bill. It
is a good first start, Mr. President, but the important thing in the
bill is to make a good bill better. And the amendment that was
offered by Senator Wagner, and supported by every Member of
this Caucus, as written to us by tens of thousands of people in
Pennsylvania and throughout this great Commonwealth of ours,
they are saying that they want their tax money back now. They
do not want part of their tax money to go to the Federal govern
ment to pay the Federal government income tax on taxes they
have paid in Pennsylvania. They want their tax money back
today, and Senate Bill No.2, unless its amended, does not do
that.

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

Blair, Senator Jubelirer.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, in response,

Senator Mellow asked me to clarify the dollar-for-dollar reduc
tion. In the original bill there was none. In the amendment, as
Senator Mellow has clearly stated, it appears. However, my
position has been and continues to be that there is nothing to
stop school boards from raising the taxes after that. They can
raise them the same time that year, they can raise them the next
year. At least in the old Casey tax plan of 1989, which was de
feated by the voters in a 3 to 1 referendum, there was a 5-year
moratorium before school boards could raise your property taxes
again, and then the people voted it down 3 to 1, so there are no
restraints on school boards from raising the taxes in the future.
Yes, they give the dollar-for-dollar reduction, I will clarify that,
but having said that, my original statement was that they can
raise your taxes. They can. There is nothing to preclude them
from raising your taxes later that year, the next year, to do that.

And, Mr. President, regardless, we have a very significant
difference of opinion in our judgment over here. Certainly, the
amendment as offered by Senator Wagner is going to be taxable
by the IRS~ not by the Pennsylvania Department ofRevenue, but
by the IRS. It has been done. Similar plans have been declared
taxable income by the IRS all across this country, and there is
no reason to believe, other than the point that Senator Mellow
makes about the Bureau of Certified Public Accountants sug
gesting this, but I would tell you that at least the people we
talked to believe that it would be just as taxable.

Mr. President, the bottom line is that the taxpayer does not
see this money. The money goes directly to the school districts,
and I suggest that again it is the school boards, the school dis
tricts, and those who collect the taxes who are more enamored
with this proposal than is the taxpayer, who believes that when
they get their $100 rebate, at least they will have the money in
hand, Mr. President, and they can do as they see fit. Whether it
is taxable by the IRS, it is still money that they have. Money
that is going to be paid to the IRS under their proposal or under
our proposal, but it goes to the taxpayer. Act 50 was a taxpayer
partnership with local government, with the school boards in
this situation, but certainly, Mr. President, those taxes can be

raised anytime. The taxpayer does not see it, and the taxpayer
really does not gain by that.

There is a lot that can be done. Perhaps next year when tax
payer groups all across this great Commonwealth under Act 50
are legally permitted to use the initiative process to get on the
ballot and to force school boards to utilize the referendum pro
cess on property taxes as opposed to wage taxes, I think that you
are going to see a great change.

Yes, Mr. President, we are in a great deal of turmoil. Yes, we
have a difference of opinion, and I respect the fact that Senator
Mellow and his Caucus have indeed accepted the challenge and
tried to make a bill better. That is their job, that is every one of
our jobs, and I respect that. I just do not believe that we are on
the same page. I do not believe that it is in the best interest of
the taxpayer. We believe the taxpayer will get that money di
rectly and use that money however he or she sees fit, not a credit
that can be against your taxes that could be raised anytime in
the future, even though, Mr. President, it may be used as a dol
lar-for-dollar reduction under the Wagner amendment, not un
der the bill, as I said, but under the amendment. Senator Mellow
is correct, but it has to be said that there is no preclusion ofany
kind, no restrictions of any kind that would preclude a school
district from raising your taxes in the future, and frankly, Mr.
President, around this Commonwealth we found certainly in
1989, when people voted 3 to 1 against the Casey tax plan, we
found that certainly people do not trust their taxing bodies, their
local government particularly, their school boards more particu
larly, not to raise their taxes. There is no great outpouring of
taxpayer confidence in that process.

I hope, Mr. President, that we can continue, we will continue
the dialogue on property taxes. Our Caucus certainly believes
that it is a problem. We will continue to discuss it, but in the
meantime, I think this is the quickest way to get money into
taxpayers' hands, and again, I respect the fact that there are
differences ofopinion and interpretations, but I believe that the
Wagner amendment does not make this bill better. I believe, in
fact, it weakens the bill, and I urge the rejection of it and the
passage of Senate Bill No.2.

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, would the gentleman

from Blair, Senator Jubelirer, stand for brief interrogation?
The PRESIDENT. Senator Jubelirer, would you stand for

interrogation?
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I would be

delighted.
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, Senator Jubelirer has been

critical ofRome-STAR by saying there are no restraints in the
amendment that would prohibit allow school districts from in
creasing taxes once they received the $129 credit under
Home-STAR that they would have received in the year 1998-99
had Home-STAR been in effect. Can the gentleman cite for us
in the current bill, Senate Bill No.2, when people will receive
$100 that is taxable, what the restraint is on a school district
where they cannot increase taxes once the taxpayer in that dis
trict receives the $100 rebate, which then will be taxed to the
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extent ofeither 15 percent or 28 percent? So actually what they
are going to receive is either $85 or $72, depending on where
they are with their tax return, but can he tell us exactly where in
the bill proposed by Senator Salvatore, where there is a restraint
on the school districts so they cannot increase school taxes,
since he said that there is no restraint on the school district to
increase taxes under Home-STAR?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I respond to
that in this way: This is a I-year rebate of $100 on your taxes.
Mr. President, I hope that the taxpayers ofPennsylvania would
rise up as soon as they can and implement Act 50. Only with
Act 50, passed by this body and the House of Representatives
and signed into law by Governor Ridge, are there restraints on
increasing your taxes on the back end. If the people of Pennsyl
vania avail themselves of the homestead exemption in the fu
ture, use Act 50, and gain the referendum, eliminate nuisance
taxes first and then hopefully property taxes sometime down the
road, there is a restraint at that point. No, Mr. President, there
is certainly not a restraint here, nor was there intended to be.
We have done that. We have done that in Act 50, and that is
what the problem is. School boards do not want to use Act 50.
They were never for it, they always were against it because we
took it out of their hands and we put it in the hands of the tax
payer. The taxpayer becoming a partner with the school board
and the school districts and the local government and the tax
payer groups would have that opportunity to work together and
give the voter a chance to make that expression.

If Act 50 is implemented, you bet there are taxpayer
protections against the raising of property taxes. Under a $100
rebate, no, but I do not think we should let the people believe
that under Home-STAR that school districts cannot raise your
taxes sometime in the future, regardless of the so-called dol
lar-for-dollar reduction.

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman.
Mr. President, am I to assume that his answer is that there is

no control under Senate Bill NO.2 that would stop a school
district from increasing taxes? I asked a very simple question,
and I got a long explanation about Act 50, which, quite hon
estly, out of the 50 i school districts, no school district, no mu
nicipality, with rare exception, and no taxpayer groups support
Act 50, of which I understand the Majority party was the au
thor. But we are not talking about Act 50 right now, we are
talking about giving a meaningful tax break back to the people
of Pennsylvania who made this surplus possible, and I would
just like to know, quite frankly, is it "yes" or is it "no"? Is there
a restraint in Senate Bill No.2, either through Home-STAR or
the proposal advanced by Senator Salvatore, that would not
allow school districts to increase taxes? Just so we have a clarifi
cation of the earlier statement about that, please.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I am sorry
Senator Mellow did not understand the answer I gave. I said I
think either under our proposal or their proposal, there is noth
ing to preclude school boards from raising taxes. That is why
school districts did not want to put the referendum on Act 50
and create the panel to implement Act 50, because it did restrict
them from raising taxes. And yes, taxpayer groups do support
Act 50, and you will see them in action next year when the law

that we passed gives them the opportunity to use the initiative
process and get it before the public. But under either of these
proposals, school boards are free to raise taxes, and by golly,
they know how to do it. They have been doing it allover, and
for a lot ofyears, not in every district, certainly not in the big
gest district in my senatorial district, but in almost every district
school taxes have gone up. But under Senator Mellow's proposal
and under our proposal of the $100 rebate there is still the op
portunity for school districts to raise taxes.

Senator MELLOW. Thank you, Mr. President.
Mr. President, I am not finished. I do have another question,

but before I ask Senator Jubelirer this question, I would love to
be in a position over the next several weeks to start talking
about school funding, talking about the inadequacies of school
funding on the part ofHarrisburg. I would like to talk about how
the smaller school districts have been penalized, Mr. President,
and the way they are discriminated against based on the school
funding formula right here in Harrisburg. I would like to talk
about how we are not meeting our responsibility to public
schools and that covenant that was established that school dis
tricts would receive 50 percent oftheir funding from Harrisburg.
That 50 percent of funding that they are supposed to receive
from Harrisburg is now down to 36 percent, and maybe, Mr.
President, the reason why school districts have to increase taxes
today is because we are not giving them the tools and we are not
giving them the mechanism where they can reduce taxes prop
erly because of not receiving the proper type of money from
Harrisburg.

Or maybe, Mr. President, we are not allowing school districts
to run their districts in the appropriate fashion, the way they
deem fit, and not be run out ofan ivory tower here in Harrisburg
mandating that programs take place and then not funding the
programs, and insisting that local taxpayers pick up the tab at
the local level through a property tax to fund that mandate.
Maybe they are the issues that we should be talking about and
not about Senate Bill No.2. But unfortunately, we will not have
that opportunity to do that, not only during this debate but dur
ing the remainder ofthe time before adjournment takes place for
the summer.

The other thing I would like to ask the gentleman for a point
ofclarification is since I mentioned the Pennsylvania Society of
Certified Public Accountants, Mr. President, he seemed to ques
tion whether in fact the amount of rebate that we have given
back to the taxpayer would be taxable or not.

Mr. President, I would like to know if the gentleman can
answer for us, ifan individual receives a refund on a Pennsylva
nia income tax for any particular calendar year, which would be
no different than receiving a refund or a rebate ofpaying your
property taxes based on this proposal, is that taxable? Is that
particular amount of money of refund taxable by the Federal
government?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I believe it is.
And as I am told, the Senator's tax credit is also taxable.
Whether that is correct or not, you know, we really do not know
until it is challenged and goes before the IRS for a ruling, but
that is at least what our research tells us, that both proposals
would be taxable by the IRS.
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Senator MELLOW. Well, Mr. President, whoever did the
gentleman's research, I hope it is not the same person who did
the gentleman's research on amendment Al491 to Senate Bill
No.2, Printer's No. 1857, because that person is absolutely inac
curate, and he or she is misleading the gentleman and not giv
ing him accurate information. The credit that would be devel
oped under Home-STAR is not a tax that has been paid. It is a
credit that you would take on the tax to be paid in the future,
and therefore it is not taxable, so I submit to the gentleman,
whatever staffperson gave him that infonnation, he should have
a discussion with that person because he or she is not telling
him the facts the way they exist based on tax law. They might
be giving him political facts to get us through tb,e next 5 min
utes of the discussion on the floor of the Senate, they might be
intellectually dishonest with the program itself, but they are not
giving him facts as to what is taxable and what is not taxable,
Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, in response to
that, I would only say that I am not going to sit here and predict
what the IRS will do or will not do, and I appreciate the
gentleman's advice to me. I always listen very carefully to his
advice and certainly weigh it very heavily, and ifour research
is correct or incorrect, it really is up to the Internal Revenue
Service to make such a determination, and they have not been
so kind over the years to exempt tax credits such as this from a
ruling oftaxation. What we do know is that under our proposal,
the Pennsylvania Department ofRevenue would not tax this. It
would not affect the rent rebate program and the PACE pro
gram. That would not be the case. And that I can say for sure.
But under either proposal, at least I would suggest that both
would be taxable by the IRS, and they are going to have to make
that decision in their ruling. Ifwe are wrong, we are wrong; if
we are right, we are right. I do not want to predict what they are
going to do. lbat is at least what we believe. Across the country
in the precedents that have been set, nobody has escaped the
long arm ofthe IRS, and I am suggesting that this would be the
same.

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I thank the gentleman,
and I am finished with my interrogation.

I just would like to, once again, reiterate what the fact is, and
the fact is that a credit based on a tax to be paid in the future is
not taxable, Mr. President, because the tax has not been taken
as an exemption on the tax return, and the gentleman knows
that only too well.

Also, Mr. President, under Senate Bill No.2, minus
Home-STAR, the amount of money that is given to the individ
ual on a rebate or refund is going to be taxable for the purpose
of Federal taxation, and the gentleman knows that only full
well. The only meaningful way that you can give people the
proper type ofbreak in paying taxes without having it subject to
IRS taxation is to do it by a credit and not a refund, and that is
clearly understood by the other side of the aisle. And further
more, with regard to the PACE program and with any fonn of
a property tax rebate, Mr. President, based on regulation pro
mulgated by your Department ofRevenue in April of 1998, this
would have to be shown as income. Any money given in the
fonn of a refund would have to be shown as income, so it is a

regulation by the Department of Revenue. It was promulgated
in April of 1998, and that also is very clear.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Kasunic.

Senator KASUNIC. Mr. President, the question before us
today is a very simple one: Which method are we going to sup
port? Which method do we want to see the homeowners of
Pennsylvania have? We have a proposal before us now that we
call Home-STAR It is the Wagner amendment, which will give
homeowners of Pennsylvania a share of the State surplus their
hard-earned tax dollars have helped create. Since we have failed
to address true and meaningful tax refonn here in the legislature
over the years, my personal opinion is that this is the best
method before us. Ifthe question is whether there is going to be
a dollar-for-dollar guarantee that taxes will not increase, that
school boards will not be permitted to increase taxes on the
dollar-to-dollar basis, what I would say to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle is to work with us. If that is all that is
separating us, work with us. T~e Legislative Reference Bureau
is open. We can get an amendment drafted. We can get it down
here, we can add this, we have time. We are going to be here
tonight, we are going to be here tomorrow. Let us get an amend
ment drafted and let us solve this, if this is all that is separating
us.

This is a plan that is going to be a perpetual plan, a plan that
is going to address the most serious question, the most serious
problem on the minds of the homeowners ofPennsylvania, and
that is giving them some sort oftax relief. In this case, it is a tax
credit. If this plan had been in place over the last 5 years, the
homeowners ofPennsylvania would have realized over a $450
tax credit. I think that is substantial, and I think that is what the
people of the Commonwealth want.

Under the Ridge plan, it has already been pointed out there
is no guarantee that there is going to be a dollar-for-dollar re
duction in taxes. Taxes can still go up, as they have over the
course ofthe last several years. Our commitment, the State com
mitment in 1994-95 where we were committed to 42 percent of
the funding for public education, we are down to 37 percent
now. We are not acting responsibly. The reason taxes are going
up is partially and mainly our fault because we are not funding
our education system the way we should fund it.

We have an opportunity today to address a problem to help
the people ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania. I ask that we
support the Wagner amendment. The plan that we will probably
be ultimately voting on certainly just does not measure up. In
the end, the homeowners will have a significantly smaller share
of the surplus, and that will require them to hand over even a
percentage of that to the Internal Revenue Service.

What reason, Mr. President, could we have for choosing the
Governor's plan? The only one I could see is the very cynical
idea that providing the taxpayers with a rebate check just before
election day might be more politically expedient than giving
them a credit toward their school property taxes. It is apparent
to me that some ofmy colleagues have forgotten that the budget
surplus belongs to the people of this Commonwealth. It is not
play money to be used in whatever way the Governor sees fit to
use for his best political advantage.
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

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

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request temporary
Capitol leaves for Senator Bodack, Senator O'Pake, and Senator
Stapleton.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, those leaves are
granted.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware, Senator
Loeper.

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I believe Senator Helfrick
has been called to his office, and I request a temporary Capitol
leave on his behalf.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, that leave is granted.
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Mr. President, I will give you another example. Several years
ago we legislated a portion of the surplus when we talked about
taking 15 percent of the surplus and putting it into the Rainy
Day Fund, and we all know what that has done. I supported
that, Mr. President, and today there is an excess of $1 billion in
the Rainy Day Fund because we legislated what to do with the
surplus. That Rainy Day Fund keeps building and building, and
in the event we ever have a serious :fiscal crisis in Pennsylvania,
we can go to that Rainy Day Fund and apply that money so we
do not have to increase taxes. And basically, what is being sug
gested today in this amendment is the same thing in a different
way. It is really saying that if there is a budget surplus, and it is
a significant budget surplus, that the average taxpayer should
get the same thing that a business in Pennsylvania gets that is
paying the capital stock and franchise tax, because we think the
average taxpayer is as deserving. And we think this proposal
goes several steps further than Senate Bill No.2. That is the
issue in front of us today: How we can help Pennsylvania tax
payers not one singular year but in multiple years in the future.
And that, Mr. President, I think is a simple, clean vote that is
deserving ofa positive vote.

Thank you.

Mr. President, our Home-STAR plan is reasonable, because
it takes no money from existing programs or from the Rainy
Day Fund. It is fair because it provides relief to those who need
it most, the ovetburdened taxpayers in Pennsylvania, the home
owners. It is logical because it puts the State surplus back in the
hands ofthose who worked hard and sacrificed for it. And it is
honest because it provides tax relief in a form that does not
carry the hidden penalty of a significant income tax bite. Mr.
President, Home-STAR gives the homeowners of this Common
wealth what they want. They are the ones who have sacrificed,
and they are the ones who deserve relief. Let us use the surplus
to provide that relief. Let us support this amendment.

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

Allegheny, Senator Wagner.
Senator WAGNER Mr. President, I will be brief. I just want

to make a couple comments and summarize in regard to the
amendment prior to a vote on it. Mr. President, obviously if this
amendment does not pass, I want everyone to know I am obvi
ously supporting Senate Bill No.2, and I am pleased that Senate
Bill No. 2 is in front of us for many of the reasons stated by
Senator Jubelirer and Senator Loeper. Obviously, Senate Bill
No.2 is helping the taxpayer, and it is very good that we can do
that in any way. But what I really think the amendment to Sen
ate Bill No. 2 does is it enhances it. And I just want to briefly
swnmarize that right now. And I would further add, Mr. Presi
dent, that I think the advocacy that we have had on
Home-STAR going back 9 months is part of what has brought
Senate Bill NO.2 to the table and is part ofwhat has brought the
Governor to propose a rebate, not a tax credit, but a rebate that
would go back to the homeowner in Pennsylvania. So progress
has been made. And if the amendment to Senate Bill No. 2 is
political cooking, I would take credit that that political cooking
has brought something to the table that we are talking about
right here.

Mr. President, what we are really trying to do, rather than
identify a particular issue as part of the proposed budget, the
2000-01 budget in the :fiscal year that will be ending at the end
ofJune, rather than dealing in one singular year with one singu
lar budget, what we are really trying to do here is to legislate a
surplus, what to do with a surplus, and that is the issue in front
of us. And again, I used the example earlier that when we re
duce in a forthcoming piece of legislation the capital stock and
franchise tax that business pays in Pennsylvania by 2 mills, we
are in essence legislating a permanent reduction in that tax.
That is what this amendment does. It legislates what to do with
a surplus not just one budget year but budget years into the fu
ture. And I think everyone on this side of the aisle would be
very receptive to an amendment from that side of the aisle that
would even change the formula that we have suggested, which
is that you take 50 percent of the surplus in excess of I percent,
and that applies to a property tax credit. Well, I know I would
vote for doing that at 25 percent or 30 percent or 20 percent. So
we are throwing an idea out here to be discussed as a public
policy issue that we very sincerely believe is in the best interests
of the people ofPennsylvania.
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MELLOW AMENDMENT A1525

Senator 1tIELLOW offered the following amendment No.
A1525:

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

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

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

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

Senator 1tIELLOW. Mr. President, I do not believe that this
amendment should take the same length of time that the last
amendment took, because this is a very, very simple amend
ment. This amendment changes the language in the bill from a
rebate to a credit. It does not change the proposal, Mr. Presi
dent. All it does is change the language in the bill from a rebate
to a credit. What it actually does is takes it away from being a
taxable amount ofmoney that must be taxed by the Federal gov
ernment if you file an individual Federal tax return and you
have itemized your deductions, to a credit, which is not a tax
able amount of money.

Now, Mr. President, instead ofhaving this $44 million check
go down the beltway to Washington to increase their surplus, we
will allow that $44 million to be spent here in Pennsylvania,
because the people will receive a true credit or a true refund of
$100.

Mr. President, the only other thing that I would like to men
tion is that this is the type of an amendment that should be sup
portedby every Member in this Chamber, because ifyou do not
support the amendment of changing it from a rebate to a credit,
what you have actually done is increased the tax burden on your
constituency, and you have asked them, when they file their tax
return in the year 2001 for the 2000 tax year, to pay more in
Federal income tax than they would have to ifwe changed one
simple word in the amendment, from a rebate to a credit.

It is a very simple proposal and a simple amendment, but the
results are staggering. It would save the individuals who are
going to receive the refunds $44 million in taxes in the year
2001 paid to the Federal government. Mr. President, I ask for an
affirmative vote.

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

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 25, by striking out "REBATE" and
inserting: tax credit

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 27, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: the tax credit

Amend Sec. 6, page 6, line 1, by striking out "REBATE" and in
serting: tax credit

Amend Sec. 6, page 6, line 5, by striking out "REBATE" and in
serting: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 8, by striking out "rebates" and insert
ing: tax credits

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 10, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 10, by striking out "paid" and inserting:
granted

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 11, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 13, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 14, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 15, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 16, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

WhiteRobbins
Salvatore
Slocum

Lemmond
Loeper
Madigan

Amend Title, page 1, line 1, by striking out "Providing a rebate to
homeowners and" and inserting: Authorizing a tax credit for homeo\\TI
ers; and providing

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 1, by striking out "Rebate" and insert
ing: Credit

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 8 through 11, by striking out all of
said lines

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, by inserting between lines 16 and 17:
"Tax credit." An amolUlt equal to 100% of the real property tax

paid on the assessed value of a homestead to a school district for the
tax year, except that no tax credit available under this act shall exceed
$100.

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 19, by striking out "Rebate" and insert
ing: Tax credit

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 20, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit against property taxes imposed by a school district for
fiscal year 2000-2001

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 21, by striking out "issued" and insert
ing: available

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 2, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, lines 4 and 5, by striking out "rebate shall
be issued in the names appearing" and inserting: tax credit shall be
available to those individuals whose names appear

Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 6, by striking out "Rebate" and insert
ing: Tax credit

Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 24, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, lines 1 through 3, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting:

(e) Eligibility for tax credit.-The department shall fmalize the list
and provide written notices of eligibility for the tax credit to all home
owners on the fmal

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 4, by striking out "October 20," and
inserting: September 15,

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 7, by striking out "rebates to" and
inserting: tax credits for

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, by inserting between lines 9 and 10:
(t) Claim oftax credit.-A homeo\\TIer authorized to receive a tax

credit shall claim the tax credit by subtracting $100 from the home
O\\TIefS real property tax bill for fiscal year 2000-2001 and by provid
ing a copy ofthe eligibility notice received from the department pursu
ant to subsection (e) to the school district when returning the property
tax bill to the school district.

(g) Disbursements to school districts.-The department shall pro
vide each school district with a list of homeo\\TIers eligible for a tax
credit and shall mail a check to each school district in the amolUlt
necessary to reimburse the school district for revenues lost due to the
tax credit authorized lUlder this act.

Amend Sec. 5, page 5, line 11, by striking out "rebate" and insert
ing: tax credit

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 23, by striking out "REBATE" and
inserting: tax credit

Dent
Earll
Gerlach
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Senator LOEPER Mr. President, I rise to oppose the amend
ment. I think that we have just heard a great deal of debate here
on the floor as far as the Wagner amendment is concerned, and
the issue seems very simple to me also, and that is either we are
going to give some credit to a school district, or we are going to
directly send an individual check to the taxpayer. Every tax
payer who is a homeowner in Pennsylvania is going to receive
a $100 check that they are going to be able to put in their pocket
to use for whatever purpose they wish. Particularly, it could be
used to reduce their property taxes. It is something tangible, it
is something real, it is something that they are going to have in
hand. It is not something that is going to be some credit going
to some school district. And, Mr. President, I believe that most
homeowners in Pennsylvania would much rather have that
check in hand, and I ask for a negative vote on the amendment.

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

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

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I offered one amendment,
it was turned down. Perhaps this amendment will not be turned
down.

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

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, as Senator Mellow indi
cated, this amendment does have merit to it, and therefore we
agree to it.

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I believe all of our
amendments today had merit to them, although some were more
meritorious than others.

Thank you very much.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
It was agreed to.
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On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration, as

amended?

LOEPER AMENDMENT A1504

9

MELLOW AMENDMENT A1550

Senator MELLOW offered the following amendment No.
A1550:

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

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 21, by inserting after "issued": on ac
count of school real property taxes

Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 10, by inserting after "act. ": To facili
tate the timely implementation of this act, the provisions ofArticle III
Pt. X of the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known as the Tax
Reform Code of 1971, and Article VlI of the act of April 9, 1929
(P.L.343, No. 176), known as The Fiscal Code, shall not apply to this
act.

Amend Sec. 6, page 6, lines 1 through 7, by striking out "OR" in
line 1, all of lines 2 through 7. and inserting: to a homeowner against
collectible liabilities owed to the Commonwealth by the homeowner
for taxes imposed under Article III of the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6,
No.2), known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971.

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, lines 17 through 19, by striking out "section
338 of" in line 17, all of lines 18 and 19, and inserting: the act of
March 11, 1971 (p.L.104, No.3), known as the Senior Citizens Rebate
and Assistance Act.

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

its order at the request of Senator LOEPER.

SB 4 (pr. No. 1818) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

Senator LOEPER offered the following amendment No.
A1504:
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Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 19 and 20:
Section 8. Construction.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law to the contrary, any
property tax rebate received under this act shall not be considered
"income" for purposes of determining eligibility for any State govern
ment program, including, but not limited to, those programs authorized
by the act of March 11, 1971 (P.L.104, No.3), known as the Senior
Citizens Rebate and Assistance Act, or Chapter 5 of the act ofAugust
26, 1971 (PL.351, No.91), known as the State Lottery Law.

Amend Sec. 8, page 6, line 20, by striking out "8" and inserting:

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

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
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An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, reducing the rate of the capital stock fran
chise tax~ providing for a phaseout of the capital stock franchise tax~

and making a repeal.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Armstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

SB 1188 (pr. No. 1493) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for personal income tax
deftnitions.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

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

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

SB 1202 (pr. No. 1521) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act repealing acts relating to enrollment taxes.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Armstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-o

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

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

SB 1300 (pr. No. 1730) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, eliminating a requirement for a minimum
liability under the capital stock franchise tax; and making a repeal.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

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

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

YEA-49

Armstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

Armstrong
Belan
Bell
Bodack
Boscola

Hart
Helfrick
Holl
Hughes
Jubelirer

YEA-49

Mowery
Murphy
Musto
O'Pake
Piccola

Tartaglione
Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
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Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

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

SB 1328 (pr. No. 1718) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing a temporary exclusion from tax
for certain personal computer sales.

Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Gerlach
Greenleaf

Kasunic
Kitchen
Kukovich
LaValle
Lenunond
Loeper
Madigan
Mellow

Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Salvatore
Schwartz
Slocum
Stapleton
Stout

NAY-O

Waugh
Wenger
White
Williams
Wozniak

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfiick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
ASAMENDED,AMENDED

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

SB 1350 (pr. No. 1795) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2) entitled
Tax Reform Code of 1971, expanding eligibility for special poverty
provisions for personal income tax.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

SB 6 (pr. No. 1866) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Refonn Code of 1971, adding an exemption from and reducing the
rate of inheritance taxes.

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

A1532:

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2116), page 2, line 6, by striking out the
brackets before and after ", father, mother" and inserting immediately
thereafter: , except transfers under section 2111(s),

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

its order at the request of Senator LOEPER

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN
HOUSE AMENDMENTS AS AMENDED

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS
AS AMENDED

SB 1047 (pr. No. 1858) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for institutional sexual
assault.
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On the question,
Will the Senate concur in the amendments made by the

House, as amended by the Senate, to Senate Bill No. 1047?

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
concur in the amendments made by the House, as amended by
the Senate, to Senate Bill No. 1047.

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

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes Q'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-o

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

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

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL
OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY

SB 1352 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order temporarily at the request of Senator LOEPER.

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON THIRD
CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 1358 (pr. No. 1856) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Compensation
Administration Fund to the Department ofLabor and Industry and the
Department ofCommunity and Economic Development to provide for
the expenses of administering the Workers' Compensation Act, The
Pennsylvania Occupational Disease Act and the Office of Small Busi
ness Advocate for the fiscal year July 1, 2000, to June 30, 2001, and
for the payment ofbills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of
the fiscal year ending June 30,2000.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Armstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfiick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes Q'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 146 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator LOEPER.

BILL AMENDED

SB 552 (pr. No. 1548) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 10, 1990 (P.L.404, No.98), enti
tled Real Estate Appraisers Certification Act, further providing for
certification renewal.

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

A1508:

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by striking out "further providing for
certification renewal." and inserting: providing for continuing educa
tion for broker/appraisers; and making an editorial change.

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

its order at the request of Senator LOEPER.

BILL AMENDED AND LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 712 (Pr. No. 1801) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:
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An Act amending the act ofMay 2, 1945 (P.L.382, No.I64), enti
tled Municipality Authorities Act of 1945, further providing for the
purposes and powers of an authority.

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

A1515:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 4), page 7, line 14, by striking out ", OTHER
THAN COUNTIES,"

On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
It was agreed to.
Upon motion of Senator LOEPER, and agreed to by voice

vote, the bill, as amended, was laid on the table.

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 1023 (pr. No. 1815) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (PL.I03, No.69), enti
tled, as reenacted and amended, The Second Class Township Code,
further reviewing advertising or bidding requirements; and providing
for advertisement for bids on public contracts on the Internet.

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

HB 1087 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator LOEPER.

BILL MvlENDED

SB 1173 (pr. No. 1560) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of attempted
homicide by discharge of a fIrearm into an occupied building.

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

A1l97:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2507), page 1, line 10, by inserting after "he":
knowingly.

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2507), page 1, line 11, by inserting after "in
tentionally": or recklessly

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2507), page 1, line 14, by inserting after
"CAUSE": serious

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.2

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 2 (pr. No. 1868) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act providing a rebate to homeowners and for the powers and
duties ofthe Department ofRevenue and local assessors; and imposing
penalties.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, there has been a lot of
debate on Senate Bill No.2, but the bill helps the young and the
old. Who in this room, or anyplace, when walking down a street
and finding $100 on the pavement, would not pick it up? Any
body would pick it up. It is sheer nonsense to say it is not
enough. Sure, it is not enough. It will never be enough. But it is
a small acknowledgment, not a reward, an acknowledgment to
the people ofPennsylvania that we are trying to help them with
their property taxes. Maybe next year we will have another sur
plus, but no one knows that.

I think that Senate Bill No.2 is a very good piece of legisla
tion, and I urge an affirmative vote today.

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

Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, could I ask the prime
sponsor, my good friend, the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Senator Salvatore, to stand for just a briefmoment of interroga
tion?

The PRESIDENT. Senator Salvatore, would you stand for
interrogation?

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, sure.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, the question comes in the

context of having heard the previous discussion, I guess it was
around the Wagner amendment, around this issue of the taxa
tion ofthe rebate or tax credit, or whatever, and I really was not
satisfied with the answers that I heard earlier, so I figured that
I would ask the prime sponsor of the bill. On the issue about
whether under Senate Bill No.2, would the $100 check, the
one-time $100 check that I guess is going to be sent out some
time in October, coincidentally right before an election, would
that check be taxable by the Internal Revenue Service? Anybody
from the Internal Revenue Service who may be listening, please
do not take offense.
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Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, from my understand
ing, ifyou file the short form, it will not be taxable, but ifyou
file a long fonn and have many deductions on it, it will probably
be taxable. It could be taxable at 28 percent, 30 percent, 32 per
cent, or 40 percent. If it is 40 percent, you would still get $60.
I do not think anyone would tum down $60, Mr. President.

Senator HUGHES. So, Mr. President, as compared to the
program that has been put in place or offered up by
Horne-STAR, which I guess was embodied in Senator Wagner's
amendment where we offered the tax credit, is it essentially your
viewpoint that this particular program where the Internal Reve
nue Service, the Federal government, could get a portion of
Pennsylvania's savings, is that a better option as opposed to the
option that we were offering under the Horne-STAR program
where they would not likely have an opportunity to get--

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, from my understand
ing, it was going back to the school district. This goes to the
individual owner of the property.

Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, right, that is the
Horne-STAR proposal, which essentially is not taxable. This
proposal is taxable, and so the gentleman would support giving
the IRS a portion of that hundred dollars?

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, mine is not necessar
ily taxable. As I stated earlier, if you do not have enough in
come, ifyou do not make enough, it is not taxable at all, so you
get the whole hundred dollars. And ifyou file a short form and
you do not itemize, you get the hundred dollars.

Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, okay. I guess, in addition,
separating out the issue on the administrative costs of the pro
posal, I think it was at one of the budget hearings where it was
stated that administering this program would cost the Common
wealth I guess about $16 million or so, somewhere around there.
Is that consistent with your research and your work on this is
sue?

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, let me say this. They
are estimating $16 million. They probably could do it for less,
but anytime you are administrating a program of this magni
tude, it is going to cost money.

Senator HUGHES. Okay, Mr. President. I thank the gentle
man.

If I could make just a brief comment, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from

Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, it seems to me that we are

not necessarily in the business, as Senators or legislators of the
Commonwealth ofPennsylvania, of creating programs that are
essentially, ifyou will, reverse revenue-sharing, where we take
hard-earned tax dollars and then spin them back around through
this particular program and take maybe up to 40 percent of
those tax dollars and send them down to Washington, D.C., to
the Federal government. We had an alternative where we could
take a similar kind of savings and pass it on in a way that Penn
sylvania homeowners could benefit from it, and maybe at a little
bit more than $100, I think it was $129 or $130, and get that
credit and not have to worry about sending any portion of that
down to Washington, D.C., and our friends in the Internal Rev
enue Service.

In addition to that, Mr. President, what seem to be exceed
ingly high administrative costs on this particular program cause
great concern. Now, obviously, as we go down the line, we will
probably almost unanimously support this program because it
does give some benefits to Pennsylvania homeowners, but all of
it should be done in light and in context of the very simple fact
that we had two options here, one that would give people some
real, significant savings, and the option which we are going to
vote on just shortly, which will take those savings, diminish
them, and in the diminishing of those savings, send a portion
down to Washington, D.C., to the Internal Revenue Service,
aside from the fact that we are going to be spending close to $16
million, based on testimony provided by the administration, to
administer this particular program.

So, we get a portion, we get half a loaf, not the whole loaf,
and I gUess I am just thankful that it was Senate Democrats who
got this issue put out in the first place so that we could get some
movement in this particular area.

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

from Northampton, Senator Boscola.
Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, it has been said that imi

tation is the highest form offlattery, and I do feel very flattered
today, and I am sure a lot of my colleagues here, Democratic
colleagues, feel flattered as well. I feel proud that there was a lot
ofhard work, very hard work from the Senate Democratic Pol
icy Committee that has finally paid off. It was about a year ago,
in the summer of 1999, when we went out and talked to hon
est-to-God, real taxpayers. We went all across Pennsylvania. We
visited counties and cities and townships and boroughs and even
carne to my hometown of Bethlehem, and we heard that home
owners desperately wanted and needed real tax relief from ris
ing property taxes.

Out ofthese hearings and from the input we gathered, Senate
Democrats proposed a plan which we called Home-STAR. Our
proposal would have given $129 to each and every homeowner
in Pennsylvania,· tax-free, I might add. The proposal we are
voting on today is really an imitation of our original
Home-STAR proposal, and like every imitation, it is not quite
as good as the original. Under this bill, homeowners will receive
a one-time $100 check this year, which, once Uncle Sam takes
his share, will in the end shrink to about $72 in total tax relief.
By comparison, Home-STAR would have sent $129 to each
homeowner, none ofwhich would have gone to Uncle Sam. And
most importantly, Horne-STAR would have sent another tax cut
next year and another tax cut the year after that, and after that
another tax cut for as long as there was enough money and
enough budget surplus to pay for it.

Okay, so where are we? The fact is that Senate Bill NO.2 will
send homeowners a $100 check to help reduce their property
taxes, and the truth is that if it were not for the Senate Demo
crats pushing and fighting for our Home-STAR plan, we would
not be voting on this bill today.

I want to thank the Governor and the Majority for recogniz
ing a good idea when they see it, and for embracing a good idea
when they hear about it. Senate Bill No. 2 does not go as far as
we had proposed, nor does it give working families as much as
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we proposed. For those reasons we could and should have done
better. But the bottom line is that Pennsylvania homeowners
deserve property tax relief.

Well, Mr. President, the Governor soon will be able to say,
with a straight face, that the check is in the mail. In a few
months, homeowners will go to their mailboxes and they will
find a $100 check from Governor Ridge, and even though they
will see the words "from Governor Torn Ridge" on that check,
instead of"from the Senate Democrats," that does not bother me
as much as it would bother me ifone more year went by. and one
more budget was passed and more homeowners would not have
received a check at all. Middle-class working families and our
senior citizens living on fixed incomes have waited long enough
for this tax break. Let us pass.Senate Bill NO.2 today, and let us
finally put that check in the mail.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes Q'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Connan Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lenunond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.3

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 6 (pr. No. 1872) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMarch 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), entitled
Tax Refonn Code of 1971, adding an exemption from and reducing the
rate of inheritance taxes.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator HART. Mr. President, it is a pleasure to stand before
the body today to support Senate Bill No.6, which nearly every
Member of this body has cosponsored, so it is obviously some
thing very gratifying to me as the sponsor of the bill.

Mr. President, Senate Bill No.6 is part of our long-term goal
of abolishing what is known as the death tax here in the Com
monwealth. Since we are unable to effectuate a complete re
moval of that tax this year because ofthe very high cost of doing
so to the budget, we believe it is time for a cut to that tax. Penn
sylvania families, farmers, and small business owners have all
been burdened by the death tax long enough. In response to the
four public hearings of the Senate's Committee on Finance last
swnmer, the committee took a bold and decisive step on March
21 at our meeting and advanced nearly 100 million dollars'
worth of inheritance tax cuts, the largest inheritance tax cut ever
in the Commonwealth.

Senate Bill NO.6 is designed to move us closer to burying the
death tax once and for all. The plan draws upon several major
tax cut proposals that have been introduced by several of my
colleagues, reflecting the bipartisan approach we have taken on
this issue. Sponsors of these bills include Senator Tilghman,
Senator Wozniak, Senator Corman, and Senator Costa. They
deserve special recognition for their advocacy of the elimination
and reduction of the inheritance tax.

There is good reason for this bipartisan approach. As we
learned at our public hearings, Pennsylvania's inheritance tax
reaches into so many pockets and with devastating results. In
fact, the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania was recently tagged,
quote, "...one of the worst states to die in," unquote, by Forbes
Magazine. Only Connecticut relies more heavily on money
taken from survivors, which is why many Pennsylvanians spend
their retirement years, and with it the money that they have to
spend, in States with lower inheritance taxes or no inheritance
tax, such as Florida. And our inheritance tax creates a disincen
tive for Pennsylvanians to save money for future generations.
Our inheritance tax deals a cruel blow to families at the most
inopportune time. It is a disincentive to save, it is a disincentive
to retire in the Commonwealth. and therefore clearly it is time
for us to do something about it.

It is most devastating, though, to those who inherit family
farms and small businesses. It forces survivors often to sell off
the assets to pay that tax levy. This obviously runs counter to
every step the legislature has been taking to encourage the
growth of small business and to preserve family farms. It is time
to start weaning the State off of this unfair and burdensome tax.
In a recent survey that was conducted by Prince Associates,
there was a demonstration that 90 percent of the successors'
survivors to family-owned businesses are forced to liquidate
within 3 years of the original owner's death because, as one of
the factors they cite, the death tax was too heavy a burden.

Senate Bill No. 6 strikes some serious blows against this
anti-family tax by eliminating the tax on transfers from a minor
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child--that is, 21 years of age or under--to a parent in the case
ofthat child's death. After all, taxing the child's college fund or
trust fund should that child die is not only unfortunate, it is
absolutely appalling.

Senate Bill NO.6 also cuts the rate from 6 percent to 5 per
cent for direct descendants. It also reduces the tax from 15 per
cent to 12 percent for nonlineal descendants, and we intend to
work to see that this important proposal is incorporated into the
fInal budget package. We also hope to see us continue to whittle
away this tax until it is completely eliminated.

I was pleased to be joined by many of the groups who testi
fIed at our public hearings on this issue at a recent "bury the
death tax" rally we held in the Capitol Rotunda, as well as being
joined by many Members of the Senate and several Members of
the House. It was very gratifying to see this approach to support
ing Senate Bill NO.6.

The groups that advocated the passage of Senate Bill No.6
include the Pennsylvania Farm Bureau, the National Federation
of Independent Business, the Commonwealth Foundation, the
Independent Insurance Agents, among others. The Common
wealth Foundation unveiled their death tax report which they
titled, "The State is the Grim Reaper," last year, in conjunction
with the public hearings of the Committee on Finance. In the
report they pointed out that while the rich hire high-priced law
yers and accountants to navigate the loopholes, the middle class
are the ones most affected by the inheritance tax because they
cannot afford this luxury. In other words, what appears to be a
progressive tax contains a very regressive dimension.

Senate Bill NO.6 is an effective step toward our ultimate goal
of complete elimination of the inheritance tax. Pennsylvania
was the first State to adopt the inheritance tax. Let us not be the
last to eliminate it. There are about 11 States left that still levy
the inheritance tax. We must not sit idle and wait to be the last.
I ask you to grab a shovel and help us bury the death tax by
supporting Senate Bill No.6. For the future viability of small
businesses, family fanns, and everyone in our State, we must act
now. I encourage a positive vote on Senate Bill No.6.

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

Centre, Senator Corman.
Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, I also rise in support of

Senate Bill NO.6. In my short time here in the legislature, a lot
of my focus and attention has been on reducing and hopefully
ultimately eliminating the inheritance tax. Last year we were
pushing this during the budget process, and, unfortunately, we
came up a little bit short. And under the leadership of the chair
man of the Committee on Finance, Senator Hart, we were able
to put this on the agenda as we went across Pennsylvania and
we heard testimony from many of the people who were affected
by this very unfair tax. And during that testimony we really
heard a lot ofthings that dispelled a lot of the falsities about the
inheritance tax and why we should not try to cut it. Some people
said it was a tax break for the wealthy. We heard at a hearing in
State College, Pennsylvania, from a CPA that that is not the
truth, that actually the wealthy, between moving their assets to
other States or by hiring fInancial planners, do not end up pay
ing this tax. It is really a tax on the middle class and the poor.

We also heard silly remarks that politically why do we want
to reduce the inheritance tax, dead people do not vote. Well,
dead people do not pay taxes either. Taxes are paid by the heirs,
and the heirs are the ones who are punished by this tax. Many
of them have to sell off small businesses and farms, and so re
ally this today comes down to tax fairness. None of us like pay
ing taxes. It is not something any of us like to do, but unfortu
nately, ifwe want to do the things and provide the services in
Pennsylvania that we need, we need to have some taxes and
revenue. But we have to do it fairly, and there is nothing fair
about this tax. It is a form oftriple taxation. It is regressive, and
when we heard the story of Senator Wozniak's constituent in
Cambria County where parents were putting money aside for
their son to go to college and then the son unfortunately met an
untimely demise and the parents had to pay an inheritance tax
to get the money back, that is unconscionable. And we in Penn
sylvania should not be about raising revenue in that fashion.

And so today I just want to congratulate the Committee on
Finance on both sides of the aisle. As a matter offact, the very
fIrst day that I met Senator Costa in the Capitol, he said, you are
Senator Corman. You are for reducing the inheritance tax. Me,
too. Let us work together on that, and we were able to do that in
the Committee on Finance, and Senator Hart, as well as Senator
Wozniak, taking the Committee on Finance across Pennsylvania
and raising the attention of this issue is why we are here today.

So I lend my support to this. I hope everyone joins us, not
just here in the Senate, where I am sure we will get a unanimous
vote, but also our friends in the House and the administration to
put this fIrst step, I want to reemphasize that, this is the first
step for ultimately eliminating this very unfair tax. We are one
of only a few States left that have this very unfair tax, and we
need to be one of the next States to get rid of it altogether.

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

Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I have waited a long time to

stand here before my colleagues to vote on an inheritance tax
measure. As the Members of this body well know, I have stood
advocating changes to the Pennsylvania inheritance tax, and
more specifically, a $100,000 exemption. But the fact of the
matter is, Mr. President, I am somewhat happy to be here. I
want to thank the Members for listening to me and for putting
up, I should say, with my pursuit of changes to the Pennsylvania
inheritance tax. As you and others know, I have spoken out
against this tax since the very first day I stepped foot into this
Pennsylvania State Senate. I have argued long and loud, I be
lieve, that is an onerous tax, inequitable, unjust, and any other
type of adjective or adverb, or whatever word that you could
utilize to describe the onerous nature of this tax. But more im
portantly, Mr. President, it creates a triple taxation situation to
the detriment of Pennsylvania residents.

Mr. President, while I am happy to be standing here before
you to talk about an issue that I have long advocated, my enthu
siasm is somewhat tempered because I sincerely believe that this
proposal simply does not go far enough or sufficiently address
what I believe, and I think many other people believe, are the
most onerous aspects of the Pennsylvania inheritance tax, and
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that is the portion that addresses the lineal descendants. Mr.
President, for generation after generation, we have told folks
that we want them to work hard. Sometimes we ask them to
work two and three jobs. We ask them to save their money and
save their assets for their family, for that rainy day, and after
they have done that and they have the opportunity to leave a
legacy to their family members, Pennsylvania has stepped in
and said we want to take a portion of that.

More specifically, Mr. President, I am making reference to
the lineal descendant part, as I mentioned, because we are only
attacking that in a small way. Ofthe $100 million tax cut pro
posal being put forth today, only $36 million of that will be
addressed for direct lineal descendants, and for the purpose of
illustrating to those individuals, I am referring to direct lineal
descendants who are the children or grandchildren, the direct
line of individuals who would inherit under Pennsylvania law.
Contrast that with the nearly $54-million tax break that we will
be giving to what we refer to as nonlineal descendants. While I
believe that those individuals too are entitled to a tax break, it
was my hope that with this legislation and the momentum that
has been developed over the course ofthe past year-and-a-half,
particularly through the leadership of the Senate Committee on
Finance, with respect to the hearings we had last summer, we
would be in a position today to address more specifically the
lineal descendants.

Mr. President, as was stated during the course of the hear
ings, the people I heard from and the people I hear from con
stantly, not just from my district but across Pennsylvania, they
want to see us address the lineal descendants in a more drastic
manner. And, Mr. President, as studies have shown and indi
cated, small business owners today will have to sell or liquidate
parts of their businesses in order to pay the Pennsylvania State
inheritance tax, more specifically with respect to lineal descen
dants and lineal transfers ofbusiness.

Mr. President, for successive generations, for successive busi
nesses, 70 percent of all those businesses make it past the first
generation, only 70 percent, and 87 percent of those do not
make it to the third generation. Again, those are lineal descen
dants. The cry I hear from folks is that we need to do more
along the lines oflineal descendants, and while I recognize this
is a very significant first step, and I am here to support this
measure, Mr. President, I sincerely believe we had an opportu
nity to do more with respect to that straight line, the grandpar
ents, the children, the grandchildren, and the like.

My hope is that this is the first step, that we could continue
looking at ways to further cut the inheritance tax, particularly
as it relates to individuals, the lineal descendants, as I men
tioned, and I am pleased to be a part of this whole process as we
move forward along the lines of trying to address this onerous
tax. I look forward to working with my colleagues, particularly
the Members ofthe Committee on Finance, in encouraging and
trying to get the Governor and the House to agree with us, that
this is a step in the right direction, but most importantly, Mr.
President, I look forward to working together in the future, with
the bipartisan support that has been demonstrated throughout
this process, so that we continue to address the issue of making
certain that the lineal descendants, that straight line, when mom

and dad work hard, two and three jobs, they save and they want
to provide a legacy for their children, that those are the individ
uals who enjoy the biggest and most significant benefit of this
tax break.

Under Senate Bill No.6, while I am happy to see that $36
million is going to lineal descendants, I was wishing we would
see a lot more go that way as opposed to nearly $53 million
going to the nonlineals. While I recognize a lot of hard work
has gone into this, I will be voting for this measure. I want to
thank my colleagues again for putting up with my constant at
tack on this inequitable tax, and I look forward to working with
them in the near future.

So thank you very much, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from

Cambria, Senator Wozniak.
Senator WOZNIAK.. Mr. President, I know the hour is get

ting late, so I will try to be very expeditious. Most of what needs
to be said has been said. I want to congratulate Senator Hart,
and also Senator Costa, because he has been very adamant about
this. Today we discussed various taxes, and over the past num
ber ofyears we have returned back to various business commu
nities and corporations the money that we sort of took from
them in 1991. We kept our commitment that we would ratchet
those taxes down, but one ofthe most unconscionable taxes that
we have is the inheritance tax. It is left over from a bygone era
where the robber barons were buying huge tracts of property,
and it carried on over. It does not matter ifyou are a millionaire
or a thousandaire, this money is not the State's. And this is a
good beginning in the process.

What I would like to do today, and I hope I get a unanimous
vote, is that we get used to making this vote year after year after
year, so that we do not have senior citizens who are trying to
protect their wealth by moving to Florida or other States where
they do not have to pay any inheritance tax on the money that
they were already taxed on, that they earned and invested and
should be handed down to their posterity. This is a good begin
ning.

I want. to thank the Democrats and Republicans for their
cooperation. It is all about decisions. We realize that we cannot
give away the ranch. We realize that we cannot give everybody
everything they want, but if there is one thing we can do this
year in this budget, it is to begin the process of reducing the
inheritance tax.

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.
Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, just very briefly, I would

like to just rise to mention Senator Costa's name, because I can
recall the same way Senator Corman mentioned on the floor,
that as soon as Senator Costa came into this body, because of his
previous employment and the previous elective position that he
held, he talked to us over and over and over about what had to
be done and what should be done with the inheritance tax. And
quite honestly, there were those of us in our Caucus who
thought Senate Bill NO.6 does not go far enough and does not
allow enough ofa reduction to people who, in fact, need it, and
he was the force in our Caucus who continued to share with us
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what his feelings were, and quite honestly, I think he educated
our Caucus as to what the ramifications were in the inheritance
tax and how we have to take the first piece of Senate Bill No.6
that is now prepared to develop and to take, and then we will
come back, hopefully later, sometime in the future, to revisit the
issue with regard to the inheritance tax.

On behalf of our Caucus, I want to thank Senator Costa for
the work that he has done.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes Q'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill . Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Corman Kukovich Robbins White
Costa LaValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MAJORITY LEADER

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

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, as I had announced before
the recess earlier today, we also have need for another
off-the-floor committee meeting, and while we are completing
our action today on the floor, I would also ask at this time if the
Members ofthe Committee on State Government could convene
their committee meeting in the Rules room at the rear of the
Senate Chamber, and we would continue our business of the
day.

The PRESIDENT. All Members of the Committee on State
Government should consider moving to the Rules room
promptly.

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED

SB 1352 CALLED UP

SB 1352 (pr. No. 1797) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page I of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
LOEPER.

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL AMENDED

SB 1352 (pr. No. 1797) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation from a restricted revenue account
within the General Fund and from Federal augmentation funds to the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission.

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

A1549:

Amend Sec. I, page 2, lines 2 and 3, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting: and Enforcement. The appropriation includes at
least $440,000 to defray costs of relocation of commission offices.

State appropriation.. 41,450,000

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

its order at the request of Senator LOEPER.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED OVER IN ORDER

SB 955, DB 1099, SB 1117 and SB 1224 -- Without objec
tion, the bills were passed over in their order at the request of
Senator LOEPER.

NONPREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILLS
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 1360 (Pr. No. 1761) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

A Supplement to the act ofApril 1, 1863 (P.L.213, No.227), enti
tled "An act to accept the grant ofPublic Lands, by the United States,
to the several states, for the endowment of Agricultural Colleges,"
making appropriations for carrying the same into effect; and providing
for a basis for payments of such appropriations, for a method of ac
counting for the funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information
disclosure.

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

ation.

SB 1361 (pr. No. 1762) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

A Supplement to the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp.Sess., P.L.87,
No.3), entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation
of the University of Pittsburgh as an instrumentality of the Common
wealth to serve as a State-related university in the higher education
system ofthe Commonwealth~ .... ," making appropriations for carrying
the same into effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appro-
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priations; and providing amethod ofaccounting for the funds appropri
ated and for certain fiscal information disclosure.

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

ation.

SB 1362 (Pr. No. 1763) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

A Supplement to the act ofNovember 30, 1965 (P.L.843 No.355),
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of Tem
ple University as an instrwnentality of the Commonwealth to serve as
a State-related university in the higher education system of the Com
monwealth;.... ," making appropriations for carrying the same into ef
fect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; and
providing a method ofaccounting for the funds appropriated and for
certain fiscal information disclosure.

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

ation.

SB 1363 (Pr. No. 1764) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

A Supplement to the act ofJuly 7, 1972 (PL.743, No. 176), enti
tled "An act providing for the establishment and operation ofLincoln
University as an instrumentality of the Commonwealth to serve as a
State-related institution in the higher education system of the Com
monwealth;.... ," making appropriations for carrying the same into ef
fect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; and
providing a method of accounting for the funds appropriated and for
certain fiscal information disclosure.

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

ation.

SB 1364 (pr. No. 1765) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees ofDrexel Univer
sity, Philadelphia.

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

ation.

SB 1365 (Pc No. 1766) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the University of
Pennsylvania.

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

ation.

SB 1366 (Pr. No. 1767) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Philadelphia Health and
Education Corporation for the MCP Hahnemann University and for
continuation of pediatric services.

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

ation.

SB 1367 (Pr. No. 1768) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Thomas Jefferson University,
Philadelphia.

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

ation.

SB 1368 (Pr. No. 1769) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1369 (Pr. No. 1770) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1370 (Pr. No. 1771) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1371 (Pr. No. 1772) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees ofthe Berean Train
ing and Industrial School at Philadelphia for operation and mainte
nance expenses and for payment ofdebt service.

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

ation.

SB 1372 (Pr. No. 1773) - The Senate proceeded to consider...
ation of the bill, entitled:
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An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Teclmical Institute
of Scranton for operation and maintenance expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1373 (pr. No. 1774) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Williamson Free School of
Mechanical Trades in Delaware County for operation and maintenance
expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1374 (pr. No. 1775) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1375 (pr. No. 1776) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute, Philadel
phia, for operation and maintenance expenses and for research.

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

ation.

SB 1376 (pr. No. 1777) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1377 (pr. No. 1778) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to St. Francis Hospital, Pitts
burgh, for cardiovascular studies.

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

ation.

SB 1378 (pr. No. 1779) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate for
outpatient-inpatient treatment.

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

ation.

SB 1379 (pr. No. 1780) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft Palate for
outpatient-inpatient treatment.

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

ation.

SB 1380 (pr. No. 1781) - The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: .

AnAct making an appropriation to the Burn Foundation, Philadel
phia for outpatient and inpatient treatment.

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

ation.

SB 1381 (pr. No. 1782) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to The Children's Institute, Pitts
burgh for treatment and rehabilitation of certain persons with disabling
diseases.

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

ation.

SB 1382 (pr. No. 1783) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to The Children's Hospital of
Philadelphia for comprehensive patient care and general maintenance
and operation of the hospital.

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

ation.

SB 1383 (pr. No. 1784) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp.

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

ation.

SB 1384 (pr. No. 1785) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:
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An Act making appropriations to the Carnegie Museums ofPitts
burgh for operations and maintenance expenses and the purchase of
apparatus, supplies and equipment.

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

ation.

SB 1385 (pr. No. 1786) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1386 (Pr. No. 1787) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Academy ofNatural Sci
ences for maintenance expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1387 (Pr. No. 1788) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the African-American Museum
in Philadelphia for operating expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1388 (Pr. No. 1789) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1389 (Pr. No. 1790) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Mercer Museum in
Doylestown, Pennsylvania, for operating expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1390 (Pr. No. 1791) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Whitaker Center for Sci
ence and the Arts in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, for operating expenses.

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

ation.

SB 1391 (pr. No. 1792) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

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

ation.

SB 1413 (pr. No. 1846) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Lake Erie College ofOsteo
pathic Medicine, Erie County.

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

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

DB 164, SB 172, SB 198, SB 506, SB 537, SB 565, DB
945, SB 1101, SB 1271, SB 1281 and DB 1588 -- Without
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the request
of Senator LOEPER.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

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

for the purpose ofconsidering certain nominations made by the
Governor.

Which was agreed to by voice vote.

NOMINATIONS TAKEN FROM THE TABLE

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

The Clerk read the nominations as follows:

MEMBER OF THE PENNSYLVANIA
COUNCIL ON AGING

February 24, 2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, Jean A. Williams, 2200 Spring
Garden Avenue, Pittsburgh 15212, Allegheny County, Thirty-eighth
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Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Pennsylvania
Council on Aging, to serve until October 8, 2000 and until her succes
sor is appointed and qualified.

TIIOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE CHILDREN'S
mUST FUND BOARD

March 23, 2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, Patrick J. Bruno, M.D., 616
Picnic Lane, Selinsgrove 17870, Snyder County, Twenty-seventh Sena
torial District, for reappointment as a member of the Children's Trust
Fund Board, to serve for a term of three years and lUltil his successor
is appointed and qualified.

moMASJ. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE CHILDREN'S
mUST FUND BOARD

March 23, 2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent ofthe Senate, Nancy Marcus Newman, Esquire,
1079 Baron Drive, Bryn Mawr 19010, Montgomery COlUlty, Seven
teenth Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Chil
dren's Trust Fund Board, to serve for a term of three years and lUltil her
successor is appointed and qualified.

mOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD
OF NURSING

March 2, 2000

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, Dennis P. McManus (Public
Member), 1153 Wightman Street, Pittsburgh 15217, Allegheny
COlUlty, Forty-third Senatorial District, for appointment as a member
ofthe State Board ofNursing, to serve for a term of six years or lUltil
his successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months
beyond that period, vice Paula N. Gowen, Westtown, whose term ex
pired.

mOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD
OF PHYSICAL THERAPY

February 24, 2000

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, James J. Irrgang, 3656 Forbes
Trail Road, Murrysville 15668, Westmoreland County, Forty-fifth
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the State Board
of Physical Therapy, to serve for a term of four years and lUltil his
successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months
beyond that period.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC SCHOOL EMPLOYEES'
RETIREMENT BOARD

January 26, 2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, Frederick C. Tecce, Esquire,
1025 Sentry Lane, Gladwyne 19035, Montgomery County, Seventeenth
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Public
School Employees' Retirement Board, to serve lUltil January 1, 2003
and lUltil his successor is appointed and qualified.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD OF
CERTIFIED REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS

February 9,2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, William P. Wentz, Jr., 128 High
land Avenue, Lansdale 19446, Montgomery COlUlty, Twenty-fourth
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the State Board
of Certified Real Estate Appraisers, to serve for a term of four years
and until his successor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than
six months beyond that period.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD OF SOCIAL
WORKERS, MARRIAGE AND FAMILY THERAPISTS

AND PROFESSIONAL COUNSELORS

March 20, 2000

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for
the advice and consent of the Senate, Dina M. Lomas, 414 Kevin
Drive, Bethlehem 18017, Northampton COlUlty, Sixteenth Senatorial
District, for reappointment as a member of the State Board of Social
Workers, Marriage and Family Therapists and Professional COlUlsel
ors, to serve for a term of four years and lUltil her successor is ap-
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pointed and qualified, but not longer than six months beyond that pe
riod.

mOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

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

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Hart Mowery Tartaglione
Belan Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Bell Holl Musto Tilghman
Bodack Hughes O'Pake Tomlinson
Boscola Jubelirer Piccola Wagner
Brightbill Kasunic Punt Waugh
Conti Kitchen Rhoades Wenger
Corman Kukovich Robbins White
Costa laValle Salvatore Williams
Dent Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Earll Loeper Slocum
Gerlach Madigan Stapleton
Greenleaf Mellow Stout

NAY-O

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly.

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES

Senator SALVATORE. Mr. President, I move that the Exec
u~ve Session do now rise.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.

SB 1223 AND HB 28 TAKEN FROM THE TABLE

Senator LOEPER Mr. President, I move that Senate Bill No.
1223, Printer's No. 1653, and House Bill No. 28, Printer's No.
2769, be taken from the table and placed on the Calendar.

On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the motion?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined

in the affirmative.
The PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the Calendar.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

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

SB 516 (pr. No. 1869) (Amended)

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsylva
nia Consolidated Statutes, further providing for determination ofpater
nity.

SB 935 (pr. No. 1870) (Amended)

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for limita
tions of actions.

SB 1280 (pr. No. 1871) (Amended)

An Act amending the act of July 22, 1913 (P.L.912, No.437),
entitled "An act providing for the payment of the costs incurred in the
trial ofconvicts and prisoners escaping, or attempting to escape, from
the several penitentiaries and reformatories of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, by the respective counties from whose courts the said
escaping convicts or prisoners have been committed; and providing for
the maintenance ofsuch convicts under sentence for escape, et cetera,"
further providing for escapee costs and for maintenance of escaping
convicts under new sentence; providing for criminal offense during
confmement; and making a repeal.

DB 2069 (pr. No. 3338) (Amended)

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsyl
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for manufacture, distri
bution or possession of devices for theft of telecommunications ser
vices, for the defmition of "bottle club"; prohibiting certain practices
by telemarketers and certain billing practices of long distance tele
phone service providers; and making an exception to certain fees relat-
ing to criminal records. .

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

DB 1142 (pr. No. 3337) (Amended)

An Act establishing Neighborhood Improvement Districts; confer
ring powers and duties on municipal corporations and neighborhood
improvement districts; providing for annual audits; and making re
peals.

SENATE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

Senators MOWER~ HUGHES, THOMPSON, WAGNER,
COSTA, TOMLINSON, HART, BRIGHTBll..L, TILGHMAN,
SALVATORE, EARLL, DENT, LOEPER, GERLACH, ROB
BINS, BELAN, SCHWARTZ, LEMMOND, KASUNIC,
KITCHEN, GREENLEAF, BOSCOLA, RHOADES and
O'PAKE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No.
159, entitled:

A Resolution designating the month of May 2000 as "Arthritis
Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.

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

Senators MOWER~ WAGNER, COSTA, SCHWARTZ,
TARTAGLIONE, TOMLINSON, THOMPSON, WENGER,
O'PAKE, DENT, MURP~. SALVATORE, MUSTO, EARLL,
HART, WHITE, RHOADES, MELLOW, STOUT, GREEN
LEAF, KASUNIC and BOSCOLA, by unanimous consent, of
fered Senate Resolution No. 160, entitled:

A Resolution designating May 1 through 7,2000, as "Medicare
Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania.
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Which was read, considered, and adopted by voice vote.

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

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

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the West
Miffiin Area High School Boys' Basketball Squad and to the
West Mifllin Area High School Girls' Basketball Squad by Sen
ator Belan.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Ninth
Annual Latino Youth Leadership Convention by Senator Bell.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to The Pennsyl
vania State University Fencing Team by Senator Corman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Edward H.
Kelly by Senator Hart.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Tony
Sandone, Jr., Marvin H. Angstadt, Laura Ann Cash Kehler,
Christine Gale Lacy, Henry 1. O'Hara, Larry E. Freed, Tony
Bartle and to Keith Stoneback by Senator Holi.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Hany Smith, Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Ickes, Mr. and Mrs. Harry
Long and to Mr. and Mrs. Robert Nagle by Senator Jubelirer.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Italian
American War Veterans by Senator LaValle.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to the Councils
of Governments of Beaver and Butler County by Senators
LaValle and Stout.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jeffrey Papi
by Senator Lemmond.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dann
Laudermilch and to Ben Laudermilch by Senator Madigan.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to David Morse,
Tommy King and to the Olyphant Leo Club by Senator Mellow.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to St. Paul's
Lutheran Church ofReading and to the 1900 Beneficial Associ
ation ofReading by Senator O'Pake.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Charles
Pinkerton, Michael Smerconish, Michael Kelly and to Richard
Costello by Senator Salvatore.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Bill Scanlon
by Senator Tartaglione.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Shonte' Cook
by Senator Wagner.

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTIONS

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

Condolences ofthe Senate were extended to the family ofthe
late Thomas Macey, Sr., by Senator Hughes.

Condolences ofthe Senate were extended to the family of the
late Dr. Daniel M. Friday by Senator Jubelirer.

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION

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

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

SB 516, SB 535, SB 704, SB 935, SB 1022, SB 1171, SB
1251, SB 1280, SB 1282, SB 1296, SB 1305, SB 1332, SB
1412, SB 1417, SB 1418, DB 777, HB 1142, HB 1856 and HB
2069.

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

ation.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE

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

SB 903 (pr. No. 1016)

An Act designating December 15 of each year as "Bill ofRights
Day."

SB 1178 (pr. No. 1467)

An Act authorizing the Department ofGeneral Services, with the
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Somerset County
Conservancy Charitable Trust, certain lands situate in Somerset Town
ship, Somerset County.

SB 1265 (pr. No. 1877) (Amended)

An Act amending the act ofAugust 21, 1953 (P.L.1323, No.373),
entitled The Notary Public Law, further providing for limitations on
powers and for fees.

SB 1330 (pr. No. 1878) (Amended)

An Act authorizing the Department ofGeneral Services, with the
approval of the Governor, to sell and convey to the Wernersville Mu
nicipal Authority certain land situate on Wernersville State Hospital,
South Heidelburg Township, Berks County. .

HB 2088 (pr. No. 3339) (Amended)

An Act authorizing the Department ofGeneral Services, with the
approval of the Governor, to grant a water line right-of-way in Penn
Township, Snyder County, Pennsylvania.

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION

Senator LOEPER. 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.
The bills were as follows:

SB 903, SB 1178, SB 1265, SB 1330 and HB 2088.

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

ation.
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ADJOURNMENT

1471

Senator LOEPER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
now adjourn until Wednesday, April 12, 2000, at 11 a.m., East
ern Daylight Saving Time.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.


