
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20, 2001

SESSION OF 2001 185TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 41

SENATE
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 2001

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

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

PRAYER

The following prayer was offered by the Secretary ofthe Sen
ate, Hon. MARK R. CORRIGAN:

Let us pray.
a God, our Father, we pause this afternoon and take these few

moments to tum our attention to You, for You are the beginning
and the end ofall things.

We thank You for all the gifts and blessings You have so gen
erously bestowed upon us. Help to keep us ever mindful ofthe
role You must play in all human endeavors ifthey are to be truly
successful.

Bless us in all this work this day. Amen.

JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. A quorum ofthe Senate being present, the
Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of June 19,
2001.

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

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILL

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

SB780.

HOUSE MESSAGE

HOUSE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE SENATE

TO SB 1, AND APPOINTS
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives informed the Senate
that the House insists upon its amendments nonconcurred in by the
Senate to SB 1, and has appointed Messrs. PERZEL, BARLEY,
and D. EVANS as a Committee of Conference to confer with a
similar committee of the Senate, ifthe Senate shall appoint such
committee, to consider the differences existing between the two
houses in relation to said bill.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE

Senator TILGHMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations,
. reported the following bills:

SB 977 (pr. No. 1221) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for senior judge opera
tional support grants.

DB 869 (pr. No. 2295) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act ofJuly 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), known
as the Second Class County Code, further providing for monthly retire
ment allowance increase, for building for juvenile offenders, for manage
ment ofjuvenile detention houses by board, for appointment and com
pensation ofboard employees, for annual report and expenses ofboard
and for furnishing rooms for meetings ofcertain veterans and of sons of
veterans; and providing for county council authority to make certain
appropriation.

HB 1697 (pr. No. 2328) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the number of
judges of the courts ofcomrnon pleas in certain judicial districts and for
limitations ofactions.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Senator BRIGHTBILL asked and obtained leave ofabsence for
Senator SCARNATI, for today's Session, for personal reasons.



762 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE JUNE 20,

A ~esolution declaring the week ofJuly 23 through 29, 2001, "Slo
vak Hentage Week" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL, without objection, called up from
page 10 ofthe Calendar, as a Special Order ofBusiness, Senate
Resolution No. 83, entitled:

graduating next year.
They are two very fme young men, and I would appreciate if

the Senate would give them its traditional warm welcome.
The PRESIDENT. Will Steven and Matthew please rise so the

Senate may welcome you.
(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR CHARLES D.
LEMMOND PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator LEMMOND. Mr. President, we have a very special
family of three with us this afternoon. The young man who is
seated in the middle of the Pages is a standout sophomore at the
Lake-Lehman High School, one ofthe smart young men ofnorth
eastern Pennsylvania. His parents are very special, and he owes
much to them. His dad, Buz Boback, handled the late Senator
Newell Wood's upper reaches counties for many, many years, and
Newell, of course, was the predecessor to Frank O'Connell and
myself, and his mother, Karen Boback, is a former Miss Pennsyl
vania. It is a great family, we are glad to have them here and I
would like us all to say hello and welcome. '

The PRESIDENT. Would the Bobacks please rise, and obvi
ously our special guest Page.

(Applause.)

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The SECRETAR~ Consent has been given for the Committee
on Rules and Executive Nominations to meet during today's Ses
sion imminently in the Rules room to consider Senate Bill No. 485
and certain executive nominations.

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Womiak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

CALENDAR

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 83
CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER, ADOPTED

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR DAVID J.

BRIGHTBILL PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I have two guests in
the gallery. These two gentlemen are working as summer interns,
and I would like to introduce them to the Senate.

Steven M. Bowman is 19 years old. He is originally from
Panama City, Panama, and he is currently living with his aunt,
Sue Bowman, in Lebanon. He was valedictorian of the Balboa
High School class in Panama in 1999, and he attends the Univer
sity of Virginia. He is pursuing a double major in fmance and
foreign affairs, and he is the class president of the class of2003.

Matthew Kilgore is from Lebanon. His parents, Keith and
Linda, are good friends ofmine. Matthew was also the valedicto
rian ofhis high school class, in this case it was Cedar Crest High
School. He was a National Merit Scholarship semifinalist, and he
attends Columbia University and is majoring in industrial engi
neering. We have been.trying to convert him to something a little
more substantial, ofsubstance, like political science. He will be

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, for the benefit of the
Members, we intend to have a meeting ofthe Committee on Rules
and Executive Nominations after a short recess, but we do intend
to come back on the floor immediately after the meeting of the
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations because we do
have a vote.

So, Mr. President, I ask for a short recess ofthe Senate for the
purpose of a meeting of the Committee on Rules and Executive
Nominations, to be followed immediately thereafter with a recon
vening ofthe Senate for the purpose of a vote.

The PRESIDENT. For a meeting of the Committee on Rules
and Executive Nominations to begin immediately following this
announcement at the rear of the Senate in the Rules room, and
then to return thereafter for a Senate vote, without objection, the
Senate stands in recess.

AFTER RECESS

The PRESIDENT. The time ofrecess having expired, the Sen
ate will come to order.
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REPORT FROM COMMITTEE

Senator BRIGHTBILL, from the Committee on Rules and
Executive Nominations, reported the following bill:

SB 485 (pr. No. 1223) (Rereported) (Concurrence)

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L. 30, No.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for teach
ers' and employes' retirement plans.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.1

SENATE NONCONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SB 485 (pr. No. 1223) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for teach
ers' and employees' retirement plans.

On the question,
Will the Senate concur in the amendments made by the House

to Senate Bill No. 485?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move the Senate
nonconcur in the amendments made by the House to Senate Bill
No. 485, and that a Committee ofConference on the part ofthe
Senate be appointed.

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

in the affirmative.
Ordered, That the Secretary ofthe Senate inform the House of

Representatives accordingly.

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
APPOINTED ON SB 1

The PRESIDENT. The Chair announces, on behalf of the
President pro tempore, the appointment of Senators
BRIGHTBILL, TILGHMAN and FUMO, as a Committee of
Conference on the part of the Senate, to confer with a similar
committee ofthe House, already appointed, to consider the dif
ferences existing between the two houses in relation to Senate
Bill No.1.

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

COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
APPOINTED ON SB 485

The PRESIDENT. The Chair announces, on behalf of the
President pro tempore, the appointment of Senators
BRIGHTBILL, RHOADES and SCHWARTZ, as a Committee
ofConference on the part of the Senate, to confer with a similar

committee ofthe House, if the House shall appoint such commit
tee, to consider the differences existing between the two houses in
relation to Senate Bill No. 485.

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

RECESS

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, at this time I request a
recess ofthe Senate for the purpose ofa Republican caucus.

For the information ofthe Members, our intention is to discuss
the two potential conference reports, one ofwhich is on the budget
and the other on the School Code, and then at that time we will
return to the floor. After the conference committee meetings, we
will then again return to the floor and hopefully deal with those
two conference reports. After we have dealt with those two confer
ence reports, we will again go to caucus for the purpose of dis
cussing today's Calendar.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will stand in
recess.

AFTER RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Noah W. Wenger) in the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of recess having ex
pired, the Senate will come to order.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMffiNTSBYTHESECRETARY

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the Conference
Committee on Senate Bill No. 1 and the Conference Committee
on Senate Bill No. 485 to meet during today's Session.

Attention, all members ofthe Conference Committee on Senate
Bill No.1, the conference committee will convene in the Rules
room at 4:15 p.m.

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senate
will stand in recess.

AFTER RECESS

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

The PRESIDENT. The time ofrecess having expired, the Sen
ate will come to order.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
SUBMITTED

Senator BRIGHTBILL submitted the Report ofCommittee of
Conference on SB 1, which was placed on the Calendar.
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HOUSE MESSAGE

HOUSE INSISTS UPON ITS AMENDMENTS
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE SENATE

TO SB 485, AND APPOINTS
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives infonned the Sen
ate that the House insists upon its amendments nonconcurred in
by the Senate to SB 485, and has appointed Messrs. S.H.
SMITH, STAIRS and MUNDY as a Committee of Conference
to confer with a similar committee of the Senate, already ap
pointed, to consider the differences existing between the two
houses in relation to said bill.

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 84
CALLED UP QUT OF ORDER, ADOPTED

Senator BRIGHTBILL, without objection, called up from
page 10 ofthe Calendar, as a Special Order ofBusiness, Senate
Resolution No. 84, entitled:

of the bill entitled:

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of the
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments ofthe Commonwealth,
the public debt and for the public schools for the fiscal year July 1,2001,
to June 30, 2002, for certain institutions and organizations, and for the
payment ofbills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close ofthe fiscal
year ending June 30, 2001; to provide appropriations from the State
Lottery Fund, the Energy Conservation and Assistance Fund, the Hazard
ous Material Response Fund, The State Stores Fund, the Milk Marketing
Fund, the Home Investment Trust Fund, the Emergency Medical Services
Operating Fund, the Tuition Payment Fund, the Banking Department
Fund, the Fireann Records Check Fund and the Ben Franklin Technology
Development Authority Fund to the Executive Department; to provide
appn;»priations from the Judicial Computer System Augmentation Ac
count to the Judicial Department for the fiscal year July 1, 2001, to June
30, 2002; to provide appropriations from the Motor License Fund for the
fiscal year July 1,2001, to June 30, 2002, for the proper operation ofthe
several departments of the Commonwealth and the Pennsylvania State
Police authorized to spend Motor License Fund moneys; to provide for
the appropriation of Federal funds to the Executive Department of the
Commonwealth and for the establishment ofrestricted receipt accounts
for the fiscal year July 1,2001, to June 30, 2002, and for the payment of
bills remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30,
2001; and to provide for the additional appropriation ofFederal and State
funds for the Executive Department ofthe Commonwealth for the fiscal
year July 1,2000, to June 30,2001, and for thepayment ofbills incurred
and remaining unpaid at the close ofthe fiscal year ending June 30, 2000.

REPORT ADOPTED

SB 1 (pr. No. 1234) - The Senate proceeded to consideration

A Resolution recognizing the week ofJuly 16 through 22, 2001, as
"CHARGE Syndrome Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania.

A majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the question
was detennined in the affinnative.

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

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

Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I rise to talk about Senate
Bill No.1, obviously a very important piece of legislation, maybe
the most important piece of legislation that we vote on as a Senate
and as a General Assembly on an annual basis, which is our bud~
get. The budget will fund all the activities of State government
beginning July 1, 2001, until June 30, 2002. And as we all know,
we have discussed this budget in great detail over the past several
months, beginning with the budget hearings ofthe Committee on
Appropriations back in February, headed up by Senator Tilghman
and Senator Fumo, and we have had all the State departments in
front of us and we have talked about a number of initiatives of
great importance.

There are a lot of good things in this budget, Mr. President,
many good programs in a variety ofdepartments ofState govern
ment, many other initiatives related to economic development, and
I could go on and on. However, 'there are some things that disap
point me that are not in the budget, as I am sure disappoint many
ofyou. I could talk about a number of them, Mr. President, but
there is one in particular that I believe deserves some attention and
is the reason why I stand today to talk about the budget.

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 1 does not include a very impor
tant item related to a very important aspect for Pennsylvania,
which is the steel industry. Over the last 4 to 6 weeks we have
been inundated in this Capitol with hundreds, ifnot thousands, of
steelworkers coming to ask for our support to save an industry.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
adopt the Report ofthe Committee ofConference on Senate Bill
No.1.

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Womiak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.2

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

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

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

Annstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach
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Mr. President, this industry, the steel industry, is dying in Amer
ica, and Pennsylvania is the number one State still with steel
companies and steelworkers in this country. We have 35,000
steelworkers in Pennsylvania. We have over 100,000 workers
working in companies directly related to steel, and we have over
100,000 retirees from steel companies here in Pennsylvaqia.

Ifanyone has noticed the financial pages of the newspapers in
recent months ofthe last year, the value of steel company stock
prices has declined dramatically. The reason is the dumping of
steel subsidized by foreign countries here in America, and it is a
bigger problem in Pennsylvania. The reason why I mention all
this is that in the budget that we are about to vote on, and I am
going to vote in support of this budget, it does not include tax
increases, it has many good programs, but it is lacking several
critical elements, one ofwhich has been a request to us, Members
of the General Assembly and the Governor, for support to help
an industry that is in a crisis situation. And when I say a crisis
situation, we have had 18 steel companies in America file for
bankruptcy in the last couple ofyears, and ifwe as a government,
this State and this country, do not do something, we are going to
find out that we have lost the most important industry in the his
tory ofPennsylvania, the steel industry.

Now, as you know, Mr. President, I come from Pittsburgh,
and if there is any city in the entire world that is known for
steelmaking it is Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. But even today, we do
not have steel like we had it in the 1960s and 1970s. But what I
have heard and what you have heard and what all of us have
heard is that steel companies and steelworkers are looking for
loan guarantees from Pennsylvania to help the steel industry rein
vest, to invest in their equipment, to invest in their buildings, to
invest in their people. And unfortunately, this budget does not
include dollar one to assist in that effort. I know many Members
ofthe Senate on both sides ofthe aisle have stood in support of
that endeavor. Unfortunately, though, we have not been success
ful in that endeavor.

Mr. President, I rise to say that that is a major flaw in this
budget. I suspect the roadblock was with the Governor, in that
the administration never truly showed the support for this initia
tive, but, in fact, it is desperately needed. It is desperately needed
or we are going to see an industry where we make something, we
actually make a very important product that helps build roads,
helps build bridges, and helps make buildings in the Common
wealth pass us by in this State and in this country. And we as
elected officials ofthose people cannot permit that to happen.

So, Mr. President, I rise to offer my objection to that not being
in the budget and, more importantly, I ask that we make a com
mitment that somehow we will continue to press the administra
tion to make sure that efforts are made to help this industry. And
we all know that in the Department ofCommunity and Economic
Development there are dollars in certain accounts that can be
utilized for various purposes. Even though there are not moneys
earmarked with a line item in the budget today to help loan guar
antees be initiated to assist the industry, the steel industry, I still
believe something needs to happen.

Mr. President, I rise to talk about that and to say that I am
going to continue to talk about it. Because ofwhat is happening
in the steel industry, we as elected officials have to show an ef
fort to help them. And that message came out to all of us loud

and clear by steelworkers and representatives of steel companies
in this Capitol 2 weeks ago and 4 weeks ago.

So, again, I rise to say we are in a crisis situation. This budget
does not address that crisis, but we have to come together and find
a way to do that. .

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

Lebanon, Senator Brightbill.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I would just like to

comment briefly. The Members have all had a chance to review
this, and it is important to remember that this is not the product of
a single legislator nor ofa single point ofview, but it is a product
developed as a result of a consensus-building process. That
consensus-building process involved all the Members ofthe Gen
eral Assembly to one extent or another. As we move forward to
look at this, I would suggest that we are approving a State budget
that is not just about planning for the next 12 months, but it is a
plan that also serves as a reflection ofthe last 7 years. We believe
that this budget proves that consistent, careful spending and tar
geted tax cuts during strong economic times have paid off for
Pennsylvania. .

Clearly, Mr. President, this is a budget bill that has required us
to tighten our belts, and I believe that we have responded to eco
nomic times by doing just that. At a time when many other States
are scrambling to slash programs and services or pass temporary
stopgap spending plans, we in Pennsylvania are well positioned
for the coming fiscal year, but we could not do everything or meet
every proposed spending plan with a positive response. The econ
omy has slowed, but we still have money available to invest in
important forward-looking programs, such as education and the
ability to cut taxes yet again. It is not random good fortune, it is
the result of thrifty spending at a time when it would have been
easy to squander the revenue in our State coffers.

In all, under the Ridge administration, employers ofPennsylva
nia families have saved nearly $15 billion through tax reductions,
workers' compensation reform, and reduced red tape. These sav
ings have helped to create more than 350,000 new jobs. Today,
thanks to sound strategies, we will pass a new State budget that,
while very responsible, includes increased funding for our most
important programs, particularly education.

Mr. President, these are lean times in every State. However, in
Pennsylvania we can feel confident that we will weather the stonn,
because we have spent 7 years putting our fiscal house in order
and making sure that it stands on a strong foundation.

I would just like at this point, Mr. President, since this is the
first budget that I have been involved with as Majority Leader, to
thank a lot ofpeople, particularly the staffs ofSenator Tilghman,
Senator Tilghman himself, the staffhere - Steve, Donna, and Eric
- and I would thank my colleagues on the other side of the aisle
who have also been very positive. But I particularly thank the
Members of this Republican Caucus. We have been together for
6 months now with me as the leader, and I have found this to be
a very positive, fulfilling experience because of the great leader
ship that the Members of the Caucus have provided. This has
clearly, clearly been inspirational for me and we have tried to hit
the target for everybody, we have tried to get everybody as far
home as they need to be, and I thank all the Members.

Thank you, Mr. President.
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Northampton, Senator Boscola.

Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I want to make a couple
of comments about this budget, one item in particular. I remem
ber last year every Member ofthis Senate worked together with
the Governor and the House to implement a $25 million grant
program to help all those volunteer fire companies across the
State, and they are the ones who help families in times oftragedy
and who save lives and homes and property whenever a fire
threatens to destroy them, and I know that the volunteer fire de
partments in my district put these funds to good use last year. A
lot ofthem received the money and some were able to keep their
doors open because they received some ofthis grant money, and
we made that commitment last year to continue to provide some
funding for these smaller volunteer fire departments.

That commitment is nowhere to be found in this year's budget.
Plain and simple, we did not answer the call. Mr. President, no
volunteer, ifyou think about it, would leave a burning building
and say, well, maybe we will come back next year and put the·
fire out, but this is exactly what this budget does. It walks away
from a commitment that was made to extend the program to help
our volunteer firefighters today.

We have more volunteer fire departments in Pennsylvania
than any other State in this nation, and too many ofthese depart
ments are struggling today, just as they did last year, to stay in
operation. I know it is easy to blame the economy or some
smaller budget surplus because we did not have as much as we
did last year, and that is probably the reason why we are saying
we cannot help our fIrefighters and help them save lives in our
community. Mr. President, what is happening to our volunteer
fire departments and rescue squads all across the State is not a
false alarm. Volunteer fire departments and rescue squads, in
cluding, in my district, Windgap Ambulance, Freemansburg Fire
Company, they can no longer stay in operation by conducting
business as usual. In fact, a lot ofthem do more fundraising than
firefighting. And these are volunteers. These are people who
work, have families, and give a part ofthemselves to their com
munity, and we cannot help them.

The people I represent are concerned that one day the fIre
protection and ambulance service that they need might not be
there when they need it the most. This budget does not answer
the call. This budget ignores those men and women who put their
lives on the line for us each and every day. Think about it, a
$20-billion budget, and we cannot find a dollar for our fire and
ambulance companies. It is very disgraceful, actually, and I think
that we can do better. I think we can do much better.

Now, there is another issue that was talked about by Senator
Wagner as well, when you talk about the steel industry. I remem
ber being at a press conference where there were a lot ofRepub
ticans there at that same press conference saying they were going
to do all they can to help the steel industry. Where are you now?
It is good to say these things, but they actually need some fund
ing to help protect this industry. I am a steelworker's daughter.
My father worked in the steel mills for about 30 years, and be
cause he worked so hard, I was the fIrSt girl, well, the fIrst child,
ever to get a college education because the steel industry pro
vided good jobs and good wages. And because ofthat, in a whole
generation ofmy family, I was the first one to go to college. I am

proud ofthat, and this industry is asking us for help and they need
it. This budget does not help them.

I look at this budget and I say, okay, over the last 6 years or 7
years, we have been corporate-friendly. Corporate-friendly, that
is where all the tax cuts are going, but what about being people
friendly? What about being firefighter-friendly? What about being
senior-friendly? Did we do anything to help lower property taxes?
Nothing. What about being steelworker-friendly?

This budget also does nothing to help the middle class, Mr.
President, and I have been saying this for the last 6 years. We have
tax cuts after tax cuts, but where are the middle-class tax cuts?
They are the ones who are paying the burden of taxation in this
State, but they do not get anything in this budget. And I am very
upset that we are one ofthe States that does not even pay for pre
school funding. Many States fund preschool education, but we do
not.

So as we pass this budget today, there are some good things in
the budget. It is really a lackluster budget, actually. Safe Schools
is in there, Weed and Seed programs are good. In fact, giving
growing school districts more money is good. But we can do
better, and I hope that Democrats and Republicans and this Gover
nor, when they go to do next year's budget, will add some ofthese
items that I talked about today, because I think it is critical for the
future of this Commonwealth and the families that we all repre
sent.

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

Allegheny, Senator Logan.
Senator LOGAN. Mr. President, you have heard me say that

throughout life we encounter people who volunteer for many
things, parents who volunteer to serve on PTAs, people who vol
unteer at local soup kitchens, people who volunteer at local animal
shelters. Mr. President, I hold all of these people in high esteem
for what they do.

But among these volunteers, there is a special group of men
and women whom I admire, not only for what they do, but what
they are, which is heroes. Each and every volunteer firefighter and
ambulance service person is a hero because they put the lives of
their neighbors, their friends, even strangers, before their own. For
them, volunteering is a way oflife, Mr. President. It demands long
hours, hazardous duty, and time away from family and regular
jobs, for training and preparing and financial investment, fundrais
ing, jubilees, fish fries, raffle tickets.

Pennsylvania relies heavily on these volunteers, with nearly aU
ofPennsylvania's 2,400 frre companies staffed by approximately
80,000 volunteers. Mr. President, you stood in front of some of
those volunteers last year in West Mifflin. The Governor stood in
front ofsome ofthose volunteers and promised, we will be back
to help you every year, because you help people every day. That
was short-lived. They volunteer knowing that their own life is
often in jeopardy; yet they never flinch, they never hesitate to
help.

As State legislators, my colleagues and I took an oath to do our
best to help the people of Pennsylvania, and when it comes to
saving homes and lives, we can do that in two ways. We can help
people directly through legislation, requiring such things as safer
building codes, sprinklers, or we can help the people who help
them. And I strongly believe we should do both.
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However, Mr. President, I am outraged over the way we are
about to treat those 80,000 volunteers. Here we are about to pass
our spending plan for the next fiscal year, and we are going to
turn our backs on the people who would never dream, never
think ofturning their backs on us, the people whom we told we
would not tum our backs.

Out of a $20 billion budget, $20 billion, Mr. President, I am
stunned that we could not find any money. We could not fmd a
dollar. We could not find $5 million, we could not find $10 mil
lion, we could not find $25 million like last year. We could not
fmd anything in a $20 billion budget to help those people who
help us every single day? The men and women, whether it is
raining or snowing, whether it is Christmas or Easter, whether it
is night or day, they leave their homes when the bell rings and
come out to help us in a fire truck, in an ambulance, and, Mr.
President, we could not find $1 to help those people. That is
amazing to me. It really is. We told those people last year that we
were going to help again; now we cannot fmd any money.

Mr. President, volunteer firefighters and ambulance services
provide such a vital service to small communities that I think we
all in this room take their services for granted. But let us just
remember that a study done by the Harrisburg-based Pennsylva
nia Fire and Emergency Services Institute showed that volunteer
firefighters save Pennsylvania taxpayers $4.5 billion in salary
and benefits alone every single year, $4.5 billion.

Mr. President, I was the mayor ofMonroeville before I came
here. We have 800 volunteers in Monroeville, five fire depart
ments, and I could not imagine ifwe went to a paid department
what that would do to the municipality ofMonroeville. It would
bankrupt them. They save us $4.5 billion every single year in
salary and benefits, but the Governor could not fmd $1 to help
them.

The work ofthese volunteers is often thankless, Mr. President,
but their community benefits are priceless, and I think it is a
shame that they cannot rely on the State for consistent State fund
ing. Again, we should be embarrassed that we are not giving
them any money this year, we are not making any money avail
able. When you think of a fire truck, it could be $1 million.
When you think of an ambulance, it could be $250,000. When
you think ofjust the protective gear for the firefighters to save us
is $5,000, the breathing apparatus. We could not find $1. We are
going to turn our backs today on 80,000 volunteers across the
Commonwealth, the people who protect us on a daily basis,
again, no matter what is happening, if it is raining, if the sun is
out, if it is Easter, Christmas, we are going to turn our backs on
them.

Our volunteer firefighters, Mr. President, are heroes in the
truest sense of the word. It is the selfless acts and sacrifices of
our volunteer firefighters that ensure that Pennsylvania communi
ties are a safe place, and I refuse, and it is unfortunate because it
is my first budget, I refuse to vote for the budget today based on
us turning our backs on 80,000 volunteers, the people who would
never turn their backs on us.

I hope everybody remembers here and in the House, as well
as the Governor, when they cast their vote on this budget, that
they, too, have to go back to their districts, and whether it is 8
volunteers or 28,000, or however many volunteers that you have
in your district, you have to look at them and say, you know

what? Have another fish fry. Do another raflle. Do another bingo.
Go bang on the doors and get money because we in State govern
ment, out of$20 billion, we do not have any more money.

So, Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to vote "no" on the bud
get because there is no money in there for the people who protect
us every day.

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

Lehigh, Senator Dent.
Senator DENT. Mr. President, I rise today in support of this

budget. Clearly, this budget is not all things to all people. No bud
get ever is. But I do want to point out a few things. In terms of
education funding, this is certainly the best budget I have seen for
my district, the Allentown School District, since I have been in the
General Assembly. They will be receiving a 12-percent increase
in their subsidy as an empowerment district. I am very pleased
with that. As we all know, too, special education funding has gone
up by 10 percent, and many ofus have done even better than that
in our school districts.

I, too, am the son ofa man who worked 30 years at Bethlehem
Steel, and I do want to talk a little bit about that issue. I had a
conversation with Secretary Butler the other evening, and I am
delighted with some of the initiatives that I believe are going to
come out ofthis administration with respect to a response to the
steel crisis. As we all know, President Bush recently made a very
positive statement, unlike his predecessor, to help the domestic
steel industry, something that is certainly much needed, and I am
very confident this administration is going to respond to the crisis
facing our steel companies throughout the Commonwealth, and I
think you will be pleased.

Also, I want to point out, too, that this budget is very good for
economic development. We are going to be merging the Ben
Franklin Partnership with the Pennsylvania Technology Infrastruc
ture Alliance. I believe this will be a very good and positive step
for the people ofmy community, the people ofthe Lehigh Valley.
And, again, for the seventh year in a row we are cutting taxes,
undoing the damage ofAugust 1991. Yes, there are business tax
cuts. We needed to cut those taxes. We are also cutting taxes for
families who are earning very little money. A family of four earn
ing less than $30,000 will pay no State income taxes.

I have heard a lot ofcomments from the other side ofthe aisle
about how the policies ofthis administration and the budgets over
the last several years have been friendly to business, but I also
noted, too, that many Members on that side ofthe aisle also voted
for those budgets and tax cuts. So, today I ask for those who are
standing and speaking against this budget, that they let their votes
match their rhetoric. I intend to vote for this budget. I think it is a
good budget for Pennsylvania and one we can all be proud of.

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

Dauphin, Senator Piccola.
Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, I guess I just cannot help

myself, and I am going to have to respond to some of the com
ments that I heard from the other side ofthe aisle. To paraphrase
the old saying, the Minority will have its say, but the burden falls
upon the Majority to govern.

Quite frankly, Mr. President, any unbiased, honest observer
will have to say and have to conclude that Pennsylvania is being
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governed quite well. In fact, Pennsylvania is in pretty good shape
in comparison to virtually all of our sister States. Many of our
sister States are in the position ofhaving huge budget deficits and
are facing tax increases and huge budget cuts ofunprecedented
size, and yet Pennsylvania, because ofthe fiscally prudent way
in which we have managed our resources over the last 5 or 6
years, is in a position this year, for example, to increase spending
for public education, the basic subsidy ofeducation, by 4.4 per
cent, 4.4 percent, which, ifthe school districts of this Common
wealth manage their resources properly and prudently, will trans
late, if not into property tax reduction, certainly no increase in
property taxes.

And on another key cost factor for public education in this
State, special education, which we hear about from our districts
on a regular basis, a very substantial increase of 10 percent is
going to our school districts, and again if they manage their as
sets properly and prudently, that can translate into property tax
reductions. And, ifnot that, then holding the line on increases in
property taxes.

We are very generous to public education in this State com
pared to our sister States. We rank in the top 5 or 6 nationwide
in our support for public education, and we have nothing to be
ashamed about in this budget, or any budget that we have passed
in recent years, when it comes to funding public education. This
budget also funds higher education at a very generous level,
higher than in past years. Through support ofour State-relateds
and our State-owned colleges, we are defmitely supporting
higher education. Through our support of the PHEAA loan and
grant program, we are being very generous to middle-class tax
payers who are sending their children on to higher education.

Now, I would like to say something about our support for
firefighters, because I have heard some misrepresentations about
what is and is not in this budget for firefighters. And first, let me
say that nobody supports volunteer firefighters stronger than I do.
These are dedicated volunteers who have a huge commitment to
their community and a huge commitment to their fellow citizens
in the work that they do week in and week out, year in and year
out. And last year for the first time in my memory, and my mem
ory in this General Assembly goes back almost 25 years, we
initiated a grant, an outright grant program, to volunteer
fIrefighters of$25 million.

If everyone is fair about it, they will know that when that grant
program was announced, it was clear that there was no commit
ment to do anything beyond the I-year grant program. Now, I,
for one, would have loved to have continued a level of support
for the volunteers. There is no question that they are deserving.
In fact, those ofus who are aware ofwhat is on the Senate Calen
dar and the discussions that have been going on here in the Sen
ate, there has been some discussion about a bond issue for a low
or no-interest loan program for volunteer firefighters, but there
is some controversy over whether that is something we should be
doing from a variety ofperspectives, and we have put that off.

We have learned a lot about how we should be funding volun
teer fIre companies through the $25 million grant program that
we initiated last year. And hopefully, hopefully, during the com
ing year, through the good auspices ofthe Members ofthis Sen
ate and the Members ofthe House who are interested in this pro
gram, hopefully without partisan rhetoric, we can gather the re-

sources, gather the data, gather the information, and come up with
a program that will truly benefit volunteer fIrefighters throughout
Pennsylvania on a fair and equitable basis, and which will be
meaningful for them and meaningful for the citizens that they
serve.

I am hopeful that can be done, and I think that should be our
goal, rather than criticizing the fact that, because of other budget
priorities and a slowing down ofthe economy, we simply cannot
afford to reenact the one-time $25 million grant program this year.

Mr. President, I do not think we should be whining or com
plaining about things that are outside ofour control. The economy
ofPennsylvania and the economy ofthe United States have taken
a slight downturn. Revenues are not what they were in past years,
and we have to make the tough decisions when that occurs, be
cause we do not want to raise taxes. In fact, we are cutting taxes
this year as a result of the prudent policies that this Common
wealth has enacted over the last 6 years. Pennsylvania is very
fortunate compared to our sister States. Here in Pennsylvania the
lights are on 24 hours a day. We do not have rolling blackouts.
We do not have huge tax increases. We do not have huge cuts in
programs.

Mr. President, we have a lot to be proud of, and it is embodied
in this budget contained in Senate Bill No.1, and I urge its adop
tion.

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

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, we do have a lot to be proud
of in Pennsylvania, but one ofthe things we cannot be proud of in
this budget is our commitment to higher education. Contrary to the
remarks that were just made, Pennsylvania ranks 45th now among
the 50 States in the level of funding for higher education. And
those ofus who represent the State System ofHigher Education,
the 14 State colleges, have to go home to our districts and say that
they have been left out. There is no additional funding for
Kutztown, Millersville, East Stroudsburg, Slippery Rock, Clarion,
Indiana University, not $1 increase over the present level offund
ing. Unlike Penn State, Temple, and Pitt, who got increases, the
State System ofHigher Education gets not $1 more than they got
this year.

These schools are our creation. This is the State System of
Higher Education. There are 95,000 students and their families
who are going to be shortchanged by the lack ofany funding in
crease for the State System ofHigher Education.

So, while we pat ourselves on the back and say how wonderful .
things are in Pennsylvania, we cannot ignore the fact that in this
particular area, higher education, we are not making the invest
ment that we all talk about we should be making in higher educa
tion, especially our own creature, the State System ofHigher Edu
cation. There are increases for some areas, but while we complain
about the brain drain and talk about the brain gain, it seems that
we have slammed the door on the State System ofHigher Educa
tion and the 95,000 students and their families, most ofthem mid
dle-income, lower-income, whose only hope for a higher educa
tion is through the 14 State colleges that some ofus represent.

So, let us put this thing in perspective. The educational funding
is more adequate in some areas than in others, but there is no addi
tional increase for the 14 State colleges and the 95,000 students
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who rely on them to get ahead, to make Pennsylvania even better
in the future.

Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman

from Philadelphia, Senator Schwartz.
Senator SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I appreciate the oppor

tunity to speak to this budget. I am going to vote for this budget,
so I am not speaking to the point of saying this is a terrible bud
get, we have done major damage to the Commonwealth. I do
think, as my colleagues have pointed out, that we have not met
some commitments that were made that many ofus believe that
we could have made to the steelworkers and to the firefighters in
this State. My colleagues have spoken eloquently to those com
mitments and to the practicality that we might have been able to
find in this balanced budget that we are required by law to pass,
we might have been able to find those dollars to address some of
those needs, and I believe that we should have.

But I did want to speak to the issue of education. We have
made real progress in education on a lot of fronts in Pennsylva
nia, and I am very pleased and proud of the work that we have
done on education. When I hear my colleague from the other side
of the aisle talk about how we should really celebrate what we
have done financially in comparison to other States, I have to say
that I believe he has set his sights far too low, and the fact that
our local school districts have had to, time and again in the last
10 years, and given this budget, are likely to have to do it again
next year, raise property taxes because their expectations are very
high for our children, and they will not settle for flat funding or
for level funding or for just being satisfied that we balanced the
budget. Their expectations are, in fact, very high.

Mr. President, we have said in this State that we have high
expectations, we have set academic standards, we are demanding
accountability, and we are going to do increased testing, and the
fact is the Federal government is going to require us to do even
more testing and demand our performance. We have said to our
school districts, you had better perform or we are going to step
in and demand your performance, but what we have not done is
to really seriously look at what we are doing to really make sure
that our children achieve at high levels, not just to be satisfied
with staying and keeping pace. That is not good enough for the
21st century.

I have to say that I am very pleased that in this budget the
General Assembly bumped up the Governor's request by $16
million, that I and my colleagues recognized that we were not
doing enough. We recognized that we needed to do something on
basic funding for small school districts and for school districts
that have experienced an increase in enrollment.

But did we do something, really, a gesture, something that we
can be really proud of? Unfortunately, the numbers really do not
show that kind of depth of investment. .We are looking at $10
million statewide for small school districts. For some school
districts, that will be helpful, but it certainly is not bold, it is not
really meaningful in a strong way. Growth districts, we are look
ing at a $7.S-million increase across the State. That is not the
kind of dramatic, bold kind of statement and investment we
should be making in our school districts, and it will not relieve
the pressure on local property taxpayers.

On charter schools, we have had this debate. I supported char
ter schools. I believe we ought to be helping charter schools. We
are seeing a growth ofcharter schools, particularly in southeastern
Pennsylvania, and our school districts have said we do not want to
be fighting with charter schools. We want to be supportive. They
are part of the public school system, but they are draining our
resources.

In Philadelphia alone, where we have 40 charter schools, and
we may see 60 or 70 charter schools in the next year, we are talk
ing about a net cost, to a school district that is struggling to pro
vide quality education, a net cost of $90 million. What is the
State's response? Two million dollars statewide. Now, to average
Pennsylvanians, myself included, $2 million sounds like a lot of
money, but it is not when you look at the costs ofpublic education
across this State. So that is hardly a real practical answer to the
cost ofcharter schools in Pennsylvania and to our school districts
that are struggling to do the right thing by our public schools,
including our charter schools. So it is not an answer to the quality
ofpublic education that we deserve.

Let me just make two other comments, if I may, and that is to
say that what we need to do, I know that one ofmy colleagues on
the other side ofthe aisle is keenly interested in this, and that is to
address the larger question of adequate fair funding for our
schools in this State. We need to not just talk about it but to seri
ously make sure that every one ofour school districts has adequate
funding for our kids, and this budget does not even begin to ad
dress that. And for any ofmy colleagues to say that it does, it does
not.

But secondly, what I wanted to also talk about is an initiative
that was presented to us by not only educators, not only children's
advocates, but by the business community in this State, and that is
we need to do more to prepare our children for school. And many
ofyou, I hope, have seen the numbers and the information as well
about how important 'it is to help make sure that our children are
ready for school. Preschool can make an enormous difference in
preparing our children for school and making sure that they are
successful in the early grades and making sure that they are suc
cessful throughout, so that we do not have to do catch-up later, we
do not have to do the kind of tutoring that we are planning to
spend dollars on this year, we do not have to have them repeat
grades, that we do not have to maybe do year-round schooling and
some ofthe other things that we are actually doing partly because
we are doing catch-up.

And when my colleague from across the aisle says that we are
better off than all the other States, let me tell you, Mr. President,
that 41 States out ofthe 50 States have invested significantly with
State dollars in preschool. They have not done it just because it
sounds good. They have not spent money because they have so
much more money than we do. In fact, we have had a fairly good
8 years economically. We have had money to tuck away in the
Rainy Day Fund for another day. And while we are tucking money
away in the Rainy Day Fund, our other States are building an edu
cation system that will generate millions and billions ofdollars in
the economic future ofthose States. So while we can be proud of
the vast amount ofmoney in the Rainy Day Fund, we are not mak
ing an investment in preschool in particular.

Now, the business community told us that at a minimum we
needed $75 million as a beginning to make a serious investment
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in preschool in the State, but recognizing the practicality of the
budget this year and the fact that we may not see the kind ofeco
nomic growth in the next few years, we may see more stagnation,
hopefully not, but ifwe do, that we should pare down that request
to maybe $25 million, to begin to show that we are serious about
children achieving academically in this State, and what did we
see? We have seen no response to that. There is something
tucked in the budget, I am not sure what it is going to mean, $1.5
million to be used not for preschool, although it is called school
readiness, but for children from kindergarten to third grade, $1.5
million statewide, Mr. President.

That is not a real investment. That is not a serious investment.
So I say that we should not set aside preschool investments. We
should not be so proud ofthis budget when it really fails to have
a vision and a boldness for the future for our children and for the
State.

Having said that, I recognize the limitations of this budget.
After 8 years with this Governor, I understand that he is not in
clined to do that broadbrush kind of investment for our children.
There are far more targeted kinds of investments. Some ofthem
are good, some ofthem are important, but really they fail to have
the kind ofexpectations that we so often, with rhetoric, talk about
for our children. We have to back up those expectations with the
dollars to help our children meet them, and that, Mr. President,
would be a budget, an education budget, that we could all be
really proud of, not just barely satisfied with.

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

Westmoreland, Senator Kukovich.
Senator KUKOVICH. Mr. President, I only have a few com

ments, but I would, very briefly, like to interrogate the Majority
Leader or someone regarding one particular item in the budget.

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Yes, Mr. President.
Senator KUKOVICH. Mr. President, sequence number 5392,

which is in the Department of Public Welfare dealing with
long-term care facilities, I cannot quite fmd the answer to the
rather sizable cut. It looks like there is an over $100 million cut
from the previous year in spending, and Senate Bill No.1 that is
before us now is about $67 million less than the Governor's re
quest. I am curious if we are making that up somewhere else
from an intergovernmental transfer, or what is accounting for that
rather large cut? It might be innocuous, but I cannot fmd it.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I do not have the an
swer to that right now, and perhaps in terms ofthe efficient oper
ation of this Chamber, this would help. Senator Kukovich has
been standing in this Chamber with me for at least an hour. He
has, on other occasions, always felt comfortable to walk over and
talk to me. So now he is popping a question that he could have
come over and asked me privately that he would like to interro
gate me on, knowing that this requires some research. We are
happy to get him an answer, and we will do that. It is clear to me
that the more efficient way to do this would be to walk over and

. say, what is going on here, I would like to ask this question on
the record, to put this on the record, and then we could proceed
in a gentlemanly-like way. So we do not have an answer at this
time, and perhaps we can just continue on.

Senator KUKOVICH. Mr. President, no, it was a genuine ques
tion. I am voting "no" on this, not for that particular reason. I will
enumerate those reasons now, but I just had an innocent question
about that large item and where that might be, and I assume that
there is a plan to make that up somewhere else and I did not know
exactly where it would come from, or maybe there would be a
plan for a supplemental somewhere down the road. Often we pay
for these things from intergovernmental transfers.

lam more than willing to wait for that answer later on in the
fall, for that matter, but I would like to explain why I have a prob
lem with this budget. Actually, the three issues I wanted to bring
up have already been touched on in greater length, so I am not
going to spend a great deal oftime. But when the Majority Leader
talked about the consensus-building process that goes into a bud
get, I understand that, I respect that process, and I am curious as
to when the discussion came about regarding the loan guarantees
for the steel industry.

I have felt very good about the way the Majority Leader has
tried to deal with problems that we have had regarding this bud
get, regarding legislation. I think he has tried to be fair to every
body, and I am wondering in this consensus-building process,
especially after the Majority Leader ofnot only the Senate but the
Majority Leader ofthe House attended rallies in the Rotunda in a
bipartisan way with the steelworkers and talked about their efforts
to help with the loan guarantee issue, I am just curious as to where
that process fell through, especially in light, and I do not think it
was, without knowing, and I am not going to ask the question
about that, because I am not sure that is fair.

As a matter of fact, I firmly believe that the Majority Leader
probably did everything he could. But there are currently 18 bank
ruptcies ofmajor steel companies in this country, and virtually all
ofthem impact to some extent directly or indirectly on jobs in this
Commonwealth, and I know that with a small loan guarantee and
the actual dollars that would be spent, it is a nominal amount in
such a large budget of over $20 billion of spending, which con
cerns me even more as to what our priorities are.

The second issue has been enumerated extensively regarding
the line item that we had last year for volunteer :fire departments
and emergency medical services, and that issue resonates with me
because I have had in-depth dealings with volunteer fire depart
ments in my county for almost a quarter of a century, and I have
seen the work that they have done, as I am sure we all have. Over
6 years ago we came close to trying to get legislation passed in the
State House to establish an annual program. Efforts have been
made by Members in the House and the Senate ofboth parties to
do that in the ensuing years.

Last year for the first time, shortly before the Governor's Bud
get Message, in an election year, the line item was created. I know
the Majority Whip said that there was no commitment, and he is
right. I am sure I never heard a commitment from the administra
tion on the floor ofthis Chamber during the debate, but I do know
that whenever over 90 percent ofthe fire departments in this State
made application and received funding, which amounted to proba
bly slightly tplder $10,000 a year on average for roughly 2,400 or
so fire departments around this State, that a couple of things oc
curred. And sometimes people representing State government,
whether it was from the legislative branch or executive branch, did
say anecdotally in a number ofplaces all over this State that this



2001 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE 771

would be continued, and secondly, I think we all know, whether
the word "commitment" was used or not, that once you begin a
program like this, and once there is a reliance on this kind of
program, and once a volunteer fIre department begins to expend
and count in their budget a $9,900 item, I know it does not seem
like much when we are making a budget in tenns ofbillions here,
but from community to community, from one fIre department to
the 2,400 fIre departments, that sure sounds like a commitment.
And even if it is not, we all know we have a moral obligation to
continue to help those fIfe departments and we have had the op
portunity in this budget, and for whatever reason, we did not
honor that obligation.

Finally, it has been mentioned about early childhood initiative.
I know that is a phrase we have been hearing a lot about. I know
we see billboards about school readiness. I know we hear from
academics and educators about the fact that that is the single
most important thing we can do to try to help children, that there
is a direct corollary between those kinds ofschool readiness pro
grams and future achievement, but more than just the educators,
we heard that from the major elements ofthe business commu
nity around this State.

As I look at the numbers in the budget, not one new dollar of
initially $75 million that was requested by the Business
Roundtable and the State Chamber, and the Allegheny Confer
ence, and Philadelphia First, all of them, with unanimity, came
in and asked for those amounts. Towards the end of the budget
process, they were down to asking for $25 million, and the re
sponse ofthe administration was, oh, well, we are putting in $48
million. As we look at this budget, not one penny of that is a
State dollar. That is simply a shift of TANF dollars, or, in es
sence, Federal money that was not spent because ofcuts in wel
fare.

There are small amounts, maybe slightly over $3 million,
being spent on early intervention, which is typically what we do
almost every year. It would have been added probably anyway.
So we had an opportunity, with broad-based support, particularly
from the business community, to begin this kind ofschool readi
ness program, and we once again missed that opportunity.

Now, I can look through this budget and I can fmd hundreds
ofreasons to vote "yes," and I can look through this budget from
a different perspective and maybe fInd just as many reasons to
vote "no," but the biggest problem for me is that many years ago
I stuck my neck out to try to help volunteer fIre departments. I
am not sure, as much as I would like to support this budget for
many other reasons, I do not think I can go home to my district
and tell the volunteer fIre departments in my district that I voted
for a budget that zeroed them out. I have a problem with that. I
wish it was not, and I realize in the broad scheme ofthings that
is a small amount, once again, compared to the overall budget.

I also do not think that I can tell those folks who work in the
steel mills, with whom I stood with most ofyou only a few weeks
ago and said we would do a small bit to be a piece of a package
to try to save steel, and then say that, oh yeah, I voted for a bud
get that did not have in it what I said we would try to get. I have
a problem just looking at myself in the mirror and saying I voted
for this budget, although once again, it was a very small item.

And I cannot go back to parents and teachers who are strug
gling to make their schools work and say to them that, you know,

we are passing legislation out here to create tutorial vouchers and
put about $25 million in that, and do all these other things to try
to deal with programs that have failed whenever we refuse to put
an early childhood initiative grant in, which is a proven success.
I think I would be a hypocrite if I did that, and I wanted to share
that with you.

I have some other questions about items of the budget, but
pursuant to the request of the Majority Leader, I will not put them
on the record, I will not speak to them publicly, but I intend to
have whatever private conversations we need to deal with those
particular issues, and I do intendto vote "no" on Senate Bill No.
1.

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

Allegheny, Senator Wagner.
Senator WAGNER Mr. President, I had no intention ofspeak

ing twice, but I am today in regard to the budget, based mainly on
some comments from the other side ofthe aisle.

First off, Mr. President, I should say that my comments were
not partisan in everything that I had to say, but one ofthe previous
speakers who talked about partisan rhetoric on this side of the
aisle and whining about things outside ofour control is the reason
why I am standing to respond. Mr. President, in regard to things
outside ofour control, I think everything that has been said on this
side of the aisle is within our control, number one and foremost,
and everything that has been talked about over here could have
been addressed in the budget. Some ofus can agree, some ofus
can disagree, I think in a very professional way, but I personally
do not think the comments that we have heard today have been
directed toward partisanship within this room today, especially
mine as it relates to steel.

There is justifIcation to talk about this issue, Mr. President. I
recall just back about a year, or two at the most, when I, a person
who lives in an urban area, put forth a vote to help farmers in the
Commonwealth ofPennsylvania with a $60 million grant program.
Notice, Mr. President, I did not talk about a loan program. That
program was a grant program, and it was a very justifIable grant
program. I supported it, and I believe everyone in this room sup
ported it. I could be wrong, but I believe that is accurate. And just .
as we saw the agricultural industry or the farms in Pennsylvania in
great need ofour assistance, we helped. We helped in a budgetary
way.

Basically, what I said earlier was that there is a similar crisis,
a crisis in an industry that is identifIable with the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, the steel industry. Mr. President, I have heard
you talk about the industry many times, and times when you have
been visiting other cities and talked about the steel in the Golden
Gate Bridge being made here in Pennsylvania.

We can look across the world and across this country and be
very proud that the steel industry in its origination in America was
in this Commonwealth. And I am here to say today that it is in
jeopardy. Should we be talking about it at the State level? You are
darned right we should. Even though we hope something is hap
pening at the national level, quite frankly, I have not seen enough
action at the national level with this administration in the Federal
government and the previous administration in the Federal govern
ment. They did very little to help the steel industry.
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But 6 of the 18 finns that have filed bankruptcy operate in
Pennsylvania: Erie Forge, Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel at
Allenport, J&L Structural at Aliquippa, World Class Steel at
Aliquippa, Laclede Steel at Fairless Hills, Republic Technologies
at Beaver Falls in Johnstown. All ofthese companies have filed
for bankruptcy. As a matter of fact, in one, the LTV bankruptcy,
the debts for workers' compensation liability have fallen back on
taxpayers, and that is an issue that Senator White and Senator
Tartaglione addressed in a previous bill just a couple weeks ago,
and other similar actions will need to be taken.

Basically, all that has been requested from this General As
sembly and this Governor is for us to provide loan guarantees so
that they can invest in their plants, in their machinery, and in
their people. I do not think that request is unreasonable, a loan
guarantee program, and it is lacking in this budget.

I should also say, and did not say in my earlier comments, I
am not standing up and talking for an industry that has not done
its job improving itself. The productivity level ofthe steel indus
try has increased by 174 percent in the last 18 years. The steel
industry in Pennsylvania and in America today is the most effi
cient producer ofhigh-quality steel anywhere in the world. So,
should this industry deserve some attention from this govern
ment, just as we helped out the farmers and the agricultural in
dustry? Everyone in this room has to admit that the answer to that
question is an absolute yes, but we have ignored it in the budget.

Mr. President, that is not partisanship, that is not whining, that
is a fact, and I will defend that fact. And I simply wanted to state
that for the record.

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

Dauphin, Senator Piccola.
Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, I really did not want to get.

up and talk again on this subject, but I have to respond to my
good friend from Allegheny County who referenced some ofmy
remarks from my earlier comments. What I was saying when I
said we should not be whining about events that are outside our
control is that we do not really control the world or the national
economy. And it is a given fact that the national economy has
taken a downturn and that has affected revenues here in Pennsyl
vania, and in large measure that is outside ofour control, and we
should not be whining about that.

But ifthe gentleman is suggesting that we increase our spend
ing, well, yes, that is within our control. We can increase State
government spending. Ifwe have 26 votes here in this Senate and
102 in the House and the Governor's agreement, we can increase
State government spending, as the gentleman and others on the
other side of the aisle seem to be saying we should do. We
should perhaps spend more money on welfare or loan and grant
programs. Yes, it is within our control, but, Mr. President, ifwe
choose to exercise that control, we had better be prepared to raise
taxes; we had better be prepared to raise taxes. We had better be
prepared to perhaps raise the personal income tax or increase the
business taxes that drive Pennsylvania businesses out of this
State and prevent the attraction ofnew businesses into Pennsyl
vania. Perhaps we should be raiding the Rainy Day Fund and
imperiling Pennsylvania's bond rating.

Yes, we could do all ofthat, and that is within our control, but
I suggest that we are more responsible and more prudent to act

within our control by setting reasonable priorities within the
affordability ofPennsylvania's taxpayers. That is the bottom line,
Mr. President, the ability of Pennsylvania's taxpayers to pay the
bill. Senate Bill No.1, in my view, and I think in the view ofthe
majority of this Senate, does set the appropriate, proper priorities
for Pennsylvania, given the current economic situation, given our
current circumstances, and it is a good spending plan for Pennsyl
vania, a very good spending plan, and I urge its adoption once
again.

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

from Northampton, Senator Boscola.
Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I was not going to get up

again either, but when I hear this it really scares me. Nobody on
this side ofthe aisle, the Democrats, talked about tax increases. I
do not think you would see a single Democratic vote for a tax
increase, but what we were saying is it is a matter of priorities.
Here when you look about the tax changes in this budget, we find
that you are eliminating the sales and use tax on airline catering.
Food purchased by the airline and given to the riding public as
part ofthe ticketed price will not be taxed. So, you are there doing
things for the airline and what we are trying to say is, our steel
industry needs help, too. Our firefighters need help, too.

Here is $600,000 on a sales and use tax exclusion for wood
pellets. I mean, when you talk about a budget, it is a matter of
priorities. We are saying on this side ofthe aisle, our steel industry
is a priority and our firefighters are a priority, and we are proud of
that. And there is not a single Democrat on this side ofthe aisle
that ever said they would support a tax increase.

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, this is an interesting
debate, and part ofthe debate focuses on the concerns ofthe steel
industry, and Eric, who works for me, just told me that he has
received a call from Bill George, head ofthe AFL-CIO, and ap
parently through the Governor's Office they have arrived at some
kind ofan agreement. It was very quick, but it had been arrived at
before today, though, as I understand it, that they would work on
this problem. Apparently, Mr. George is comfortable with what
Governor Ridge has put on the table concerning dealing with this
problem, and according to what I am told by Eric, the money is
available ifthey can decide exactly how it can best be applied to
deal with the problem.

The issue during the process of negotiations did not end up
being one that was a strict budget negotiation, but apparently the
steelworkers dealt directly with Governor Ridge and they arrived
at some kind ofan arrangement to deal with that, and that is why
we are not dealing with it today and that is apparently why it is not
on the table.

I appreciate during the debate, for those other Members, such
as Senator Wagner, who acknowledged that some ofus or many
of us or maybe most of us on this side also wanted to see some
kind of consensus arrived at as to how to help our steel industry.
It is very important. So, perhaps with that information, if the peo
ple on the other side of the aisle want to call and verify that, but
that is the information I have. Senator Fumo indicates that Tony
is on the phone and he is smiling, so that would indicate to me that
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perhaps he is getting the same information. Hopefully, we can
move on.

I had not planned to speak twice, but I am going to make one
other comment. I do not think there is a Member in this General
Assembly, and certainly not a Member on this side ofthe aisle,
who cannot pick up this document and say, boy, I would have
liked more money for A, B, C, D, and E. And I will bet you that
ifthey did the "A" on that list, it would have been our local fIre
companies. We all agree on the value ofthe local fIre companies.
It is not in this budget. When Governor Ridge made the an
nouncement, and I do not know what he said on the stump, but I
do know what he said here, he said that this was a once-and-done
program. And my recollection is that it was recommended at $15
million, and through the negotiation process, through many peo
ple such as the people on the other side ofthe aisle and on this
side of the aisle, it was increased to $25 million.

To be a signifIcant help to our fIre companies, we need about
$25 million a pop for a grantprogram. Ifyou think about it, the
average grant, the maximum average grant was about $9,000.
The law said that the grant could be up to $15,000, but it could
only have been up to $15,000 ifevery fIre company did not ap
ply, and of course every fIre company did apply. So, it was
around $9,000 or $10,000. And I remember this very clearly
because I saw the $15,000 and I was like everybody else, and
then when I read the fine print, I was concerned that even last
year our fIre companies would be concerned and would be upset.
when they were only getting $10,000 instead of$15,000.

When put next to a $20 billion budget, $25 million does not
seem like a lot ofmoney, but as people on both sides ofthis aisle
know, when we negotiate a budget, 95 to 96 percent of the bud
get does not really get negotiated. The numbers that are put out
by the Governor are numbers that are basic operating expenses
that we cannot deal with. And it is not like we can cut $100 mil
lion or $1 billion out of Corrections, or something like that.
Many ofthose numbers are there at the start ofthe budget negoti
ations.

I heard one Member reference that he was, I think, a member
ofa borough council, and I am sure it was the same there. There
was a big budget, it seemed like a lot ofmoney, but at the end of
the day as a member ofborough council or local government, or
mayor, there was a small number ofdollars available for the peo
ple in political office to use, and that is what we did.

So, I thank the gentlemen and gentlewomen for listening, but
this is the budget that we are most comfortable with and we be
lieve, taken overall, it basically meets the needs well ofthe Com
monwealth ofPennsylvania.

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

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, obviously our side ofthe aisle
does not have the communication with the AFL-CIO that your
side ofthe aisle has. We are still looking for them. That concerns
me more than just for tonight.

Mr. President, I am advised that as recently as an hour ago
Mr. Wilderman, who is the assistant to the president for legisla
tive affairs, was complaining that nothing was done yet on this.
So we are still trying to find that out. We are obviously more
than pleased ifthe Majority Leader is making a commitment that
something is going to be done, regardless ofwhat he heard from

Bill George, or whatever, because part of the process, and I know
he shares my feeling about this, sometimes a lot ofpeople go talk
to the Governor and never talk to the General Assembly, and then
fInd out we are here and they forgot to talk to us. So you do not
know, I do not know what those conversations were, and we still
have some concerns about that.

Mr. President, no budget is ever perfect and there are always
needs that are unfunded, but a budget is in fact a political docu
ment. A budget is in fact an expression of the General Assembly
and ofgovernment ofwhat it considers to be important and what
it considers to be not important. I have always believed that gov
ernments were created to help those people who cannot help them
selves. In this particular case, in this budget, this budget did not
help poor school districts in Pennsylvania which cannot help
themselves. And I do not just say Philadelphia, because Philadel
phia is just a large problem, but there are just as many school dis
tricts out there in rural districts and poor districts that have the
same problems, in fact even wo~e than Philadelphia does, but
maybe they do not deal with the same numbers. We have not ad
dressed that adequately in this budget.

We have still not addressed, in our opinion, adequately the
needs of our senior citizens who desperately need prescription
drugs. And yes, we have not addressed the volunteer fIre depart
ments' problems, and I think a lot of that was aggravated by the
executive branch going into Senate districts presenting, I cannot
call them WAM checks anymore because they do not exist, but
presenting grants to volunteer fIre departments and saying this is
only the beginning, there are going to be millions for you, and
then not doing anything about it. I think that is the two-fold prob
lem ofvolunteer fIremen.

And I think, in fact, that the Governor was sincere when he said
it is a one-time deal, or as the Majority Leader likes to say, what
is it, once and done, or whatever. That is easily accomplished by
a bond issue. We could have floated a bond issue with $25 million
for 30 years, and the debt service on that would be $1.6 million a
year. That is not a lot of money to pump $25 million into those
volunteer fIre departments, and it would have, in~ been I year,
and believe me, we could find $1.6 million in the operating side
ofthis budget. There is that much in rounding errors.

Mr. President, when we talk about the steel industry, when we
talk about drugs, when we talk about education, it is not what the
President ofthe United States says, be he Democrat or Republi
can, but it is what we here do that the people ofPennsylvania want
to see happen, and we are not doing that in that area.

Mr. President, when it comes time to say, whoa, where will we
get the money for this, we seem to forget, and I know there is a
philosophical difference on this, but we seem to forget that the
triggering ofthe next phase ofthe capital stock and franchise tax
this year alone will cost us $214 million. That is a lot ofmoney.
It could have taken care ofa lot ofpoor school districts. It could
have taken care ofprescription drugs, it could have taken care of
the steel industry, and it could have taken care ofvolunteer fIre
men out ofoperating expenses.

Mr. President, it is not whether or not we are here advocating
future tax increases. We are here questioning what are we getting
for what we gave back? We already gave back to big business
billions of dollars in tax reductions, and we are still 45th, 43rd,
42nd in new job creation. They have not given back to us what we



774 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE JUNE 20,

deserve, and when I say us, I mean the citizens ofthe Common
wealth, in creating new jobs. For them it was just a bonus to their
bottom line and their shareholders.

Government has an obligation to extract from business, when
it gives them that kind of cash back, a commitment for job cre
ation. So in that sense we think that money was wasted. And if
we were going to waste money and just throw it away, would it
not have been better to save our kids with education and save our
senior citizens with prescription drugs? That is the debate that we
have.

Mr. President, I do want to thank the Majority Leader, and I
recognize this is his first budget and I think he has done a com
mendable job, and he is learning more and more, and he will
learn more, especially about those bad guys in the House. But,
Mr. President, we hope to really teach him some lessons soon
when there is a change in the front office, and then we really
have budget negotiations with all five parties at the table. That
will be his first budget, Mr. President, and we welcome that day.
We are very happy to say it is coming soon.

Mr. President, I want to thank everybody on our staff, al
though we did not have that much to do this year, but at least we
did have the answers and we were able to pick this apart, given
the short notice we did have. Mr. President, every year this is
more than just passing a budget, it is kind of like saying goodbye
for the summer, and it is a point ofmelancholy sometimes, so I
want to thank the Majority Leader for his efforts on behalfof the
Senate and all of its Members in the negotiations with the House
and with the Governor.

I will vote for this budget, Mr. President, because I feel a
moral obligation on behalf of myself and the Minority Leader,
Senator Mellow, to do so, but I do recognize that some of our
Members are not going to vote for this budget because of the
very strong feelings they have about some ofthe issues that they
spoke about.

In closing, I want to say had the executive branch not gone
into the districts of Members on our side of the aisle and pre
sented those checks and said to them this is only the beginning,
I do not think we would be as upset as we are about the hypocrisy
of the Governor's Office in doing that, and had the Governor's
Office not stood and had people not stood with the steel industry
- I did not-and say to them we are going to take care ofthis and
then it not happen, I think that is the part that has people upset.

We recognize that there is not enough money to do every
thing, but more importantly than that, we recognize that when
you give your word, you keep it, and when you tell people things,
you keep your word, because credibility ofpoliticians is some
thing we should all guard, and we should be just as upset when
someone on the other side ofthe aisle says something to the pub
lic that is not true as we should when somebody on our side of
the aisle does it. We are always suspect when it comes to the
public. We have an obligation to keep our word. We have an
obligation to tell people "no" when we in fact think it is no. We
get ourselves into trouble, and in this case, the executive branch
did when they promised things and then did not deliver, and they
could have.

So with that, thank you, Mr. President. I am not going to urge

anybody to vote one way or the other. This is strictly a conscience
vote on our side ofthe aisle, but I will be voting "yes."

Thank you.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Senator BRIGHTBILL asked and obtained leave ofabsence for
Senator MURPHY, for today's Session, for personal reasons.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I request temporary Capitol
leaves for Senator Mellow and Senator Bodack, who have been
called to their offices.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, those leaves are granted.

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

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

YEA-44

Armstrong Furno Mowery Tartaglione
Bell Gerlach Musto Thompson
Bodack Greenleaf O'Pake Tilghman
Boscola Helfrick Orie Tomlinson
Brightbill Holl Piccola Wagner
Conti Jubelirer Punt Waugh
Corman Kasunic Rhoades Wenger
Costa LaValle Robbins White, Donald
Dent Lemmond Schwartz White, Mary Jo
Earll Madigan Stack Williams
Erickson Mellow Stout Womiak

NAY-4

Hughes Kitchen Kukovich Logan

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

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

RECESS

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, at this time I ask for a
recess ofthe Senate. For the information of the Members, we ex
pect that within due course there will be a conference committee
meeting, and at this time the report is not quite prepared, so that
will probably follow the break, and then we will come back and
deal with the conference report and then again as we plan, go to
caucus for purposes ofreviewing today's Calendar.

So I would now move for a recess of the Senate to the call of
the Chair.
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The PRESIDENT. Without objection, this Senate will be
recessed to the call ofthe Chair.

AFTER RECESS

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

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
SUBMITTED

Senator BRIGHTBILL submitted the Report ofCommittee of
Conference on SB 485, which was placed on the Calendar.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.3

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

REPORT ADOPTED

SB 485 (pr. No. 1236) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.l4),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for defini
tions and for classification of school districts; providing for public
schools that provide Internet instruction and for national assessment
tests; further providing for school directors' business relations with
school district, for management information reports, for distressed first
class school districts, for instructional equipment, for duty to employ
qualified professionals, for continuing professional development, for
proofofresidency, for cost oftuition, for maintenance ofcertain excep
tional children in approved institutions, for agricultural education, for
funding for charter schools, for financial program and reimbursement
on payments and for additions to or removals from the education em
powerment list; providing for the use ofcertain undistributed funds and
for the dissolution of certain community colleges; further providing for
teachers' and employees' retirement plans, for payments on account of
pupils enrolled in vocational curriculums, for vocational education
equipment grants, for community college support and for small district
assistance; providing for basic education funding for the 2001-2002
school year; further providing for payments to intermediate units and
temporary assistance to school districts losing revenue from reassess
ments; and providing for approved reimbursable annual rental for leases
ofbuildings and facilities for charter school use.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
adopt the Report of the Committee ofConference on Senate Bill
No. 485.

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

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Schuylkill, SenatorRhoades.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, would the Majority
Leader submit to brief interrogation?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Yes, Mr. President, I will.
Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, on page 4, section 113,

which deals with a study ofpublic schools that provide Internet
instruction, "The Department ofEducation shall conduct a study
ofpublic schools that provide instruction primarily through the

Internet." Mr. President, it is my understanding that that study will
deal only with cyber charter schools. Am I correct?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, that is my understand
ing, that the reference herein to public schools is to the cyber char
ter schools.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, "The study shall include:
(1) a review ofacademic accountability methods and systems." It
is my understanding that that means that the study and the review
ofthe academic accountability methods and systems will comply
with State standards, our statutes, and the Pennsylvania School
Code. Is that correct?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, that is my understand
ing.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, "(2) a summary ofgover
nance structures, approval processes...." I am making the assump
tion that that approval process follows the same procedure that is
outlined in the present charter school bill as we know it. Is my
assumption correct there?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I believe that is correct.
Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, "(3) an analysis and verifi

cation of the actual and reasonable instructional cost per student
for each public school that provides instruction primarily through
the Internet." It is my understanding that this deals only with in
structional costs and not any other associated costs in terms of
construction, acquiring of technology, or anything else that adds
to it. This deals only with the actual instructional costs. Am I cor
rect in that assumption?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, my understanding of
that is that this would be actual and reasonable instructional costs,
and my understanding on this is that the intent is to determine
what is the actual and reasonable instructional cost per student As
I understand the presumptions that are in our Code regarding leg
islative intent, it is my understanding that whenever we enact a
bill, we do not intend a result that is absurd, impossible of execu
tion and unreasonable, and that therefore that would be the con
struction that we determine these costs, yes, Mr. President.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, "(4) recommendations
regarding funding alternatives." It is my understanding and belief
that this will deal with local funding or State funding or any com
bination of local and State and not any others. In other words, we
are going to find out just how much the locals are spending,
whether they should be spending or the State should be spending,
or some kind ofcombination ofthat.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, that would be my under
standing.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, in sections (b) and (c) it
says that: (Reading)

(b) The Department ofEducation shall prepare a report that includes
its findings and recommendations from the study and shall provide the
report to the chairman and the minority chairman ofthe Education Com
mittee ofthe Senate and the chairman and minority chairman ofthe Edu
cation Committee of the House ofRepresentatives by October 30,2001.

(c) In the event that the report required under subsection (b)is not
provided by October 30,2001, no school district shall pay to any public
school that provides instruction primarily through the Internet an amount
to exceed two thousand dollars ($2,000) per resident student enrolled.
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It is my assumption, number one, that no school district
should have to pay $2,000 or more for a cyber charter school
prior to this study being awarded. Am I correct in that assump
tion?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, my understanding is
that these fees or payments are actually made not on an annual
basis but on a monthly basis, and therefore, my understanding is
that they would begin making monthly payments at the beginning
of the school year and that by October 30 they would have made
only the appropriate number of monthly payments, and at that
point in time, as I read this, those monthly payments would be
based upon a number that is billed to the district. However, in the
event there is no report filed, then the subsequent monthly pay
ments would be based upon an amortized $2,000 per student
cost.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, it is also my assumption
that as ofOctober 30, let us say the report comes in and we have
an actual and verifiable analysis ofthe actual cost,. it will then be
the responsibility ofthe General Assembly to determine what the
actual payment should be, say it is more than $2,000 or less than
$2,000. Am I correct?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, that is not my reading.
My reading is that once the Secretary determines and reports his
analysis and verification of the actual and reasonable instruc
tional costs per student, that then would be the basis for the pay
ment by the school district. And I base that upon the section that
I cited before, that it would be an absurd result for the Secretary
to determine that an actual and reasonable instructional cost per
student is less than the amount that is being billed by the school
district. So, if a school district is billing say at a cost of $6,000
per year and the Secretary determines the actual cost to be
$4,000 per year, it would be absurd for us to justify or authorize
any payment above the actual cost.

And I base that upon section 1922(1) and I also base that upon
section 1933, which provides that the particular in a section con
trols the general. And as I understand it, there is a general provi
sion as to what charter schools can bill or charge, but this is a
particular provision that deals with cyber charter schools. There
fore, the Secretary's detennination for at least that year becomes
in essence what the billing is for that year.

Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, a comment, if I may. As
I think many ofyou are aware, I. have introduced Senate Bill No.
891, which basically would say that any student who participated
in Internet education would have to be approved by the school
district. We do that now. I mean, the cyber charter school con
cept is nothing new. We already do that in our schools by either
Internet or PicTel or any other kind ofmeans. Districts approve
it. We are asking for the same thing. Although Senate Bill No.
891 is not receiving the warm reception I had hoped that it
would, we at least would be holding our school boards account
able, as we now do, for all the other money they spend.

I do believe that at least this attempt to have a study done by
the department is at least a step in the right direction, and I thank
the Majority Leader for his comments and also for his work in
helping to develop this particular section.

Thank you, Mr. President.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow and Senator Bodack have
returned, and their temporary Capitol leaves are cancelled.

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

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

Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I rise to put on the record my
opposition to Senate Bill No. 485, largely due to the provision that
relates to the city ofPittsburgh School Board. It is my understand
ing that the provisions that are contained in the conference com
mittee report would provide that the city of Pittsburgh school
teachers would no longer be required to live in the city ofPitts
burgh, and thus it is my contention that that would not be the ap
propriate step for us to take here in the General Assembly today.

Mr. President, many ofthe employees currently employed by
the city ofPittsburgh, specifically police officers and firefighters,
are required to live in the city ofPittsburgh, as are schoolteachers.
It is basically my understanding from discussions with school
board members, as well as city cOWlcil members and the mayor of
the city ofPittsburgh and others, that there is no crisis in the city
ofPittsburgh relative to quality teachers, and waiving the require
ment for them to live in the city ofPittsburgh, in fact, would be a
mistake for a variety ofreasons.

I know the hour is getting late, so I wanted to take this opportu
nity to offer into the record Resolution No. 425 from the Pitts
burgh City Council, which indicates very strong and compelling
reasons why we should not be embarking down this path.

So I am offering for the Senate official record a letter dated
June 20, 2001, from the Office ofthe City Clerk, Linda M. John
son-Wasler, as well as City ofPittsburgh Resolution No. 425 from
Council President Bob O'Connor, dated June 19, 2001, which
clearly articulates the reasons why this is not'the appropriate place
to go, and I would ask that my colleagues join me in providing a
negative vote on this bill.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the documents will be

inserted into the Journal.

(The following documents were made a part ofthe record at
the request ofthe gentlemanfrom Allegheny, Senator COSTA:)

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
City ofPittsburgh

June 20,2001

Dear Elected Official:

Pittsburgh City Council Members request your immediate attention
relative to HB 1445 and any other measure currently pending which
would eliminate a residency requirement for City of Pittsburgh school
teachers.

Unlike Philadelphia, the City ofPittsburgh does not have a shortage
of qualified teachers seeking employment by the Board ofPublic Educa
tion. City ofPittsburgh teaching jobs provide high salaries and excellent
benefit packages and positions are extremely sought after by qualified
city residents.
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Members are aware that lobbying efforts have been longstanding
by school officials, but will debate to the end that this effort is unjusti
fied and will ultimately have a negative impact on this City. Before
State Officials pass such a measure, local elected officials should have
the opportunity to provide input.

Make no mistake-Council Members ofthe City ofPittsburgh unan
imously oppose this measure and request your immediate effort to lobby
for the removal of the City ofPittsburgh from this legislation.

Attached is a Proclamation passed yesterday in Council for your
review.

Thank you for your immediate attention.

Sincerely,

LINDA M. JOHNSON-WASLER
City Clerk

Resolution No. 425

WHEREAS, Pennsylvania House Bill No. 1445 (Printer's No.
1708) would prevent the Pittsburgh Public Schools from imposing a
residency requirement on Teachers; and

WHEREAS, Pittsburgh Code Section 181.02 requires all City em
ployees and officials, including Police and Firefighters, to reside in the
City of Pittsburgh; and

WHEREAS, the Council ofthe City ofPittsburgh strongly believes
in the importance ofthe City's residency requirement; and

WHEREAS, the Council ofthe City ofPittsburgh believes a resi
dency requirement is equally important for Teachers in the Pittsburgh
Public Schools; and

WHEREAS, Teachers in the Pittsburgh Public Schools have many
housing opportunities available to them in the City of Pittsburgh, in
cluding, newly constructed single family homes, historic dwellings,
duplexes, condominiums and apartments; and

WHEREAS, Teachers in the Pittsburgh Public Schools have a very
competitive compensation and benefits package; and

WHEREAS, the residency requirement of the Pittsburgh Public
Schools has not caused problems recruiting excellent Teachers as em
ployees of the Pittsburgh Public Schools.

Now, THEREFORE, the Council of the City ofPittsburgh enacts
this Motion and directs City Council's Clerk to immediately transmit a
copy to the Superintendent of Pittsburgh Public Schools, all Board
Members of Pittsburgh Public Schools, all Pennsylvania State Repre
sentatives and State Senators and the Governor ofPennsylvania:

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PITTSBURGH OPPOSES
THE PROVISION IN PENNSYLVANIA HOUSE BILL 1445 THAT
PREVENTS PITTSBURGH PUBLIC SCHOOLS FROM IMPOSING
A RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT ON TEACHERS.

Read and Adopted In Council June 19,2001

BOB O'CONNOR
President ofCouncil

Attest: LINDA M. JOHNSON WASLER
Clerk ofCouncil

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

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I too rise to oppose this con
ference committee report. Again we fmd this Republi
can-controlled General Assembly dictating to local government
how they have to run their governments. The residency require
ment for the city of Philadelphia teachers and the city of Pitts
burgh teachers is one which the local governments there deemed
appropriate and something that they wanted to be able to have
and enforce. I happen to philosophically believe that you serve
your employer and your school district better ifyou live in that

city and live with its problems. I feel the same way for police and
firemen and all such people. Why this is coming out, I have no
idea in the city of Philadelphia, and when I check with my col
leagues in the city of Pittsburgh I have no idea again, except for
the fact that it might be petty politics.

Mr. President, this is not where we should be going. It is not
right. Ifyou really care that much for the city ofPhiladelphia, then
give us money to take care of our schools, which you will do
sooner or later. I will tell you that now. And the more people you
drive out ofthe city ofPhiladelphia who are on our payrol~ it only
hurts our economic base even further. I would love to know what
this is about. I would love to know who put it in here, and I would
love to know why. I have heard the rumors that there were deals
made with the teachers' union, and things ofthat nature. That is
not appropriate for telling local governments how to run them
from Harrisburg on issues that are this critical.

So, earlier you took over the Parking Authority in the city of
Philadelphia, and now you are telling the city ofPhiladelphia that
it cannot require its teachers to live within its borders. Why do you
not come down and try to run for mayor of Philadelphia? Oh, I
forgot, you did that, and lost. You know, what you are doing here
is asking for in each and every district, no one is going to be safe
up here, and I will be the first one, when the balance of power
shifts, when someone gets up and complains about it, I am going
to remind you oftoday and I am going to remind you ofthe Park
ing Authority. Someday the State may decide to take over, with a
Democratic administration, your water authorities and your sewer
authorities. We are going to see how much you are going to like
that.

Mr. President; I always thought the Republican mantra was get
big government off our backs, let local governments run them
selves. Is that only applicable everywhere else except Philadelphia
and Pittsburgh? What is going on in this Chamber? It is one thing
to do things for political reasons, but it is really revolting to me to
watch people prostitute their own philosophy and go against what
they say they believe in. But I have seen a lot ofhypocrisy in 23
years in this Chamber, and I am never surprised by the height to
which it reaches, and this is just another example ofthat kind of
nonsense.

I am voting "no." I am urging all my colleagues to vote "no,"
and let this be on your hands again.

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

Allegheny, Senator Wagner.
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I also rise to join my col

leagues, Senator Costa and Senator Furno, in opposition to this
legislation. Mr. President, I have no idea where taking out the
residency requirement for teachers in the city ofPittsburgh ever
came from. There has been no request to any Member of this Sen
ate for that to happen. As a matter of fact, it is my understanding
that the board ofdirectors ofthe Pittsburgh Public School System
is in opposition to the language that is part ofSenate Bill No. 485
relating to the city of Pittsburgh. We know factually, as Senator
Costa indicated, that the city council of the city ofPittsburgh op
posed it by a vote of9 to 0 to take out the residency requirement.

But, Mr. President, basically it is not in the best interest of the
school district ofthe city ofPittsburgh, where presently there is no
problem in attracting quality teachers to the Pittsburgh Public
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School System, similar to what I have heard in other areas ofthe
Commonwealth ofPennsylvania. Mr. President, not only is there
no problem attracting them, right now it is my understanding that
some percentage ofthe teachers are permitted to live outside the
city ofPittsburgh. And basically what we are doing here today is
saying that all teachers, all professionals who are employed by
this school district no longer have to live within the school dis
trict, which sends the wrong message about their support for that
educational system, their support for the tax base that basically
provides the dollars for that system to function, their support for
their children to go to that school system.

Where and how this legislation came about is beyond my
understanding. It was said that big government has stepped in
again, and that is the case here, and, Mr. President, it is bad legis
lation, it is a bad precedent.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, I would like to, ifI can, tell

you about a wonderful success story that has occurred in the city
ofPhiladelphia and has occurred, in fact, very fortunately, in my
own senatorial district right on the Philadelphia-Montgomery
County border of the Seventh Senatorial District, at the Upper
Roxborough edge of the Seventh Senatorial District as it but
tresses Montgomery County, right near the Andorra Shopping
Center where a lot of folks come into the city to spend money, go
to the movies, shop, buy some food at McDonald's, and go to the
Dollar Land that they have up there. In fact, I was just up there
recently, Mr. President, with my son to see "Shrek," the new
movie, and it was a good movie, and I spent a lot ofmoney up
there with my son. He made sure I did.

But right there, Mr. President, about five or six blocks away
from that shopping center, from that movie theater, on a weekend
where there were thousands ofpeople moving to and fro, there
is a development that has occurred in that neighborhood. It is
within the city limits, it is right on the county line, of about 60
houses that have been built, a new development, private develop
ment, Mr. President. Private development, no subsidies - no State
subsidies, no Federal subsidies, no city subsidies. Private devel
opment, about 60 houses.

And what is the price range ofthose houses, one would ask?
They are not $60,000 houses, they are not $70,000 houses, they
are not $80,000 houses. These houses range from $260,000 to
maybe $320,000 per unit. About 60 homes, private development,
bought in a heartbeat. In fact, there was a waiting list for more
houses to be built, Mr. President. About 30, 40, or 50 people are
on a waiting list, hoping that, with the success of this develop
ment, that more may occur.

And who is residing in these homes, Mr. President? School
teachers, city workers, middle-income families, who because of
our responsibilities of trying to do our business on our own, to
take care of our own needs in our city, to respond to the eco
nomic reality that exists in our city, have decided to make a com
mitment to stay there, buy homes there, create a new housing
market there, and do wonderful things for the total economic
picture of our city. That is what is occurring up there. It is a
beautiful success story, a wonderful success story that has oc
curred, and I want my colleagues to understand this, because it

is our community taking on our own problems and solving the
issue in the context of our responsibility and the laws that exist
therein.

By removing residency requirements, we are going down a
greased slippery slope, not just a regular slippery slope, but a
greased slippery slope, to not just move out and not just provide
an opportunity for Philadelphia schoolteachers to move out, the
10,000 or 12,000 who may be there, but we are talking about the
entire membership ofthe people who work for the public schools
in the city ofPhiladelphia We are talking about over 20,000 peo
ple who will eventually move down that slope.

And then after that, Mr. President, it is the uniformed workers
of our city, it is the police officers. And not just the uniformed
individuals who work for the Philadelphia Police Department, it
is those other individuals, those other folks who work for the de
partment. They do not wear the uniform, but they work for the
Philadelphia Police Department, and it is those individuals also
who will soon be granted this misplaced privilege, ifyou will, and
they will get the opportunity to live outside the city.

And then it is the other city employees, the fire department and
the folks who work with them. Not the folks who chase down and
keep our cities safe by protecting us from fires and emergencies,
it is the folks who work with them. It is not just the 3,000 or so
firefighters, it is the other 1,000 or so people who work in that
unit. And then after that, it is the other city employees, the white
collar employees, the blue collar employees. There are another
15,000, 17,000 individuals there.

It is a move, Mr. President, to cripple an important financial
base ofour city, a very important fmancial base that has buttressed
the economic turnaround for our city. But not only is it a move to
just snatch out from our city that strong financial base, it is a move
to provide for the folks who live around the city a new economic
opportunity, to take 20,000 to 30,000 to 40,000 to 50,000 mid
dle-income families, middle- to upper-income families and move
them outside ofour city, and let those in the suburban communi
ties take advantage of it without doing much of anything. They
take advantage of it. They benefit from it. They take hard-earned

. city tax dollars, and it just pumps it right out into the suburbs, and
that is who benefits from all ofthis.

Now, I know we may be speaking to deafears, but the record
has to show what is happening in this situation. We stood on our
own and we began a significant turnaround process, and we are
continuing to go down that path. But when moves like this occur,
it is a slap at our community, at our city, and moving the rug out
from under us.

Obviously, we are asking for "no" votes, as many "no" votes as
we can get, Mr. President. That is obvious with the tone of my
comments. But we must be clear as to what is happening in this
situation. The city of Philadelphia, in this situation, the city that
this General Assembly for years and years and years, as I come to
a close, for years and years and years the responsibility has been
put on the city to try to solve our own problems, and we have done
a pretty good part in that.

There are not too many Members in this assembly, in this Sen
ate Chamber, who have not been to our city, who have not enjoyed
themselves in our tremendous recovery that we have had over the
last 10 years. And it has been an equation that we have all had to
follow, to look into that city and see the turnaround, and many of
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you have been down here. You have eaten at our fine restaurants,
you have been to our wonderful sports facilities. You have en
joyed a safer community. You have enjoyed a stronger commu
nity. You have read about us in the national news magazines as
we have done our advertising, and not even the advertising pro
cess, independent third-party stories have been written about this
wonderful turnaround that has occurred with this city, and part of
that process is maintaining a strong middle-income tax base, and
we have done that.

By doing this, Mr. President, you create an environment, cre
ate a situation where that is snatched out right from under us.
And those ofyou who would argue the issue about, well, we have
to bring folks from outside the suburbs inside the cities to teach
in our schools, there are other ways to do that without removing
the residency requirement, and that is what we should be looking
at, Mr. President.

I sincerely ask in every way possible that individuals in this
body look within themselves and figure out a way that they can
vote "no" on this matter.

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

Lebanon, Senator Brightbill.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr." President, I would just like to

make a comment on this debate. The gentleman from Philadel
phia referenced this as Republicans doing this to Philadelphia
and Allegheny County. Now, I understand on the other side of
the aisle there is a mixed reaction to this, and I accept that and
respect that.

But here is the key to this. Number one, this is a rule across
the State. Right now a teacher does not have to live in the district
they teach in, and that is State law, it has been State law. But, you
know, if Philadelphia wanted a different rule and Allegheny
County wanted a different rule, up to this point the General As
sembly was okay with that. But on the conference committee we
had two Democrats, one from the House and one from the Sen
ate. We had a specific discussion on this point. The vote was
unanimous to report this out as it currently exists with this change
of rule in it, and all conferees, including the two Democrats,
signed the report.

Now, let us be fair in the debate. Let us be fair here. This is
not the Republicans taking over. This is a compromise that was
reached in the creation ofthis report that all conferees, and as I
understand it, the conferee from the House was a representative
ofthe Democratic chainnan ofthe Committee on Education, and,
of course, the Senate conferee was the Democratic chainnan of
our Senate Committee on Education.

So the debate is a good debate, it is a vigorous debate, but I
did not see this as a partisan issue and would just like to clear the
record on that.

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

Senator WILLIAMS. On the issue at hand, Mr. President, I do
not find at this moment to resound with any magic answer. I have
traditionally been one who believed that people who work in
Philadelphia County and participate in terms of the municipal
community should be residents of that community. I still believe
and I would like to believe that people who work for the city of
Philadelphia like to be neighbors in their community. My mother

is a retired public schoolteacher, and I think many of you have
heard that comment from me before. I remember the days when I
would come home from school and I would pass the homes of
three public schoolteachers before I got to my home. Unfortu
nately, those days are long gone. Unfortunately, the days ofwhen
middle-class Philadelphians, black and white, Latino, Asian, Na
tive Americans, sent their children to public schools, that day is
long gone. They have chosen in large numbers to depart the city
ofPhiladelphia in part because ofthe public school system.

We will continue to argue about the need for money, the need
for resources, the need for oversight, the need for control. But I
am a believer that when you face a problem, and the severe prob
lem ofteacher shortages in Philadelphia County, you have to be
very creative, very resourceful, and frankly, very pragmatic when
it comes to answering that problem. It is very clear to those of us
who have read the most recent articles ofchildren sitting in class
rooms not being taught because they could not find a substitute
teacher. I do not believe that was a conspiracy, I do not believe
that was intentional, I do not believe that anyone wanted those
children to sit in that classroom and were so lazy that the school
board or that the mayor of Philadelphia was not concerned, or
frankly, the principal in that school was not concerned.

The reality is they could not fmd qualified teachers to fill that
classroom. And if this is one measure, amongst the many, to begin
to fill the slots that are needed in Philadelphia County, I think we
have to turn our heads to the future, not stick our heads in the sand
and hope for an answer and think that the past will provide a path.
We have to carve out a new destiny when it comes to our children.

And so while this is seen as painful to many in this Caucus, and
certainly those from Philadelphia County, I, who come from Phila
delphia County, believe that it is a necessary step. It is a necessary
step to extend our hands to those folks who want to come to Phila
delphia County and work. They may want to come to Philadelphia
County and share the riches that they have been blessed with, but
that is certainly not a requirement that they have to reside in my
neighborhood. All too often people come to Philadelphia County
and have provided opportunities for many people who have not
come from Philadelphia County. I do not think that should stop at
the teaching profession. It is my hope, like I said, that this mea
sure, amongst several, will be an answer towards the resurrection
and new growth and prosperity within the Philadelphia Public
School System.

So while I respect many ofmy colleagues with regard to their
differences, and I do not hold it against them and I believe that
their suspicions are grounded in some legitimacy, I do not believe
that we can stop there. I believe the children ofPhiladelphia re
quire us to reach and find new answers and new measures, and so,
therefore, I stand in support ofthis measure.

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

Senator SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I rise also to speak about
this specific issue, and I want to be clear that I do support the
change in the residency rule for Philadelphia. What was not men
tioned in regard to the conference committee was the discussion
that we had. The fact is that the two Democrats on the committee,
while we did vote for this, we raised very specific concerns about
this particular language, both the fact that we did not really have
very much time to have discussion about this or see the language,
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although this was a discussion we have been having in Philadel
phia at very many different levels.

We did particularly raise the concern about Pittsburgh and the
fact that the city council and the school board there have ex
pressed concerns and expressed their opposition to changing this
rule in Pittsburgh, and we questioned the conferees, the commit
tee members, and asked them why they would include Pittsburgh
when in fact the issue was being raised far more about Philadel
phia, and we did object to that. So while we did in fact sign the
conference committee report, we did raise some objections, and
I want to be very clear about that, and I am sorry we were not
able to resolve that issue in favor ofthe leadership in Pittsburgh.

But let me speak to the issue ofresidency for teachers in Phil
adelphia. I second some ofthe comments ofmy colleague who
just spoke previously. The fact is that we do have a really diffi
cult time right now in Philadelphia attracting teachers to teach in
our public schools. We hear stories all the time and we know the
nurnbers behind it. We have, it could be as many as 1,000 vacan
cies facing us. I had a school in my district, a high school, that
lost its Spanish teacher, and the seniors said to me, how can we
possibly be prepared to take the examinations in Spanish when
it has been 3 or 4 months now that we have not had a Spanish
teacher? This is unacceptable when we have the kind ofexpecta
tions that I talked about just a few hours ago on this floor, to not
be able to have the qualified teachers that we need and expect to
have.

We know that there are teachers who want to teach in Phila
delphia who choose and want to live in Philadelphia. We also
know that there are teachers who, for other reasons~ choose to
leave the city, who would like to stay as teachers in the city but
cannot. We are in a far more mobile society than we ever once
were. We have dual-career parents who are making decisions
about where to live, what community to live in, and these are not
easy choices for families to make. To add one more requirement
that just makes it that much harder for a committed teacher to
stay in a school they want to in Philadelphia seems unreasonable.

I would also say that Philadelphia, I hope, does not have to
rely on the rule of law to keep people in Philadelphia. The fact
is that Philadelphia is a wonderful place to live and raise a fam
ily. I have chosen to live in Philadelphia. I have chosen to raise
a family in Philadelphia I chose to send my two sons to the Phil
adelphia Public Schools from which they both graduated. I am
proud of that, I am proud of them, and they are proud of their
upbringing and, in fact, are very committed to Philadelphia.

We have seen some new people move to Philadelphia. We
were surprised in the census this last time that more people
moved to Philadelphia than we thought. We thought we had lost
more population. And while there are people who are leaving the
city, they are leaving the city for a lot ofreasons. But we are also
attracting new people, and we have to have more confidence that
the reason that people, including teachers, will stay in Philadel
phia is because it is a wonderful place. It has wonderful commu
nities to live in, wonderful neighborhoods to live in and, in fact,
we hope that our schools are good enough for them to want to be
able to live in Philadelphia and send their children to the public
schools.

So while I know this is a difficult issue and our city council
has struggled with ways around this and our school board has

struggled with ways to deal with this, I, for one, am willing to take
the chance that in order to attract teachers, in·order to keep the
fmest teachers in our public schools in Philadelphia, we can lift
this residency requirement and teachers will choose to stay in
Philadelphia because, in fact, they love Philadelphia as well.

Thank you, Mr. President.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request to change
Senator Murphy's personal leave to a legislative leave.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, that leave is granted.

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

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

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I am befuddled, a little bit em
barrassed by my two colleagues from Philadelphia who have seen
fit to do the union's bidding in Philadelphia as opposed to doing
the bidding of the citizens of Philadelphia. I am really shocked.
This is beginning to be like the Twilight Zone for me today. You
guys get a call from Bill George; I cannot get him on the phone.
And today you are taking care of the Philadelphia Federation of
Teachers and the Pittsburgh Federation ofTeachers, while we are
sitting here arguing for management. Now, something is wrong
somewhere, and I have to believe it is you.

Mr. President-
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Point of order, Mr. President. The

gentleman is welcome on this side ofthe aisle.
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I might have thought about

coming over there before this week. In fact, Senator Jubelirer will
tell you one time years ago we gave a breakfast talk, which for me
was early, to the Chester County Chamber of Commerce. They
wondered why I was not in your Caucus. I said I had to be over
here to protect these guys.

But anyway, Mr. President, this does not do anything to, I am
not familiar with the Pittsburgh situation, although I understand
that there is an interpolitical battle down there between the union
and city council and the superintendent, and God knows what they
are going through, we went through it at one time with our illustri
ous superintendent, whom we have since gotten rid of, and I sus
pect in Pittsburgh you will see a similar pattern.

But, Mr. President, this is not going to help in Philadelphia. It
is not going to help us get one more teacher into the city ofPhila
delphia It is not what this is about. This is about a union election
in the city ofPhiladelphia where the president of the Philadelphia
teachers' union needs an issue to go back to his members and say,
look what I did for you, you can now move to the suburbs. It is not
going to bring anybody in. And in fact, Mr. President, I am not
foolish enough to think that this is not going to pass tonight; I
know it is. But I am going to come back here next year and I am
going to bring you the statistics ofhow many current teachers in
the city of Philadelphia move out ofthe city ofPhiladelphia and
how many new teachers we get in, and I will bet you right here
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and now, I will bet you my pension, that more are going to move
out than are going to move in.

This has nothing to do with that, it has nothing to do with the
quality of education. This has to do with a couple of deals that
were made in the House, and I have been informed as to who
made them. I cannot believe they made them, but they did, with
the teachers' union over there, and I find it unbelievable that you
guys are enforcing the deal. All this is going to do is have people
move out of Philadelphia, and I warn my good colleagues from
the suburbs, when these teachers come into your districts, they
are still Democrats, and they are a lot more liberal than you are,
and you will rue the day you wanted them in there. But we will
deal with that when it happens. So I am going to enjoy it in the
end.

But again, what we find happening today is this General As
sembly telling local government what it will do and doing it on
behalf of the labor union in Philadelphia from which I do not
think you guys have gotten many contributions. I know we have,
but ifthat is what you are going to do, it is on you. But this is not
going to help us bring one teacher in. We already have waiver
programs ifwe cannot find a teacher. We can give them a waiver
to live outside of the city. And the reason why we cannot find
substitute teachers is because the union contract is so bad in the
city ofPhiladelphia that we cannot get teachers hired, even to be
substitute teachers. In charter schools, where we do not have that
contract, we have people begging for jobs, to work for even less
money in the city ofPhiladelphia. All this is going to do is aggra
vate that situation.

And I tell you again, I remember 1991 when I got up here day
after day after day, and we were in the Minority and you were in
the Majority, and I said eventually you were going to vote for $3
billion in taxes, and you did. And I am going to tell you again,
day after day after day, eventually, and probably in the next 6
months to a year, you are going to be in Philadelphia running the
schools, you are going to deal with the $1.6 billion deficit and
you are going to pay that bill. And doing tricks like this and non
sense like this is not going to help you out ofyour problem, be
cause it is not helping us.

We are trying, and we are fighting what I believe to be the
educational-industrial complex, people who do not care about
kids. All they care about is their piece ofthe action, and it goes
down to who sells them paper clips, and this is part of that con
spiracy, and I think it is wrong for you to tell us where we are
going to let our teachers live and where they should live, when
all it is going to do is exacerbate the problem of education in
Philadelphia, and believe me, we teach 210,000 children. They
are all going to be out in the streets in September, and then we
are going to see what you are going to do about it, and we are
going to see ifyou are going to worry about where the teachers
live.

Teachers do not teach in Philadelphia because they cannot get
paid. They do not get enough money to teach in Philadelphia. I
can just see someone in the suburbs who has been anxiously
awaiting for this provision, who says to himself, is this not great?
I can now go into Philadelphia and teach in the worst schools, get
less money. Boy, am I happy with the General Assembly. That is
what I am going to see. And if Senator Schwartz sees that in her

district, I will be glad to see it; and if Senator Williams sees it in
his district, I will be glad to see it.

But that is not what is happening. The union people are going
to get what they want. They can go back and tell their members
they did them a favor. They can now move out ofthe city ofPhila
delphia, so our problems will get worse, and believe me, our prob
lems are eventually going to be your problems.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I will make this clear for

the record, and for anyone in this hall, anyone watching television,
anyone who deals with this record I cannot speak for anyone else,
but I can speak for myself. I am not doing anyone's bidding, other
than the people whom I represent in the Eighth Senatorial District.
I fmd it frankly offensive for someone to tell me that I am doing
the PFT's bidding. Did I talk to the head ofthe PFT? Ofcourse I
did, just like everybody else in this Democratic caucus has talked
to them. When this problem occurred with the children ofthe city
of Philadelphia, where were all these concerned hearts? Do not
tell me who I am doing the bidding for. Check my campaign re
ports and you will find that I do not do anybody's bidding.

If I have a difference of opinion, get in the ballgame where I
live. I still live in the same neighborhood. I do not have a place
other than in my district. I do not have that benefit. I am not a man
ofrich means. My children, unfortunately, still go to the Philadel
phia public school system because that is where their father can
afford to send them. This is not a game to me. This is not a check
ers match to me. This is a commitment. And if somebody dis
agrees with me, so be it. I have a charter school, too. That is for
the record.

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

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

YEA-34

Annstrong Gerlach Musto Tomlinson
Bell Greenleaf O'Pake Waugh
Boscola Helfrick Piccola Wenger
Brightbill Holl Punt White, Donald
Conti Jubelirer Rhoades White, Mary Jo
Corman Lemmond Robbins Williams
Dent Madigan Schwartz Womiak
Earll Mowery Thompson
Erickson Murphy Tilghman

NAY-IS

Bodack Kasunic Logan Stout
Costa Kitchen Mellow Tartaglione
Furno Kukovich Orie Wagner
Hughes laValle Stack

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

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

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that we recess
to the call of the Chair.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill moves that the Senate
recess to the call of the Chair.

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, for the information ofthe
Democratic Members, I would like to notify them that we will
have a caucus tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate stands in
recess to the call ofthe Chair.

AFTER RECESS

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

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION No. 121
CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER, ADOPTED

Senator BRIGHTBILL, without objection, called up from
page 10 of the Calendar, House Concurrent Resolution No.
121, entitled:

A Concurrent Resolution memorializing the United States Postal
Service to issue a Coal Miners' Postal Stamp.

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
do concur in House Concurrent Resolution No. 121.

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

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED

The PRESIDENT. Senator Murphy has returned from legisla
tive leave, and that leave is cancelled.

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN
HOUSE AMENDMENTS AS AMENDED

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS
AS AMENDED

SB 816 (pr. No. 1232) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 (Judiciary
and Judicial Procedure) ofthe Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, pro
viding for assaults with biological agents on animals.

On the question,
Will the Senate concur in the amendments made by the House,

as amended by the Senate, to Senate Bill No. 816?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. 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. 816.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Armstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

Greenleaf
Helfrick
Holl
Hughes
JubeJirer
Kasunic
Kitchen
Kukovich
laValle
Lemmond
Logan
Madigan
Mellow

YEA-49

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

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

Annstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

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

YEA-49

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

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak
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TIDRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILLS OUT OF ORDER

Without objection, the bills on today's Third Consideration
Calendar were called out of order by Senator BRIGHTBILL, as
Special Orders ofBusiness.

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED, AMENDED

HB 550 (pr. No. 2285) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for optional occupation tax replacement; and
making a repeal.

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

A3269:

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 18, by inserting after "HUN
DREDTHS": ofone percent

Amend Sec. 8, page 5, lines 25 and 26, by striking out all of said
lines

Amend Sec. 9, page 5, line 27. by striking out "9" and inserting: 8
Amend Sec. 10, page 5. line 30, by striking out "10" and inserting:

9

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

order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL AMENDED

HB 1492 (Pr. No. 2086) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for the protection ofagricultural crops and live
stock from being intentionally and knowingly damaged.

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

A3244:

Amend Title, page 1, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines
and inserting:
Amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 (Judiciary and

Judicial Procedures) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes,
further providing for agricultural vandalism; and providing for the
criminal offense ofagricultural crop destruction and for relief for
agricultural crop destruction.
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 14; page 2, lines 1 through 20.

by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting:
Section 1. Section 3309(c) ofTitle 18 ofthe Pennsylvania Consoli

dated Statutes is amended to read:
§ 3309. Agricultural vandalism.

•••

(c) Definition.-As used in this section, the terms "agricultural activ
ity" and "farming" [mean] include public and private research activity.
records. data and data-gathering equipment related to agricultural prod
ucts as well as the commercial production of agricultural crops, livestock
or livestock products, poultry or poultry products, trees and timber prod
ucts. milk, eggs or dairy products, or fruits or other horticultural prod
ucts.

Section 2. Title 18 is amended by adding a section to read:
§ 3310. Agricultural crop destruction.

(a) Offenses defined.-A person commits a felony of the second
degree ifhe intentionally and knowingly damages any field crop. vegeta
ble or fruit plant or tree that is grown. stored or raised for scientific or
commercial purposes or for any testing or research purpose@UE in con
junction with a public or private research facility or a university or any
Federal. State or local government agency.

(b) Restitution; costs and fees.-Any person convicted ofviolating
this section shall. in addition to any other penalty imposed. be sentenced
to pay the owner ofthe damaged field crops. vegetable or fruit plants or
trees restitution. attorney fees and court costs. Restitution shall be in an
amount equal to the cost of the financial damages incurred as a result of
the offense. including the following:

(l) Value ofthe damaged crop.
(2) Disposal of the damaged crop.
(3) Cleanup ofthe property.
(4) Lost revenue for the aggrieved owner ofthe damaged crop.

(c) Exceptions.-The provisions ofthis section shall not apply to field
crops. vegetable or fruit plants or trees damaged through research or
normal commercial activity.

Section 3. Title 42 is amended by adding a section to read:
§ 8313. Agricultural crop destruction.

(a) Civil action and relief available.-An aggrieved owner ofdam
aged field crops. vegetable or fruit plants or trees raised for scientific or
commercial purposes or for any testing or research purpose in conjunc
tion with a public or private research facility or a university or any Fed
eral. State or local government agency may. in a civil action in any court
ofcompetent jurisdiction. obtain appropriate relief, including compensa
tory and punitive damages. reasonable investigative expenses and reason
able attorney fees and other costs associated with the litigation. Upon a
showing ofcause for the issuance of injunctive relief, a court may issue
temporary restraining orders. preliminary injunctions and pennanent
injunctions as may be appropriate. During any period that an action under
this section is pending. a court may order the cessation of the activity
forming the basis of the complaint.

(b) Valuations.-In awarding damages under this section. the courts
shall consider the market value ofthe field crops. vegetable or fruit plants
or trees prior to damage and production. research. testing. replacement
and crop development costs directly related to the crop that has been
damaged as part of the value of the crop. as well as damage to any re
cords. data and data-gathering equipment or devices.

(c) Limitations.-Damages recovered under this section shall be
limited to treble the market value of the field crops. vegetable or fruit
plants or trees prior to damage and actual damages involving production.
research. testing. replacement and development costs directly related to
the crop that has been damaged.

(d) Exceptions.-The provisions of this section shall not apply to
field crops. vegetable or fruit plants or trees damaged through research
or normal commercial activity.

Section 4. This act shall take effect immediately.

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

order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL AMENDED

SB 818 (pr. No. 1042) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:
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An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for law enforce
ment records.

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

A3239:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6308), page 1, lines 13 and 14, by inserting a
bracket before "except" in line 13 and after "of' in line 14 and inserting:
unless
~end Sec. 1 (Sec. 6308), page 2, lines 5 and 6, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting:
bodily harm.] committed:

(A) when the child was 14 years of age or older and the
alleged conduct would be considered a felony ifcommitted by
an adult: or

(8) when the child was 12 or 13 years of age and the al
leged conduct would have constituted one or more ofthe fol
lowing offenses if committed by an adult::

(I) Murder.
(II) Voluntary manslaughter.
(III) Aggravated assault as defined in 18 Pa.e.S. §

2702(a)(1) or (2) (relating to aggravated assault>.
(IV) Arson as defined in 18 Pa.C.S. § 3301(a)(1)

(relating to arson and related offenses).
(V) Involuntary deviate sexual intercourse.:
(VI) Kidnapping.:
(VII) Rape.
(VIII) Robbery as defined in 18 PaC.S. §

370I(a)(l)(i), (ii) or (iii) (relating to robbery).
(IX) Robbery of motor vehicle.
(X) Attempt or conspiracy to commit any of the of

fenses in this subparagraph.
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6308), page 2, lines 16 and 17, inserting a

bracket before "which" in line 16 and after "crimes." in line 17 and
inserting immediately thereafter: committed:

(A) when the child was 14 years of age or older and the
alleged conduct would be considered a felony ifcommitted by
an adult; or

(8) when the child was 12 or 13 years ofage and the al
leged conduct would have constituted one or more ofthe fol
lowing offenses if committed by an adult:

(I) Murder.
(II) Voluntary manslaughter.
(III) Aggravated assault as defined in 18 Fa.C.S. §

2702(a)(1) or (2) (relating to aggravated assault>.
(IV) Arson as defined in 18 Pa.C.S. § 3301(a)(1)

(relating to arson and related offenses>.
(V) Involuntary deviate sexual intercourse.:
(VI) Kidnapping.:
(VII) Rape.
(VIII) Robbery as defined in 18 Fa.C.S. §

3701(a)(I)(i), (in or (iii) (relating to robbery).
(IX) Robbery ofmotor vehicle.
(X) Attempt or conspiracy to commit any of the of

fenses in this subparagraph.

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 ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN
HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SB 236 (pr. No. 1172) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consoli
dated Statutes, amending definitions; further providing for implements
of husbandry, for duration of lien recorded on certificate of title, for
certificate of inspection, for restrictions on use ofhighways and bridges.
for depositing waste and other material on highway, property or water,
for powers and responsibilities of local authorities and penalties related
thereto and for refunds.

On the question,
Will the Senate concur in the amendments made by the House

to Senate Bill No. 236?

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
do concur in the amendments made by the House to Senate Bill
No.236.

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

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

Senator MADIGAN. Mr, President, I rise today to urge my
colleagues to support Senate Bill No. 236, a transportation bill
that we need to pass on behalfofPennsylvania's farming commu
nity. I would like to also express my thanks to Senator Stout and
all the Members of the Senate Committee on Transportation, as
well as the House, in moving a number ofthese bills, which were
in an omnibus bill that was vetoed last fall,

As just about every lawmaker knows, agriculture is our nmnber
one industry. We all have a stake in making sure farmers can do
their work as safely and as efficiently as possible. Toward that
end, it is time to update our laws and address some ofthe changes
and problems that our farmers are facing. This bill updates the
Vehicle Code in several important ways for our agriculture com
munity. We are updating the definitions of several types of farm
equipment to better reflect the diversity ofequipment now being
used by our modem farmers.

The bill would also increase the fine for littering on farmland.
In spite of attempts to stop people from tossing trash out oftheir
car windows, too many people continue to use farmers' fields as
dumping grounds, Under my bill, the penalty for littering in an
agricultural security zone is increased to $600, and anyone who
has littered in an agricultural easement would face a $900 fine.
These are stiffpenalties, but farmers are paying an extremely high
price as they ruin expensive equipment by running over trash or
when valuable animals ingest garbage that is carelessly tossed into
the areas where they feed.

This bill would also increase the distance a farmer may drive
equipment along our roadways from 100 to 150 miles, provided
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the fanner is taking it in for repairs or servicing. This change is
needed because many fann equipment dealerships are consolidat
ing, and fanners must go farther to get service, but as the law
stands now, their hands are tied.

In addition, this bill would exempt commercial farm equip
ment with tractor-type bodies from State inspection requirements
and provide a refund to fanners for the use of fuel burned to
power certain types of fann equipment.

Mr. President, this is an important measure in that it is in the
best interests of fanners and agriculture in Pennsylvania, and that
means it is in the best interests of our economy. I urge my col
leagues to concur in House amendments to Senate Bill No. 236.

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

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

YEA-49

Mowery
Murphy
Musto
Q'Pake
Orie
Piccola
Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Schwartz
Stack
Stout
Tartaglione

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

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

YEA-49

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.

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

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

Mowery
Murphy
Musto
Q'Pake
Orie
Piccola
Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Schwartz
Stack
Stout
Tartaglione

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

SB 400 (pr. No. 1218) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of October 10, 1975 (P.L.383, No. 110),
known as the Physical Therapy Practice Act, further providing for the
State Board ofPhysical Therapy; providing for a certificate ofauthoriza
tion to practice physical therapy without the required referral; requiring
professional liability insurance coverage and continuing education; and
providing penalties.

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

quired by the Constitution,

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

Ordered, That the Secretmy ofthe Senate inform the House of
Representatives accordingly.

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 16 (Pr. No. 1217) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 29, 1956 (1955 P.L.1804,
No.600), referred to as the Municipal Police Pension Law, further pro
viding for benefits.

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

required by the Constitution;

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

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

YEA-49

Mowery
Murphy
Musto
Q'Pake
Orie
Piccola
Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Schwartz
Stack
Stout
Tartaglione

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

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," the question was determined in the affIrmative.

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present said bill to
the House ofRepresentatives for concurrence.
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SB 837 (Pr. No. 1220) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofJuly 6, 1989 (P.L.169, No.32), known
as the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, further providing for
payment ofcertain claims from the Underground Storage Tank Indemni
fication Fund.

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 fmally?

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

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

YEA-49

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

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

YEA-49

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.

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

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

Annstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Corman
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

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

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

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

RECONSIDERATION OF SB 400

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED ON FINAL PASSAGE

SB 400 (pr. No. 1218) -- Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do now reconsider the vote by which
Senate Bill No. 400, Printer's No. 1218, just passed finally.

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

in the affirmative.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 51 (pr. No. 1227) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.l75),
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, exempting certain persons
from Federal law relating to public assistance.

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 fmally?

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

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

YEA-46

Armstrong Greenleaf Mellow Tartaglione
Bell Helfrick Murphy Thompson
Boscola Holl Musto Tomlinson
Brightbill Hughes O'Pake Wagner
Conti Jubelirer Orie Waugh
Corman Kasunic Piccola Wenger
Costa Kitchen Punt White, Donald
Dent Kukovich Rhoades White, Mary Jo
Earll laValle Robbins Williams
Erickson Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Furno Logan Stack
Gerlach Madigan Stout

NAY-3

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

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

RECONSIDERATION OF SB 51

BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE

SB 51 (Pr. No. 1227) -- Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do now reconsider the vote by which
Senate Bill No. 51, Printer's No. 1227, just passed fmally.

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

in the afftrmative.

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-46

Annstrong Helfrick Mowery Thompson
Bell Holl Murphy Tilghman
Bodack Hughes Musto Tomlinson
Brightbill Jubelirer O'Pake Wagner
Conti Kasunic Piccola Waugh
Corman Kitchen Punt Wenger
Costa Kukovich Rhoades White, Donald
Earll laValle Robbins White, Mary Jo
Erickson Lemmond Schwartz Williams
Fumo Logan Stack Wozniak
Gerlach Madigan Stout
Greenleaf Mellow Tartaglione

NAY-3

Boscola Dent Orie

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.4

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
AS AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

AND FINAL PASSAGE

DB 550 (pr. No. 2339) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for optional occupation tax replacement; and
making a repeal.

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

quired by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Centre, Senator Corman.

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, House Bill No. 550 is a first
small step in I think a very important issue dealing with local tax
reform. House Bill No. 550 allows school districts that implement
the occupational assessment tax, which is a tax that is really bla
tantly unfair, it allows school districts, through a referendum,
which is an important part of this, to eliminate the occupational
assessment tax and move it to an earned income tax, based on a
dollar-for-dollar match, and I think it is important that we talk
about that. It is through a referendum and the voters will get the
final decision, which is where this decision should lie. I think it is
important that they have more options back at the local level. I
would have liked to have seen this be a little more expanded than
it is, but again, it is a fIrSt small step in this area.

I would like to thank my colleagues for supporting this mea
sure, and I know it is not all things for all people and some people
would have liked to have bought into this for their school districts
because this does not affect everyone. Again, this only affects the
school districts that already have the occupational assessment tax.
Hopefully, we will be able to take this first step and move on to
allow other school districts to enjoy local tax reform as well. But
this is a bill that is going to start, hopefully, the process ofgetting
decisions back to the local municipalities, local school districts,
and allow them to have the say on how best to be taxed, and I urge
a "yes" vote.

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

Schuylkill, Senator Rhoades.
Senator RHOADES. Mr. President, we have before us House

Bill No. 550, which allows the occupational assessment tax to be
shifted to the earned income tax. I would say that I think: our occu
pational assessment tax is probably as malfunctioning as our prop
erty tax assessment system is. I want to applaud Senator Corman
for the initiative that he has taken and for championing this issue
in the Senate. I think: he has identified it as an issue that has to be
addressed not only in his senatorial district, but also across the
Commonwealth. So I applaud him for that.

On Tuesday I had diStributed to each Senator a packet ofinfor
mation on my proposed fairness in education funding equity bill,
which I was going to offer as an amendment to House Bill No.
555, because the occupational assessment tax and the shift that is
being recommended is very similar to what I want to do.

The other thing I want to mention, too, is that we are again, as
we did in Act 50, addressing a part of the issue. I think the most
important thing for us to do is to address the entire school funding
issue as one major issue. Property tax, Act 511, and nuisance taxes
should be addressed as part of this issue. And what my proposal
would have done, if I had offered it as an amendment, was create
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an equitable, predictable school funding formula across the Com
monwealth and reduced disparity in our per-pupil spending.
Right now some districts spend $14,341, while others spend
$5,969.

It would have shifted the tax burden from what has become a
predominantly regressive property tax system to a 2-percent in
crease in the personal income system. It would have placed the
cap on our school district spending, which would have been tied
to our Consumer Price Index, and it would have established an
educational trust fund.

The proposal I have has four tiers in it, and basically what we
are looking at is a foundation, power equalizing, difficulty of
education, and the local share. Let me add that it is my beliefthat
as we have charter schools, cyber charter schools, standards, Act
48, all these things that have been added to local school districts,
we have added sufficient funds, but they are not distributed equi
tably across all school districts.

So, what I am promising you is that I will spend the remainder
of the summer with my interested colleagues in honing this tax
proposal, which I had attempted to offer as an amendment, and
present it to this body in the fall. I ask that my colleagues look at
the proposal I have given them and give me any input they have,
any questions, concerns, so that we can make sure this is fully
addressed by all issues when we get back here in September.

Other than that, I recommend an affirmative vote for Senator
Corman's initiative in House Bill No. 550.

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

York, Senator Waugh.
Senator WAUGH. Mr. President. House Bill No. 550 deals

with a tax that ever since I have been involved in policymaking
here, it has been about 9 years, it has consistently, consistently
been the number one tax ofgripe, ifyou will, from my constitu
ents. I have a handful ofschool districts that are within the 28th
Senatorial District in York County and, ofcourse, we all get calls
from taxpayers who would like taxes repealed or lowered. But it
is the occupational assessment tax that really gets under the skin
offolks.

Let us take, for example, the young gentleman, just married,
who is tIying to raise a family and maybe buy a home, who man
ages the local hardware store, for example, and because he classi
fies himselfas a manager, he ends up paying a rate equal to that
ofsomeone who may be, for example, the manager of IBM or a
large corporation. Simply placing a title and assuming that an
individual's income and ability to pay is based on the title of
manager, laborer, what have you, is not a fair way to bring in
revenues for local districts. It is being done, it is being used
heavily by some ofthe school districts that have taken advantage
of it.

And you know, on this day when the gentleman who is pro
moting this proposal in the Senate, the good gentleman from
Centre County, Senator Corman, really should be expecting some
gifts from us as he prepares to tie the knot this weekend, and
congratulations to him, he is actually giving a gift to the taxpay
ers of this State who are burdened by the occupational assess
menttax.

So with that, I ask all Members to support House Bill No. 550,
and, in closing, would like to publicly offer our congratulations to
Senator Corman and wish him well this weekend.

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

Senator MOWERY Mr. President, I, too, would like to rise on
behalfofthe occupational assessment tax and House Bill No. 550.
We all, particularly in my senatorial district, have the occupational
assessment tax being used by many of the school districts, and it
has always been very controversial because ofthe lack of ability,
particularly in our area, to put people in the right categories.
Therefore, people have always found a problem with paying that
particular tax.

I hope this is only the beginning of local tax reform, but cer
tainly, as was mentioned previously, I believe this is a good start
for local tax reform. We believe, as Senator Rhoades has given in
his presentation, that we need to take a serious look at how we are
fmancing public education currently in Pennsylvania, and for that
reason, I certainly endorse the program that we now have. It only
affects a small portion of the 501 districts because many do not
use the occupational assessment tax to fund local public schools,
but I do believe that this is a good start and hope that we can con
tinue to work towards a better way offmancing public education
in Pennsylvania.

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

from Venango, Senator White.
Senator M. J. WHITE. Mr. President, while I certainly wish

Senator Corman well in his upcoming nuptials, I intend to vote
against House Bill No. 550. A while back I was persuaded to vote
in favor of Act 50 with the argument that it was a small step to
help in school finance reform. Well, I voted for it. It is one ofthe
few votes I cast in my time here that I wish I had back, because it
was the equivalent of what they did in Vietnam: They declared
victory and went home, when in fact they had not addressed the
problem.

Here, I think, we are providing some tax relieffor some people
from what is obviously an unfair tax, but I do not think we can kid
ourselves that it is a first step in real school finance tax reform. I
think that we should not be peeling off little groups that need re
lief, we should be tackling this problem head-on, so for that reason
I intend to vote against House Bill No. 550.

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

Centre, Senator Corman.
Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, first of all, I would like to

thank the Members for their kind wishes for my events going on
this weekend. I appreciate that and look forward to getting out of
here and getting to them as quickly as possible.

But I also want to thank the Members for the discipline of this
legislation. Local tax reform, as I mentioned earlier, is a tough
issue, and we could have lost this bill by weighing it down with
amendments to tIy to pick up everyone's particular interests, and
they were able to lay otT, and I greatly appreciate that.

I agree with Senator White. I wish we could tackle this head-on
and do it all in one big fell swoop and deal with the issue oflocal
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THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 154 (pr. No. 2194) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

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

YEA-26

Erickson Murphy Tilghman
Gerlach Orie Tomlinson
Helfrick Piccola Waugh
Jubelirer Punt Wenger
Lemmond Rhoades White, Donald
Madigan Robbins
Mowery Thompson

NAY-23

Hughes Mellow Tartaglione
Kasunic Musto Wagner
Kitchen O'Pake White, Mary Jo
Kukovich Schwartz Williams
LaValle Stack Womiak
Logan Stout

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

Annstrong
Bell
Brightbill
Conti
Corman
Dent
Earll

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Whereas I would love to support something like this, I just
think we are going in the wrong direction. We are just kind of
Band-Aiding the approach, and I ask all ofus to really sit down,
maybe when we come back in the fall, and really work on mean
ingful tax refonn and lowering property taxes for those individuals
who need it the most.

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consoli
dated Statutes, adding definitions; further providing for penalties for
persons who violate pedestrian right-of-way in crosswalks; providing for
maintenance of certain pedestrian crosswalks and for enforcement of
summary offenses in State park and forest lands; and further providing
for snowmobiles and all-terrain vehicles.

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

quired by the Constitution,

Bodack
Boscola
Costa
Fumo
Greenleaf
Holl

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

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

tax refonn. We have not been able to to date, and so this is a
piecemeal, yes, but I promise her today, as well as everyone else,
I am here to be the champion, to go back and do this in one fell
swoop at a later date. I think we do need to continue on, but to
day we will give some taxpayers some relief, and for that I am
grateful.

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.
Senator MELLO\\z Mr. President, I was not going to partici

pate in this debate when we first discussed it in our caucus yes
terday and· then again today, although there are a number of
Members of our Caucus who felt very uncomfortable with this
proposal, and after listening to some of the debate here on the
floor of the Senate this afternoon, I kind ofconcur with the fact
that this may not be the best proposal to be considered at this
particular time.

I do recall, Mr. President, when we did Act 50 several years
ago, the makeup ofthe Senate at that time, there were no Demo
cratic Members who voted in favor ofAct 50, and I very strongly
opposed Act 50 because it really was not going to do what it was
being proposed that it would accomplish at that time, and I kind
offeel this might be a piecemeal approach to try to bring about
meaningful tax reform in Pennsylvania with regard to property
taxes. I, for one, and I believe every Member on this side ofthe
aisle, would strongly support a meaningful proposal in dealing
with property taxes as long as it addressed property taxes in total,
which would include local government, Mr. President, municipal
government, county government, in addition to school districts.

This particular proposal does not do that. It only deals with
school districts, Mr. President, and I think once again it gives

. false hope to the people ofPennsylvania who would like to elimi
nate the reliance on property taxes for the purpose ofsupporting
not only public education but also municipal government and the
expenses ofmunicipal government.

And I believe, although this proposal might be a start, it is not
something that I believe we should be supporting today. It is
something that should be considered over the summer to come up
with additional items that would deal with property tax refonn as
it deals with local government in its entirety, and not only sin
gling out local government as it deals with school taxes.

So for that reason, Mr. President, and for today, I ask for a
negative vote on this proposal because as far as we are con
cerned, it just does not go far enough and does not accomplish
meaningful tax reform that the people of Pennsylvania really
want to see.

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

from Northampton, Senator Boscola.
Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I have to agree with Sena

tor Mellow. For several years now, I have been asking this body
to have a Special Session ofthe legislature just to deal with prop
erty tax reform, because the proposal that we have right now that
we are going to be voting on, it is really only piecemeal tax re
fonn. We should be doing something meaningful. We should get
together as a body and have a Special Session ofthis legislature
just to deal with how we are going to lower property taxes, be
cause a lot ofseniors are losing their homes.
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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," the question was detennined in the affinnative.

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.5

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

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

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

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Womiak

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

NAY-O

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

Annstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Womiak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

Annstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY
HB 1492 (pr. No. 2366) - The Senate proceeded to consider

ation ofthe bill, entitled:

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

An Act amending TItles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 (Judiciary
and Judicial Procedures) of the. Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes,
further providing for agricultural vandalism; and providing for the crimi
nal offense ofagricultural crop destruction and for relief for agricultura1
crop destruction.

HB 186 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 203 (pr. No. 183) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Department of Military and Veterans Affairs and the
Governor, to remove the use restriction and reversionary covenant on
certain real estate conveyed to the Borough ofGrove City, situate in the
Borough of Grove City, Mercer County.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

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

YEA-49

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

quired by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Annstrong Greenleaf Mowery Thompson
Bell Helfrick Murphy Tilghman
Bodack Holl Musto Tomlinson
Boscola Hughes O'Pake Wagner
Brightbill Jubelirer Orie Waugh
Conti Kasunic Piccola Wenger
Connan Kitchen Punt White, Donald
Costa Kukovich Rhoades White, Mary Jo
Dent LaValle Robbins Williams
Earll Lemmond Schwartz Womiak
Erickson Logan Stack
Furno Madigan Stout
Gerlach Mellow Tartaglione
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A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted
"aye," the question was determined in the affIrmative.

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

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED

BILL OVER IN ORDER

DB 334 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 391 (Pr. No. 404) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania to join the
Interstate Compact for the Supervision ofAdult Offenders; providing
for the fonn ofthe compact; imposing additional powers and duties on
the Governor, the Secretary of the Commonwealth and the Compact
Administrator; and making a repeal.

DB 413 and HB 632 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

DB 673 (pr. No. 746) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing and directing the Department ofTransportation,
with the approval ofthe Governor, to convey to Scranton School District
two parcels of land situated in the City ofScranton, Lackawanna County,
Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing the Depamnent ofGeneral Ser
vices, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Smith
field Township or its assigns certain lands situate in Smithfield Town
ship, Huntingdon County; and making a repeal.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

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

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

SB 396 (pr. No. 1226) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending TItle 62 (Procurement) ofthe Pennsylvania Con
solidated Statutes, imposing additional requirements on the Board of
Commissioners of Public Grounds and Buildings relating to the ap
proval of leases of real estate.

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

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

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

YEA-49

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

NAY-O

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

SB 406 - .Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 413 (Pr. No. 1102) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva
nia Consolidated Statutes, providing for Drug Education and Demand
Reduction Fund; and imposing assessments.

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

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

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

HB 679 (pr. No. 2100) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Depamnent of General Services, with the
approval ofthe Governor and the Department ofConservation and Natu
ral Resources, to grant and convey a sanitary sewer right-of-way over
certain State land to Penn Township, York County, Pennsylvania

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

quired by the Constitution,
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On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

RECONSIDERATION OF HB 673

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," the question was determined in the affirmative.

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

Armstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

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

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

SB 891 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

Armstrong
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Connan
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

BILL OVER IN ORDER ON FINAL PASSAGE
BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 673 (pr. No. 746) - Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do now reconsider the vote by which
House Bill No. 673, Printer's No. 746, passed finally and move
that the bill go over in its order on final passage.

HB 948 (pr. No. 1067) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for the observance of "Pennsylvania Agriculture
Day" and "Pennsylvania Agriculture Week."

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. House Bill No. 673 will go over in its

order on final passage.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

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

HB 815 (pr. No. 2263) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending TItle 1 (General Provisions) ofthe Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for notice for local or special
legislation; reestablishing the Board of Commissioners on Uniform
State Laws; and making repeals.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

YEA-49

Armstrong Greenleaf Mowery Thompson
Bell Helfrick Murphy Tilghman
Bodack Holl Musto Tomlinson
Boscola Hughes O'Pake Wagner
Brightbill Jubelirer Orie Waugh
Conti Kasunic Piccola Wenger
Connan Kitchen Punt White, Donald
Costa Kukovich Rhoades White, Mary Jo
Dent LaValle Robbins Williams
Earll Lemmond Schwartz Wozniak
Erickson Logan Stack
Furno Madigan Stout
Gerlach Mellow Tartaglione
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NAY-Q

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

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

SB 966 (pr. No. 1135) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

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

quired by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

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

YEA-49
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14),

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for the
United States Flag and patriotism.

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
Bell
Bodack
Boscola
Brightbill
Conti
Corman
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

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

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

NAY-Q

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

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

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

Thompson
Tilghman
Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

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

HB 1048 (pr. No. 1993) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

NAY-Q

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 974 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 975 (Pr. No. 2294) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for the creation, conveyance, acceptance, dura
tion and validity ofconservation and preservation easements; and pro
viding for judicial actions.

An Act amending the act ofNovember 22, 1978 (p.L.II66, No.274),
referred to as the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency
Law, further providing for composition ofthe Pennsylvania Commission
on Crime and Delinquency and for powers and duties ofthe commission;
changing the name of the Juvenile Advisory Committee; providing for
the powers and duties ofthe Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Committee; and further providing for the membership of the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Committee.

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 ofthe
Constitution and were as follows, viz:

YEA-49

Armstrong Greenleaf Mowery Thompson
Bell Helfrick Murphy Tilghman
Bodack Holl Musto Tomlinson
Boscola Hughes O'Pake Wagner
Brightbill Jubelirer Orie Waugh
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Conti
Corman
Costa
Dent
Earll
Erickson
Furno
Gerlach

Kasunic
Kitchen
Kukovich
LaValle
Lemmond
Logan
Madigan
Mellow

Piccola
Punt
Rhoades
Robbins
Schwartz
Stack
Stout
Tartaglione

Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

RECONSIDERATION OF HB 673

BILL AMENDED

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was agreed to on third consideration.

NAY-O

HB 673 CALLED UP

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:

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
Senator JUBELIRER offered the following amendment No.

A2499:

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

in the affIrmative.

Amend TItle, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after "Pennsyl
vania" and inserting: ; authorizing and directing the Department ofGen
eral Services, with the approval ofthe Governor, to grant and convey to
Smithfield Township or its assigns certain lands situate in Smithfield
Township, Huntingdon County; and making a repeal.

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 7, by inserting after "I.":
(a) Authorization; description.-

Amend Sec. 2, page 6, line 20, by striking out "Section 2." and in
serting:

(b) Deed.-
Amend Sec. 3, page 6, line 26, by striking out "Section 3." and in

serting:
(c) Costs and fees.-

Amend Sec. 4, page 6, line 28, by striking out "Section 4." and in
serting:

(d) Proceeds.-
Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 29 and 30:
Section 2. (a) Authorization.-The Department ofGeneral Services,

with the approval of the Governor, is hereby authorized and directed on
behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to grant and convey to
Smithfield Township or its assigns, certain lands on the grounds of the
State Correctional Institution - Huntingdon described in subsection (b)
for fair consideration equal to fair market value as determined by inde
pendent appraisal.

(b) Description.-The property to be conveyed pursuant to subsec
tion (a), consists of approximately 115.93 acres more particularly de
scribed as follows:

Parcel A:
BEGINNING at a point on the southern edge ofthe right-of-way for

S.R. 0022, said point being marked by an iron pin; thence along the
right-of-way for S.R 0022 along an arc curve to the right having a radius
of 11399.19 feet a distance of 1684.83 feet to a point marked by an iron
pin and located on the southern edge of S.R. 0022; thence along same
South 56 degrees 09 minutes 17 seconds East, 615.78 feet to an iron pin;
thence along the northern edge of the right-of-way for S.R 0026 South
59 degrees 16 minutes 17 seconds West, 869.30 feet to an iron pin;
thence along same South 30 degrees 43 minutes 43 seconds East, 5.00
feet to an iron pin; thence along same South 59 degrees 16 minutes 17
seconds West, 705.94 feet to an iron pin; thence along other lands ofthe
Grantor herein North 47 degrees 24 minutes 36 seconds West, 726.62
feet to a concrete monument; thence along same North 58 degrees 18
minutes 08 seconds West, 1032.36 feet to an iron pin; thence along same
North 17 degrees 30 minutes 01 seconds East, 1081.12 feetto a railroad
spike; thence along lands now or fonnerly ofMuirco, Inc. South 80 de
grees 04 minutes 19 seconds East, 471.91 feet to an iron pin the place of
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 67.20 acres, and denominated as Parcel A on a Plan
of Survey for the Township of Smithfield dated August 20, 1998, and
denominated as Project No. 1002-01 D-3 prepared by G. I. Phillips, III,
PLS.

Thompson
Tilghman

. Tomlinson
Wagner
Waugh
Wenger
White, Donald
White, Mary Jo
Williams
Wozniak

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

NAY-O

YEA-49

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

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

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

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

On the question,
Shall the bill pass fmally?

An Act amending TItle 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylva
nia Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of transporting
equine animals in a cruel manner.

HB 673 (pr. No. 746) - Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order on final passage, was called up
by Senator BRIGHTBILL.

HB 1139 (pr. No. 1674) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return said bill to
the House of Representatives with information that the Senate
has passed the same without amendments.
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Parcel B:
BEGINNING at an iron pin on the southern edge of the right-of

way for S.R. 0026; thence along the southern edge of the right-of-way
for S.R. 0026 North 57 degrees 25 minutes 17 seconds East, 734.85 feet
to an iron pin; thence along same along an arc curve to the right having
an arc radius of 11434.19 feet an arc length of 369.19 feet to an iron
pin; thence along same North 59 degrees 16 minutes 17 seconds East
901.75 feet to an iron pin; thence along other lands of the Grantor
herein South 30 degrees 43 minutes 42 seconds East, 1038.52 feet to an
iron pin; thence along same South 58 degrees 25 minutes 14 seconds
West, 1467.30 feet to an iron pin; thence along lands now or formerly
of William E. Swigart, Jr. North 58 degrees 18 minutes 09 seconds
West, 1162.69 feet to an iron pin, the place ofBEGINNING.

CONTAINING 41.76 acres and denominated as parcel B on a Plan
of Survey for the Township of Smithfield dated August 20, 1998 and
denominated as Project No. 1002-01 D-3 prepared by G. I. Phillips, III,
PLS.

Parcel C:
BEGINNING at an iron pin located on the southern edge of the

right-of-way for S.R. 0022; thence along lands now or formerly ofthe
Grantor herein South 33 degrees 50 minutes 43 seconds West, 416.55
feet to an iron pin; thence along same South 60 degrees 56 minutes 46
seconds West, 56.36 feet to a point in the water; thence along same
North 50 degrees 46 minutes 27 seconds West, 712.79 feet to an iron
pin; thence along same North 39 degrees 13 minutes 37 seconds East,
171.29 feet to an iron pin; thence along same along an arc curve to the
left having an arc radius of203.49 feet an arc length of 139.67 feet to
an iron pin; thence along same along an arc curve to the right having a
radius of 119.39 feet a length of 119.25 feet; thence along the southern
edge ofthe right-of-way for S.R. 0022 South 56 degrees 09 minutes 17
seconds East, 618.41 feet to an iron pin the place ofBEGINNING.

CONTAINING 6.97 acres, more or less, and being denominated as
Parcel C on a Plan of Survey for the Township of Smithfield dated
August 20, 1998 and denominated as Project No. 1002-01 D-3 prepared
by G. I. Phillips, III, PLS.

(c) Easements.-The conveyance shall be made under and subject
to all lawful and enforceable easements, servitudes and rights of others,
including but not confined to streets, roadways and rights ofany tele
phone, telegraph, water, electric, gas or pipeline companies, as well as
under and subject to any lawful and enforceable estates or tenancies
vested in third persons appearing ofrecord, for any portion ofthe land
or improvements erected thereon.

(d) Covenants and restrictions.-The deed of conveyance shall
contain the following covenants and restrictions:

(1) No alterations, construction, development, earth distur
bance or excavation will take place within one hundred fifty (150)
feet ofthe Mason Spring Reservoir fence located on residual lands
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania and Parcels A, B and C.

(2) Grantee, its successors and assigns will protect and pre
serve the water resources of the Commonwealth located at the Ma
son Spring Reservoir Area In the event contamination ofthe water
resources occur as a result ofdevelopment or use on Parcels A, B
or C, the Grantee shall take the necessary steps to decontaminate
the water sources and shall be responsible for all incidental and
consequential costs that the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania may
incur as a result of the contamination.
(e) Deed.-The deed ofconveyance shall be by Special Warranty

Deed and shall be executed by the Secretary ofGeneral Services in the
name ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania

(t) Costs and fees.--Costs and fees incidental to this conveyance
shall be borne by the Grantee.

(g) Disposal.-In the event that this conveyance is not executed
with Smithfield Township or its assigns, the property may be disposed
of in accordance with section 2406-A of the act of April 9, 1929
(P.L.177, No.175), known as The Administrative Code of 1929.

(h) Repeal.-Section 3 of the act of December 19, 1997 (P.L.623,
No.66) entitled, "An act authorizing and directing the Department of
General Services, with the approval ofthe Governor, to grant and con
vey to the City of McKeesport a tract of land situate in the Seventh
Ward, City of McKeesport, Allegheny County, and to sell and convey

to Smithfield Township certain land situate in the Township of Smith
field, Huntingdon County; and authorizing and directing the Department
ofGeneral Services, with the approval ofthe Governor, to convey tracts
of land and buildings, consisting of a portion of the former Laurelton
Center, located in Hartley Township, Union County, Pennsylvania," is
repealed.

Amend Sec. 5, page 6, line 30, by striking out "5" and inserting: 3

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

order at the request of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL OVER IN ORDER

DB 1493 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL OVER IN ORDER

HB 4 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its order
at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

DB 43 (pr. No. 29) - The Senate proceeded to consideration
ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act designating a bridge in the City of Johnstown, Cambria
County, the Frank J. Pasquerilla Bridge.

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

DB 61 (pr. No. 434) - The Senate proceeded to consideration
ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of February I, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656,
No.581), known as The Borough Code, further providing for specific
powers ofboroughs relating to care and erection ofmemorials and mu
nicipal music.

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

DB 96 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

DB 168 (pr. No. 435) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394),
known as the Local Tax Collection Law, providing for a basic education
program for tax collectors.
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Considered the second time and agreed to,
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider

ation.

BILL REREFERRED

DB 209 (pr. No. 1872) - The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act providing for a program to assist public and private institu
tions ofhigher education to install sprinkler systems in dormitories.

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 300, SB 369, SO 472, SO 574, SB 615 and SO 686 -
Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the
request ofSenator BRIGHTBILL.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SO 696 (pr. No. 929) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofJuly 6, 1989 (P.L.169, No.32), known
as the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, providing for certain
notification when there are releases from underground storage tanks.

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

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SO 752, SO 812, SB 814, SO 821 and SO 854 -- Without
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the request
of Senator BRIGHTBILL.

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SO 855 (pr. No. 1094) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 27, 1927 (P.L.414, No.270),
entitled as amended, "An act providing for a system of recording the
identification ofpersons convicted of crime, and offugitives from jus
tice, and habitual criminals; conferring powers and imposing duties
upon the Pennsylvania State Police, district attorneys, police officers,
wardens or keepers ofjails, prisons, workhouses, or other penal institu
tions, and sheriffs; providing for the payment ofcertain expenses by the
counties; and imposing penalties," providing for a short title; defining
"correctional institution"; and further providing for criminal records, for
reporting, for fingerprinting, for unified criminal identification, for
district attorneys and for violations.

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

ation.

SB 894 (pr. No. 1055) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act designating a certain bridge on SR 513 in Bensalem Town
ship, Bucks County, as the Bensalem Veterans Memorial Bridge.

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

SB 907 (pro No. 1068) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act designating a portion ofSR 11 in Salem Township, Luzerne
County as Salem Boulevard.

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

DB 1431 (pr. No. 2290) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey the David L. Lawrence
Convention Center and other interests situate in the City of Pittsburgh,
Allegheny County, to the Sports and Exhibition Authority.

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

DB 1720 (pr. No. 2283) -- The Senate proceeded to consider
ation ofthe bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval ofthe Governor, to grant and convey to Crawford-Venango Fire
School, certain lands situate in Cambridge Township, Crawford County.

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

DB 155 CALLED UP

HB 155 (pr. No. 2195) - Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up, from
page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
BRIGHTBILL.

BILL OVER IN ORDER

DB 155 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request ofSenator :BRIGHTBILL.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON

RULES AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS

Senator ROBBINS, from the Committee on Rules and Execu
tive Nominations, reported the following nominations made by
His Excellency, the Governor ofthe Commonwealth, which were
read by the Clerk as follows:
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MEMBER OF THE BOARD
OF CLAIMS

May 2, 2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In confonnity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent ofthe Senate, John R. McCarty, 137 Robin Street,
North Versailles 15137, Allegheny County, Forty-fifth Senatorial Dis
trict, for appointment as a member ofthe Board ofClaims, to serve until
November 15, 2008 and until his successor is appointed and qualified,
vice James W. Harris, Mechanicsburg, whose term expired.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
CLARION UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA OF
THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

June 6, 2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent ofthe Senate, Oleta B. Amsler, P.O. Box 771, Clar
ion 16214, Clarion County, Twenty-first Senatorial District, for reap
pointment as a member ofthe Council ofTrustees ofClarion University
ofPennsylvania of the State System ofHigher Education, to serve until
the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until her successor is appointed
and qualified:

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
KUTZTOWN UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

May 17,2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth of Pennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent ofthe Senate, Ramona D. Turpin, 1008 Penn Street,
Reading 19602, Berks County, Eleventh Senatorial District, for reap
pointment as a member ofthe Council ofTrustees ofKutztown Univer
sity ofPennsylvania of the State System ofHigher Education, to serve
until the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until her successor is ap
pointed and qualified.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
MILLERSVILLE UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

June 11,2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Caroline M. Hoffer, 340 Rock Hill
Road, Millersville 17551, Lancaster County, Thirteenth Senatorial Dis
trict, for reappointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of
Millersville University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher
Education, to serve until the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until her
successor is appointed and qualified.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
MILLERSVILLE UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

June 11,2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, William B. McIlwaine, Ed.D., 53
Brenner Street, Millersville 17551, Lancaster County, Thirteenth Senato
rial District, for reappointment as a member of the 'Council of Trustees
ofMillersville University ofPennsylvania ofthe State System ofHigher
Education, to serve until the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until his
successor is appointed and qualified.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
MILLERSVILLE UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

June 11,2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In confonnity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Sue A Walker, 6065 Parkridge Drive,
East Petersburg 17520, Lancaster County, Thirteenth Senatorial District,
for reappointment as a member ofthe Council ofTrustees ofMillersville
University ofPennsylvania ofthe State System ofHigher Education, to
serve until the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until her successor is
appointed and qualified.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD OF EXAMINERS
OF NURSING HOME ADMINISTRATORS

May 10,2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent ofthe Senate, Eva 1. Bering, 359 Timber Boulevard,
Lebanon 17042, Lebanon County, Forty-eighth Senatorial District, for
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appointment as a member ofthe State Board ofExaminers ofNursing
Home Administrators, to serve for a term offour years or until her suc
cessor is appointed and qualified, but not longer than six months be
yond that period, vice Helen A. Oliverio, Zelienople, resigned.

DISTRICT JUSTICE

May 30,2001

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE STATE BOARD
OF OPTOMETRY

April 9, 2001

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, Kurt 1. Moody, O.D., 33 Maple Seed
Drive, Dallas 18612, Luzerne County, Twentieth Senatorial District, for
appointment as a member of the State Board ofOptometly, to serve for
a term offoue years and until his successor is appointed and qualified,
but not longer than six months beyond that period, vice Jay B. Tanner,
a.D., Dallas, whose term expired.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
WEST CHESTER UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

June 8, 2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, David M. James, 122 Whispering
Oaks Drive, West Chester 19382, Chester County, Nineteenth Senato
rial District, for appointment as a member ofthe Council ofTrustees of
West Chester University ofPennsylvania ofthe State System ofHigher
Education, to serve until the third Tuesday ofJanuary 2007, and until
his successor is appointed and qualified, vice William E. Hughes, Sr.,
West Chester, whose term expired.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

DISTRICT JUSTICE

May 30, 2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Suzanne C. Mack, 2125 Lakeside
Drive, Erie 16511, Erie County, Forty-ninth Senatorial District, for
appointment as District Justice, in and for the County ofErie, Magiste
rial District 06-1-01, to serve until the first Monday of January 2002,
vice Carmelita H. Munsch, resigned.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, George E. Sulkosky, Jr., 256 North
Spring Street, Blairsville 15717, Indiana County, Forty-first Senatorial
District, for appointment as District Justice, in and for the County of
Indiana, Magisterial District 40-3-03, to serve until the first Monday of
January 2002, vice Dolores DeGruttola, mandatory retirement.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE LACKAWANNA COUNTY
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE

April 26, 2001

To the Honorable, the Senate
ofthe Commonwealth ofPennsylvania:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent ofthe Senate, Terrence J. McDonald (Republican),
1708 Jefferson Avenue, Dunmore 18509, Lackawanna County, Twenty
second Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the
Lackawanna County Board ofAssistance, to serve until December 31,
2002, and until his successor is appointed and qualified.

THOMAS 1. RIDGE
Governor

MEMBER OF THE LUZERNE COUNTY
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE

April 11, 2001

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 M. Sicilio, (Democrat), 109
Cedarwood Drive, Laflin 18702, Luzerne County, Fourteenth Senatorial
District, for reappointment as a member of the Luzerne County Board of
Assistance, to serve until December 31, 2001, and until his successor is
appointed and qualified.

THOMAS J. RIDGE
Governor

NOMINATIONS LAID ON THE TABLE

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

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

SENATE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

Senators GREENLEAF, JUBELIRER, ARMSTRONG,
BOSCOLA, HELFRICK, HOLL, MOWERY, MUSTO, O'PAKE,
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ORIE, RHOADES, STACK, TILGHMAN, TOMLINSON,
WAUGH, WHITE, DENT, LEMMOND, SCHWARTZ, WIL
LIAMS and TARTAGLIONE, by unanimous consent, offered
Senate Resolution No. 92, entitled:

A Resolution urging the President and Congress of the United
States to offer condolences to the people of the State of Israel for the
losses suffered in the June 1, 2001, terrorist attack in Tel Aviv, to
strongly condemn any use ofterrorism and to reaffirm the desire ofthe
people ofthe United States to assist the parties in the~r efforts to achieve
peace.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, I rise to ask for an
affirmative vote on this resolution that would urge restraint in the
Middle East, particularly in Israel, and also condemn the violent
terrorist attack that occurred this month, Friday, June 1, 2001,
that cost 20 innocent lives. I ask that we urge all sides to work
toward peace in that area.

Thank you.

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

in the affirmative.

Senators GREENLEAF, O'PAKE, BRIGHTBILL,
ARMSTRONG, BOSCOLA, COSTA, ERICKSON,
HELFRICK, KUKOVICH, LAVALLE, LOGAN, MELLOW,
MOWERY, MUSTO, ORIE, RHOADES, THOMPSON,
TILGHMAN, TOMLINSON, WAGNER, WAUGH, WENGER,
DENT, ROBBINS, STACK, LEMMOND, SCHWARTZ, M.
WHITE and TARTAGLIONE, by unanimous consent, offered
Senate Resolution No. 93, entitled:

A Resolution designating the month of September 2001 as "Pros
tate Cancer Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative
vote on this resolution to designate September of this year as
Prostate Awareness Month. Prostate cancer is the second leading
cause of death in the United States. There are 10,000 men who
will be diagnosed with it this year, and 2,000 will die. Early treat
ment and early diagnosis is all-important in the treatment of this
disease. There is a lOO-percent recovery rate if it is caught early.
So, I urge an affirmative vote this resolution.

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

A voice vote having been taken, the question was detennined
in the affIrmative.

DISCHARGE PETITION

The PItESIDENT laid before the Senate the following commu
nication, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

June 20, 200I

A PETITION

To place before the Senate the nomination ofMichael 1. Petrasovits,
Esq., as Judge, Court ofCommon Pleas, Bucks County.

TO: The President Officer ofthe Senate:

WE, The undersigned members ofthe Senate, pursuant to section 8
(b) ofArticle IV ofthe Constitution ofPennsylvania, do hereby request
that you place the nomination ofMichael 1. Petrasovits, Esq., as Judge,
Court ofCommon Pleas, Bucks County, before the entire Senate body for
a vote, the nomination not having been voted upon within 15 legislative
days:

Raphael 1. Musto
Robert 1. Mellow
Michael A. O'Pake
Jack Wagner
Richard A. Kasunic
1. Barry Stout
Vincent 1. Furno

The PRESIDENT. The communication will be laid on the ta
ble.

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

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

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
George H. Philips by Senator Bodack.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to the citizens of
the Borough ofPortland by Senator Boscola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Anthony F.
Grimm by Senator Brightbill.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
William Hickey by Senator Corman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. John M.
Lilley and to Geraldine Mills Lilley by Senator Earll.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Joseph Statuti by Senator Holl.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Deacon George
Elliott and to Teenshop, Incorporated, by Senator Hughes.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Duane Dell and to Mr. and Mrs. Robert W. Creps by Senator
Jubelirer.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Timothy A.
Milko and to Mark Burke, Jr., by Senator Kukovich.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
T. Gordon Black by Senator Lemmond.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Stan Lefkowitz
by Senator Logan.
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Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Arthur Andrejco, Mr. and Mrs. Richard H. Mengle and to Mr.
and Mrs. Harold Strohl by Senator Rhoades.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Katie Steider,
Jaclyn Lugaila, Derek Kightlinger and to the French Creek Pro
ject ofMeadville by Senator Robbins.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Ernesta
Drinker Ballard, George Elliott and to Charlie Sarelakos by Sen
ator Schwartz.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to the Northeast
Senior Center ofPhiladelphia by Senator Tartaglione.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Elizabeth
Selfinger DiLabbio, Thomas H. Jaagus and to Thomas H. Yost
by Senator Thompson.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Dan Mount by
Senator Tomlinson.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Ryan Hassler
by Senator Wenger.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Charles Cessna and to Courtney Marie Ott by Senator D. White.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to the Reverend
Sam E. Slaffey by Senator Williams.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Thomas H. Russell, Mr. and Mrs. William Pribish and to Mr. and
Mrs. Robert F. Goas, Jr., by Senator Womiak.

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION

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

Condolences ofthe Senate were extended to the family ofthe
late Werner Fricker by Senator Greenleaf.

HOUSE MESSAGES

HOUSE ADOPTS REPORT OF COMMITTEE
OF CONFERENCE

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives informed the Sen
ate that the House adopted the Report of the Committee of Con
ference on SB I.

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
BY AMENDING SAID AMENDMENTS

TO HOUSE BILL

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives informed the Sen
ate that the House has concurred in amendments made by the
Senate by amending said amendments to HB 1176, in which
concurrence ofthe Senate is requested.

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

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 793 and 877, with the information the House has

passed the same with amendments in which the concurrence of the
Senate is requested.

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

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILLS

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives informed the Senate
that the House has concurred in amendments made by the Senate
to HB 200 and 672.

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILLS

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives returned to the Sen
ate SB 35 and 549, with the information the House has passed the
same without amendments.

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

The Clerk ofthe House ofRepresentatives informed the Senate
that the House has concurred in resolution from the Senate, enti
tled:

SCR81.

BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED

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

June 20. 2001

Senators M. WHITE, D. WHITE, STACK, LAVALLE,
COSTA, PUNT, TOMLINSON, STOUT, O'PAKE, KITCHEN,
MELLOW, MADIGAN, BELL, KUKOVICH, ERICKSON,
ORIE, SCHWARTZ and LEMMOND presented to the Chair
SB 989, entitled:

An Act amending the act ofMay 22, 1951 (P.L.31?, No.69), known
as The Professional Nursing Law, providing for prohibition against
mandatory overtime.

Which was committed to the Committee on LABOR AND
INDUSTRY, June 20, 2001.

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED

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

June 20. 2001

Senators MOWERY, ROBBINS, ARMSTRONG, BELL,
BODACK, BOSCOLA, BRIGHTBILL, CONTI, CORMAN,
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COSTA, DENT, EARLL, ERICKSON, FUMO, GERLACH,
GREENLEAF, HELFRICK, HOLL, HUGHES, JUBELIRER,
KASUNIC, KITCHEN, KUKOVICH, LAVALLE, LEMMOND,
LOGAN, MADIGAN, MELLOW, MURPHY, MUSTO,
O'PAKE, ORIE, PICCOLA, PUNT, RHOADES, SCARNATI,
SCHWARTZ, STACK, STOUT, TARTAGLIONE,
THOMPSON, TILGHMAN, TOMLINSON, WAGNER,
WAUGH, WENGER, D. WHITE, M. WHITE, WILLIAMS and
WOZNIAK presented to the Chair SR 91, entitled:

A Resolution urging the President ofthe United States to have the
Secretary ofthe Anny designate the planned museum to be built as part
of the Anny Heritage Center in Carlisle, Cumberland County,
Pennsylvania, as "The U.S.Anny Museum."

Which was committed to the Committee on RULES AND
EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS, June 20, 2001.

BILLS SIGNED

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

SB 1, SB 35, SB 236, SB 549, HB 41, DB 200, DB 672, HB
1118 and HB 1235.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The following announcement was read by the Secretary ofthe
Senate:

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COMMITTEE MEETING

THURSDAY, JUNE 21. 2001

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE

Senator BRIGHTBILL, from the Committee on Rules and
Executive Nominations, reported the following bills:

SB 215 (Pr. No. 1243) (Amended) (Rereported)
(Concurrence)

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated
Associations) and 54 (Names) ofthe Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes,
relating to associations; making revisions, corrections and additions;
providing for a function ofthe Department ofState; and making repeals.

SB 379 (Pr. No. 1244) (Amended) (Rereported)
(Concurrence)

An Act amending the act of February I, 1966 (1965 P.L.l656,
No.581), known as The Borough Code, changing gender-specific
references to members ofthe governing body; further providing residency
requirements for elective office, for vacancy appointments and for
compensation ofauditors; and making editorial changes.

SB 597 (pr. 1099) (Rereported) (Concurrence)

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130),
known as The County Code, further providing for assistant county
solicitors, for the time for the election of controllers in counties of the
sixth, seventh and eighth classes and for authority to sell or lease real
property.

SB 793 (pr. No. 1245) (Amended) (Rereported) Concun"ence)

An Act amending the act of December 13, 1999 (p.L.905, No.57),
known as the Drought, Orchard and Nursery Indemnity and Flood Relief
Act, further providing for appropriations.

10:45 A.M. APPROPRIATIONS (to consider
House Bills No.2 and 27)

Room 461
Main Capitol SB 877 (pr. No. 1237) (Rereported) (Concu"ence)

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations to meet
imminently in the Rules room to consider Senate Bills No. 215,
379, 597, 793, 877, Senate Resolution No. 91, and certain
nominations.

RECESS

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I request a briefrecess
ofthe Senate for the purpose ofa meeting ofthe Committee on
Rules and Executive Nominations to be held immediately in the
Rules room at the rear ofthe Chamber.

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a meeting of the
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations, without
objection, the Senate stands in recess.

AFTER RECESS

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

An Act establishing industrial resource centers within the
Department ofCommunity and Economic Development.

RESOLUTION REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

Senator BRIGHTBILL, from the Committee on Rules and
Executive Nominations, reported the following resolution:

SR 91 (pr. No. 1233)

A Resolution urging the President ofthe United States to have the
Secretary ofthe Army designate the planned museum to be built as part
of the Anny Heritage Center in Carlisle, Cumberland County,
Pennsylvania, as "The U.S.AnnyMuseum."

The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the
Calendar.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No.6

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 977 (pr. No. 1221) -- The Senate proceeded to
consideration of the bill, entitled:
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An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for senior judge
operational support grants.

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

consideration.

HB 1697 (pr. No. 2094) The Senate proceeded to
consideration of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending TItle 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the number
ofjudges ofthe courts ofcommon pleas in certain judicial districts and
for limitations ofactions.

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

consideration.

ADJOURNMENT

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
do now adjourn until Thursday, June 21, 2001, at 2:30 p.m.,
Eastern Daylight Saving Time

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 11 :59 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.


