
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2006 

2006 FIRST SPECIAL SESSION No. 8 

SENATE 
MONDAY, February 6,2006 

The Senate met at 9:09 p.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Catherine Baker 
Knoll) in the Chair. 

Without objection, the Prayer, Pledge of Allegiance, and 
Leaves of Absence granted in the Regular Session were re
quested to be printed in the Special Session. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Very Reverend JAMES M. LYONS, Vicar 
General of the Roman Catholic Diocese of Harrisburg, offered 
the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
God and Father of us all, look with love on the people gath

ered here today, and keep them safe as they work to serve You 
and the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Guide the 
Members of this Senate and help them to work together for the 
good of all. Bless their plans and deliberations and bring them 
success. Father, we ask this grace in Your almighty name. Amen. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Father Lyons, who is the 
guest today of Senator Piccola. 

PLEDGE O F ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by those assembled, led 
by the gentleman from Indiana, Senator Don White.) 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Madam President, I ask for a legisla
tive leave for Senator Lemmond. 

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

Senator OTAKE. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave 
for Senator Ferlo. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator Brightbill requests a 
legislative leave for Senator Lemmond. 

Senator O'Pake requests a legislative leave for Senator Ferlo. 
Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, the 
Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Special Session of 
February 1,2006. 

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

BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

February 6,2006 

Senators ORIE and RAFFERTY presented to the Chair 
SB 36, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for definitions and for 
administration of group health insurance program for retirees; providing 
for a health insurance program for active members; and establishing the 
Public School Districts' Health Insurance Fund. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LEGISLATION, 
February 6,2006. 

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: 

February 6,2006 

Senators ORIE and RAFFERTY presented to the Chair SR 4, 
entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Joint State Government Commission to 
study and offer an evaluation of the efficacy of directing the 501 school 
districts of the Commonwealth to engage in group purchasing of 
employee health care benefits. 

Which was committed to the Committee on LEGISLATION, 
February 6,2006. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY 

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the 
Committee on Appropriations to meet during today's Special 
Session in the Rules room to consider House Bill No. 39. 
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RECESS 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Madam President, I request a recess 
of the Senate for a meeting of the Committee on Appropriations, 
which will begin immediately in the Rules room. We expect to be 
back here on the floor in about 5 or 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Special Session will 
now recess for a meeting of the Committee on Appropriations. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

BILL REPORTED F R O M C O M M I T T E E 

Senator TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported the following bill: 

HB 39 (Pr. No. 91) (Amended) (Rereported) 

An Act providing for taxation by school districts, for the State 
funds formula, for tax relief in first class cities, for school district choice 
and voter participation and for other school district options; making an 
appropriation; prohibiting prior authorized taxation; providing for 
installment payment of taxes; restricting the power of certain school 
districts to levy, assess and collect taxes; and making related repeals. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

WEEKLY RECESS 

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

In the Senate, February 6,2006 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), Pursuant 
to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania Constitution, that when the 
Special Session No. 1 of the Senate recesses this week, it reconvene on 
Monday, February 13,2006, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate; and be it further 

RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, that when the Special Session No. 1 of the House of 
Representatives recesses this week, it reconvene on Monday, February 
13, 2006, unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives 

On the question. 
Will the Senate adopt the resolution? 

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

YEA-46 

Boscola 
Brightbill 
Browne 
Conti 
Corman 
Costa 
Earll 

Hughes 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
LaValle 
Logan 
Madigan 

Pileggi 
Pippy 
Punt 
Rafferty 
Regola 
Rhoades 
Robbins 

Vance 
Washington 
Waugh 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Williams, Anthony H 

Erickson 
Fontana 
Fumo 
Gordner 
Greenleaf 

Mellow 
Musto 
O'Pake 
Orie 
Piccola 

Scamati 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 
Tomlinson 

Williams, Constance 
Wonderling 
Wozniak 

NAY-0 

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

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

SPECIAL ORDER O F BUSINESS 
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR No. 1 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS 
AMENDED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 39 (Pr. No. 91) - The Senate proceeded to consideration 
of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing for taxation by school districts, for the State 
funds formula, for tax relief in first class cities, for school district choice 
and voter participation and for other school district options; making an 
appropriation; prohibiting prior authorized taxation; providing for 
installment payment of taxes; restricting the power of certain school 
districts to levy, assess and collect taxes; and making related repeals. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Madam President, what we have here 
is a bill that is commonly known as tax reform, but is more 
accurately referred to as tax restructuring. What we are doing 
here tonight is reallocating scarce resources. The scare resource 
of course is money, and the reallocation is primarily to senior 
citizens, but it also includes members of the public who are 
homeowners and real estate taxpayers. What we are doing here, 
Madam President, is admittedly a tax shift, and as we talk about 
this bill, we will talk about the shift, and what we are doing here 
is going to achieve certain goals. The first goal is to provide 
immediate relief on 2005 real estate taxes for senior citizens with 
an income of $25,000 or less, which includes half of their Social 
Security and/or half of their railroad retirement. That means that 
seniors who fall into this category will receive relief based upon 
taxes that they paid in 2005 for any real estate purpose. That 
would be local, county, or school real estate taxes. 

In addition, Madam President, this bill provides an additional 
available significant tax relief to Pennsylvania residential real 
estate taxpayers beginning in 2006-07 which includes the 
property tax and rent rebate, but also provides relief for school 
taxes. Madam President, this bill provides a first-time uniform 
statewide law designed to control spending by school districts, 
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and it also makes provisions for additional real estate tax relief 
for Pennsylvania residential real estate taxpayers for schools 
through voter-approved shifts of earned or personal income 
and/or proceeds of gambling. 

Madam President, what we have here is a compromise. There 
have been many plans talked about over the last several months, 
over the last several years. What we have here is something that 
is practical, workable, and will deliver tax relief to those citizens 
who primarily fall into the category of seniors, who have seen 
their taxes go up while their income did not. This is how it will 
work. Madam President. For 2005, claimants can receive $200 
to $650 to be reimbursed toward all property taxes. This program 
expansion continues into future years, and as I said, picks up in 
2005. To qualify, a claimant or spouse must be 65 years or older, 
a widow or widower 50 years of age or older, or permanently 
disabled 18 years of age or older who meet the income limits. 
The income limits, as I said but will repeat, is $25,000, excluding 
half of their Social Security and half of their railroad retirement 
benefit payments. 

Beginning in June, 2006, Madam President, the boards of 
public education will be obliged to hold a public hearing to 
consider a reduction in real estate taxes that would be funded by 
an increase in the earned income tax. Upon that hearing, the 
school board may do one of two things. They may enact the 
earned income tax to reduce real estate taxes, or should they not 
want to, they can certify the issue to be decided by a public 
referendum among school district voters in the primary election 
of 2007. This way, in communities where there is a consensus 
that this shift is beneficial to the community, the school board 
can do it on their own vote. On the other hand, if they feel there 
is no consensus, they can put it to voter referendum. The amount 
of reduction the school boards may consider is an additional 
earned income tax of up to 1 percent, but no more than the 
amount of earned income taxes required to fund 35 percent of the 
homestead exclusion. The homestead exclusion differs from 
school district to school district and represents one-half of the 
median assessment of the real estate properties in a school 
district School districts that have very large homes with a lot of 
value will have a higher homestead exclusion, those school 
districts that have smaller homes at a lower value will have a 
smaller number. All taxpayers would benefit from this exclusion 
if they own and reside in their own home, and it would include 
farmsteads. The earned income tax that would be levied to pay 
for this of course varies again from school district to school 
district, and it is a tax on income that is earned through 
employment either for oneself or another. It is not a tax on 
earnings through investments such as savings accounts. 

It is important to note that the Members have received charts, 
and the amount of tax savings is a fixed amount that is the same 
for all homesteads or farmsteads in each school district. It is not 
a percent of any individual taxes. Thus, it is a larger benefit for 
those with a more modest dwelling, and it becomes a credit or 
reduction of the real estate tax bill in the year that follows its 
adoption, either by vote or referendum, that is by vote of the 
board or referendum. 

In addition, Madam President, beginning in the year 2007, the 
plan will include revenues from slot machine gambling to the 
school districts. This is something that was very important to 

Governor Rendell, something that his administration indicated to 
the General Assembly that they would require in a bill in order 
for him to sign it. There is a provision in the bill for those school 
districts that do not desire to receive gambling revenues, where 
the school board may opt out, and then that decision is put to a 
public referendum so the school district may opt out of receiving 
those proceeds. This reduction, driven out by the gambling 
revenues, is paid through the homestead or farmstead exclusion. 
So the impact again on each homeowner is similar. Governor 
Rendell projects that the slots will generate a billion dollars 
annually for the State. We have passed out a chart to the 
Members. However, that is based on State ilevenues of $400 
million. This is believed to be realistic, particularly in the early 
years. 

The new law beginning in 2007 and beyond makes provisions 
for a number of additional tax shifts, which would reduce the 
reliance of school districts upon real estate taxes. These include 
the imposition of additional earned income taxes, or a movement 
from income taxes to personal income taxes. Madam President, 
to give the Members some sense of the impact of this plan, for 
example, in Berks County there are currently 9,300 people 
receiving the property tax and rent rebate, and this would go to 
17,000 people, or an increase of 7,900 claimants. So under this 
plan, 7,900 senior citizens primarily would receive additional 
money toward their real estate taxes. In Lebanon County, those 
numbers are also significant, where 3,100 claimants would go to 
5,738 claimants, for an increase of 2,637 claimants. In Lancaster, 
the numbers are 8,800 to 16,000, an increase of 7,524. And in 
Dauphin County, which is the county that I also represent a 
portion of, the number would go from 5,114 to 9,463, or an 
increase of 4,349 claimants. 

Now, Madam President, as I noted, the impact of this is going 
to be felt immediately. What this means is, for example, in these 
counties, thousands of people will receive immediate tax relief 
based upon their 2005 ta^ bill. In 2006, it is going to depend 
upon whether or not the school district opts in, or if the school 
district does not opt in, whether or not the voter referendum 
passes. Then beyond that, it is going to depend upon the 
gambling revenues and whether or not the school district decides 
to accept those revenues, with the caveat that there is a 
referendum on that. 

To give the Members a sense of this, in the Lebanon School 
District, which is a city school district, the average school tax bill 
is about $1,338. A person who has an income of $15,000 to 
$25,000 who does not currently qualify for a tax rebate would 
receive, with the gaming revenue projected at $400 million, a 
53-percent to 83-percent cut in their real estate taxes. What is 
important to remember is that people with more expensive 
properties, who have higher tax bills, will receive proportionately 
less, since it is a fixed amount that is paid. Statewide, Madam 
President, the average after the property tax and rent rebate, after 
the movement to earned income tax at 35 percent, and after the 
gaming money would vary, of course, from school district to 
school district, but a senior citizen in that income bracket would 
receive anywhere from a 50- to 80-percent reduction or savings 
on their school taxes. These are significant numbers, Madam 
President. 
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The plan, of course, is not perfect. The backend referendum 
that we are enacting for the first time is an historic first step. If 
one were to pull out the debates from 1834 when public 
education was created, one would see that a very large concern 
of the General Assembly at that time as they debated this was the 
cost of public education and who was going to pay for it. That 
concern has continued through the years, and we have a system 
that has grown historically that basically says that school funding 
is local with State subsidies. We could talk about that at some 
length, but what is important is that this is the first time since 
1834 that the General Assembly has imposed a backend 
referendum, which simply means that there is a beginning for a 
cost-control mechanism. 

Is this mechanism perfect? It is a compromise. It is a 
compromise that was arrived at in the General Assembly several 
years ago, and while it is not perfect, it is indeed a very important 
first step. I am going to suggest that it can work, but it is going 
to require the active participation of the education community to 
make it work. If this system does not work, Madam President, I 
believe we will be back, and the first changes we will make in 
this assembly will be to tighten up the backend referendum. 
There are States, in fact I think it is probably more common than 
not, where the idea of having a public referendum on increases 
in school taxes is very common. In fact, people who move here 
from other States are surprised to learn that we do not have that 
system. This plan is a compromise. It is not that system, but if 
costs continue to rise within the school districts, that system very 
well may come. Our brethren in the education community are 
going to need to be actively participating in this process. 

I might note that having served here for a number of years, if 
you go back 20 years and think of opinions that existed in the 
General Assembly, there would have been very, very little 
inclination to do any kind of backend referendum. Over the 
years, that inclination has changed as public opinion on it has 
changed, and the public opinion now very much supports these 
kinds of cost control mechanisms. 

Madam President, this is such an important first step. At the 
end of the day, one of the things that people do not understand 
when we talk about tax reform is that it is not reform, it is 
restructuring. For 30 years, whenever the General Assembly and 
the Members running for election have talked about tax reform, 
they have talked about it as a mechanism of moving away from 
school taxes to another tax, but never as a mechanism to actually 
reduce the number of dollars that are being sent to the schools, 
either from the State or from local government, to run the 
schools. It is not intended to be a mechanism to reduce school 
spending, although that would be something that many of us 
believe would be helpful, but that, too, is very difficult. We tried 
to tackle mandates, and we tried to tackle many of those issues, 
but that is not the purpose for this evening. This evening, the 
purpose of this bill is to provide real tax relief to senior citizens, 
the people we have talked about for years and years who are out 
there, who are living in homes that they have lived in for 10,20, 
30,40 years, who have seen their school taxes go up for many, 
many years and are living on a fixed income. We are talking 
about working with scarce resources, we are talking about having 
a limited number of dollars, and we are focusing these dollars to 
help those citizens, those folks who meet that definition. 

Madam President, I would like to commend the Members, 
particularly Senator Mellow, for diligently working through this, 
and Senator Wenger, who is chair of our special committee. 
Many of us worked very hard on this, but in the final analysis, 
this is a compromise. This is something that is good, something 
that we can live with, but it is not going to be all things for all 
people. I need to state here for the record that certain people are 
going to pay more taxes because of this. They are people with a 
higher income, who maybe have a higher income and a lower 
property value. 

Over the last few months when I have been to basketball 
games, Scout meetings, or wherever I went, when people came 
up to me and asked me about tax reform, almost every one of 
those folks to whom I spoke I was told when we are done with 
this, you and I are going to pay more taxes, and the people we are 
going to help are not here tonight, or maybe there are one or two, 
but the people we are going to help are the senior citizens living 
on a fixed income. Every time I say that to people, they 
understand what I am saying, and they say, I guess that is all 
right. 

That is what we are doing here, Madam President. It is not 
perfect. We cannot take real estate taxes and eliminate them. 
Currently in Pennsylvania, real estate taxes are a very, very 
substantial portion of the taxes that we pay. Income taxes, earned 
income taxes, represent 10 percent of the dollars that are raised 
to operate our schools. If we were to move from real estate taxes 
to earned income taxes overnight, the tax rates in most school 
districts would absolutely skyrocket. It would be such a dramatic 
change that it would not be accepted. 

Madam President, I ask for an affirmative vote. I believe we 
are taking the important first step we need to take, and I think we 
are going to provide relief to senior citizens who are living on a 
modest fixed income. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cambria, Senator Wozniak. 

Senator WOZNIAK. Madam President, I want to thank 
Senator Brightbill, I want to thank Senator Wenger, I want to 
thank Senator Mellow and all of the people who were on the 
special committee, who spent the past few months trying to 
wrangle their way through property tax reform restructuring. 
Folks, everybody wants to go to heaven, nobody wants to die. 
The fairest taxes are the ones that the other guy is paying and the 
ones that I am not paying. 

We sat through hours upon hours upon hours hearing 
discourses from all segments of society. There is a reason that 
Senator Brightbill said that for 30 years they discussed property 
tax reform in Pennsylvania and nothing really has been done, 
because the problem is, as much as people say they want 
something done by their friends, their elected officials, by the 
gentlemen and gentlewomen of this Chamber and the House and 
the Governor, when you start trying to put that package together, 
everybody starts saying, whoa, whoa, whoa, whoa, it is affecting 
me in a negative way and I am not for it. Trying to find that 
compromise, that solution, that way to make everything, quote, 
unquote, "fair" is extremely difficult and nebulous. 

Many times I have been to various picnics and different 
places, and sometimes a guy who had a couple of cold ones too 
many would poke me in the chest and say, you were elected to 
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represent me, but what he really was saying was, you are not 
doing what I want you to do. Everybody in this Chamber has a 
responsibility not to the individual members of society, but for 
the greater good of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. What 
we have attempted to put together here was trying to drive some 
money back to the homeowners of our weakest people, our senior 
citizens. Now, perhaps for a lot of people, they might not be 
making out on this particular proposal, but what might be 
happening is their mothers and fathers will. 

Senator Brightbill said this is a first step. My son and daughter 
are well on their way to adulthood, but I remember when they 
were very young and that very first step that they took was a 
giant leap. What we have accomplished here, and perhaps the 
Fourth Estate can poke fun at us and think it is easy and all fun 
and games because our skins are so thick, but they really are not, 
is we have taken a very large step forward. We are generating 
new revenues from gaming to drive down property taxes. We are 
giving local school districts an opportunity to expand their 
earned income tax to shift from property tax to an income tax if 
it fits their particular schedule. Some school districts will 
embrace this, some will not. We are extending the property tax 
and rent rebate to create, I believe it is somewhere around 
281,000 more participants. For some people, it is $650 back in 
income for property tax and rent rebates. 

God gave me the serenity to accept the things I cannot change, 
the courage to change the things I can, and the wisdom to know 
the difference. It is very easy to sit out there, and as for the Super 
Bowl champions, the Steelers, who just won, it is easy to be the 
Monday quarterback saying, this could have been done, that 
should have been done, we could have done this. It is easy for the 
thousands of people who have e-mailed me, each with their own 
individual answer to the solution of the problem. They have not 
been in the arena, they do not know what it takes to get 26 votes 
in this Senate, 102 votes in the House, and the Governor's 
signature. This is a compromise, this is a consensus, and just as 
society has evolved from 300 years ago when Benjamin Franklin 
was bom, it will continue to evolve. This is not the end-all, this 
is the beginning of a journey that, hopefully, in the bigger 
picture, in the next few years, we can continue to reduce property 
taxes in Pennsylvania and create a fairer tax structure, but at this 
point in time and history, I am asking my friends and colleagues 
to support this proposal, pass it over to the House, and let us get 
this on to the Governor's desk and make some things happen for 
a whole lot of people in Pennsylvania. 

Thank you very much. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 

from Northampton, Senator Boscola. 
Senator BOSCOLA. Madam President, when this bill came up 

for a vote today, I was not quite sure how I was going to vote on 
it. I guess I intend to vote "yes" on this bill tonight on the Senate 
floor, with a lot of reservation. I am disappointed that this bill 
does not do more to provide real substantive tax relief to a lot of 
homeowners. For the last 4 months, there has been nothing 
special about this Special Session, Madam President. We have 
generated another truckload of spread sheets, but we have not 
delivered a single nickel of tax relief to one single person in 
Pennsylvania. Maybe just a half-hour ago, I offered two 
amendments in committee, one to provide tax relief for seniors 

over 65 years of age that would be a property tax freeze for 
seniors over 65. The Senate did not vote for that in committee. 
I offered an amendment to eliminate property taxes altogether 
with a drop-dead date of June 30,2006, for this body to come up 
with a plan to eliminate property taxes. That was defeated as well 
in committee. After years and years and years of listening to 
people plead, plead for tax relief, and after 4 months of Special 
Session, I have one question to ask this body: Is this really the 
best that we can do? Is this as bold as we can be? 

People are sick and tired of paying rising property taxes year 
after year after year, and they are afraid of losing their homes 
because they cannot afford to keep paying higher taxes, and they 
hate it when the heavy burden of local school property taxes 
literally crushes their family budget. People know the property 
tax system we have in place to pay for our schools is broke, and 
they want us to fix it. This bill will not fix it, but it will patch it 
up a bit. Some people might be helped, but we will be back next 
year, the year after that, and probably the year after that, until we 
get it right. 

Madam President, I have complete faith that we can do better 
in this body. I understand the need for compromise in order to 
pass legislation, but there comes a point when too much 
compromise leaves too much on the table in some back room and 
does too little for the folks back home. There is no comparison 
between what we might lose by not succeeding and what we will 
lose by not trying hard enough. Forgive me for being so 
passionate about this issue. I think everybody in this body knows 
how I have been pushing for tax relief for years and years and 
years now, and I apologize for being so impatient with the 
progress that we have made. If we can provide some savings to 
homeowners, we should do it, and that is part of the reason why 
I will be supporting this bill tonight. I can only ask that we try to 
do better, and maybe, maybe the House will not agree to this bill, 
and maybe the House will come back with something that is 
more substantive, and that is what I am hoping for, Madam 
President. 

Thank you. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

Senator O'PAKE. Madam President, I request legislative 
leaves for Senator Costa, Senator Fumo, Senator Musto, Senator 
Hughes, Senator Anthony Williams, and Senator Washington. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator O'Pake requests legislative leaves 
for Senator Costa, Senator Fumo, Senator Musto, Senator 
Hughes, Senator Anthony Williams, and Senator Washington. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator 
Brightbill. 

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Madam President, I ask for legislative 
leaves for Senator Punt and Senator Madigan 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Brightbill requests legislative 
leaves for Senator Punt and Senator Madigan. 

Without objection, those leaves will be granted. 

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

YEA-39 

Boscola 
Brightbill 
Browne 
Conti 
Costa 
Erickson 
Ferlo 
Fumo 
Gordner 
Greenleaf 

Armstrong 
Corman 
Earll 

Hughes 
Jubelirer 
Kasunic 
Kitchen 
LaValle 
Lemmond 
Madigan 
Mellow 
Musto 
O'Pake 

Fontana 
Logan 
Orie 

Pileggi 
Punt 
Rafferty 
Regola 
Rhoades 
Robbins 
Scamati 
Stack 
Stout 
Tartaglione 

NAY-10 

Piccola 
Pippy 

Tomlinson 
Washington 
Wenger 
White, Donald 
White, Mary Jo 
Williams, Anthony H. 
Williams, Constance 
Wonderling 
Wozniak 

Vance 
Waugh 

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. 

RECESS 

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

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Madam President, I move that the 
Senate do now recess the Special Session until Tuesday, 
February 7, 2006, immediately following the recess of the 
Regular Session. 

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 
The Senate recessed the Special Session at 10:06 p.m., 

Eastern Standard Time. 




