
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

iLejzIafibr J nurnall
SATURDAY, JUNE 28, 2008

SESSION OF 2008 192ND OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 48

SENATE BILL SIGNED

SATURDAY, June 28, 2008 The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Catherine Baker

The Senate met at 10 a.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time.
Knoll) in the presence of the Senate signed the following bill:

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Catherine Baker
SB 486.

Knoll) in the Chair. LEAVE OF ABSENCE

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend KELLY WIANT-THRALLS, Asso-
ciate Pastor of Market Square Presbyterian Church, Harrisburg,
offered the following prayer:

Let us pray.
Empower us, 0 God, to live lives of gratitude, forgiveness,

and mercy. Embolden us so that we may speak truth, even when
it is uncomfortable to do so. Challenge us when we are compla-
cent. Forgive us when we are selfish. Convict us when we fail to
hear or respond to the cries of those in need. Comfort us when
we are filled with doubts or anxieties. Hold us when we are worn
out and weary. Remind us that we are Your beloved children, and
guide us in the work that You have called us to do. May it be so,
O God. Amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Kelly Wiant-
Thralls, who is the guest today of Senator Piccola.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

HOUSE MESSAGES

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILL

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 486, with the information the House has passed the
same without amendments.

SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 483, SB 484 and SB 485, with the information the
House has passed the same with amendments in which the con-
currence of the Senate is requested.

The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule XIV, section 6,
these bills will be referred to the Committee on Rules and Execu-
tive Nominations.

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

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 Stout, Senator Washington, and Senator Con-
nie Williams.

The PRESIDENT. Senator O'Pake requests legislative leaves
for Senator Stout, Senator Washington, and Senator Connie Wil-
liams. Without objection, the leaves will be granted.

CALENDAR

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE
AMENDMENTS AS AMENDED

BILL RECOMMITTED

SB 949 (Pr. No. 2204) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act providing for bituminous coal mines; and making a repeal.

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

further amended by the Senate, to Senate Bill No. 949?

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I move to recommit
Senate Bill No. 949 to the Committee on Rules and Executive
Nominations.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator PILEGGI and
were as follows, viz:
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YEA-49

Armstrong Fontana O'Pake Tomlinson
Baker Fumo One Vance
Boscola Gordner Piccola Washington
Browne Greenleaf Pileggi Waugh
Brubaker Hughes Pippy White, Donald
Corman Kasunic Punt White, Mary Jo
Costa Kitchen Rafferty Williams, Anthony H.
Dinniman LaValle Rhoades Williams, Constance
EarII Logan Robbins Wonderling
Eichelberger Madigan Scarnati Wozniak
Erickson Mcllhinney Stack
Ferlo Mellow Stout
Folmer Musto Tartaglione

NAY-0

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

The PRESIDENT. Senate Bill No. 949 will be recommitted
to the Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations.

RECESS

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

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I request a recess of the
Senate for the purpose of a Republican caucus to be held in the
Majority Caucus Room.

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

Senator O'PAKE. Madam President, would the Majority
Leader advise as to how long he thinks the caucus will last?

Senator PILEGGI. I expect the caucus will last approximately
one-half hour.

Senator O'PAKE. Madam President, I ask the Senate Demo-
crats to report to our caucus room immediately.

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of Republican and Demo-
cratic caucuses, without objection, the Senate stands in recess.

AFTER RECESS

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

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE IN
HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SB 1063 (Pr. No. 2229) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257,
No.511), known as The Local Tax Enabling Act, in local tax, further
providing for definitions, for delegation of tax powers and restrictions,
for recapture of tax, for payroll tax, for nonresident sports facility usage
fees, for vacation of tax ordinances and resolutions, for advertising tax
ordinances, for second class city tax rates, for taxpayer appeals, for
filing ordinances, for limitation on tax rates, for withholding of local
services taxes, for administrative personnel and joint agreements, for
audits of earned income and other taxes, for payment of tax to other

taxing authorities as credits or deductions, for personal property, for
assessment limitations and for tax limitations; providing for legal repre-
sentation, for restricted use, for consolidated collection of local income
taxes, for collection of delinquent taxes and for miscellaneous provi-
sions; further providing for penalties and for repeals; and making edito-
rial changes.

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

to Senate Bill No. 1063?

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I move that the Senate
do concur in the amendments made by the House to Senate Bill
No. 1063.

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

LEAVE CHANGED

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

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I request that Senator
Regola's leave be changed from personal leave to legislative
leave.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests that Senator
Regola's leave be changed from personal leave to legislative
leave. Without objection, the leave will be changed.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE

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

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I request a temporary
Capitol leave for Senator Punt.

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

POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

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

Senator FUMO. Madam President, I request a point of per-
sonal privilege.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Sena-
tor Fumo.

Senator FUMO. Madam President, I would like to thank all
the Members for their concern and care the other day when I
stupidly did not do the right things and fell down. It proved that
our emergency system works for us, not only us but the people
who visit here, and I wanted to give Senator Vance some flowers
today for her professionalism and her caring. She did a great job.

(Applause.)
Senator FUMO. When I got to the hospital, they knew who

she was, and they gave me great service. So I want to thank the
people on the emergency staff here, the paramedics who came,
and the hospital. Everyone was really terrific, and I thank you all
for your concern and e-mails and phone calls, although I still
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have not returned them all. It became a bigger pain to answer
e-mails than it was to live with what I was doing in the hospital.
And then the Governor came and was worried that my batteries
were going to go dead, he would send me new ones.

So thank you all, and God bless you.
The PRESIDENT. Thank you, Senator.
(Applause.)

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

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

YEA-40

Armstrong Erickson Mellow Stout
Baker Ferlo Musto Tartaglione
Boscola Folmer O'Pake Vance
Browne Fumo One Washington
Brubaker Gordner Piccola Waugh
Corman Hughes Pileggi White, Donald
Costa Kasunic Pippy White, Mary Jo
Dinniman Kitchen Punt Williams, Anthony H.
Earll LaValle Scarnati Williams, Constance
Eichelberger Madigan Stack Wozniak

An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, No.91),
known as the State Lottery Law, further providing for PACE and
PACENET eligibility.

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-50

Armstrong Fontana O'Pake Tartaglione
Baker Fumo One Tomlinson
Boscola Gordner Piccola Vance
Browne Greenleaf Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Hughes Pippy Waugh
Corman Kasunic Punt White, Donald
Costa Kitchen Rafferty White, Mary Jo
Dinniman LaValle Regola Williams, Anthony H.
Earll Logan Rhoades Williams, Constance
Eichelberger Madigan Robbins Wonderling
Erickson Mcllhinney Scarnati Wozniak
Ferlo Mellow Stack
Folmer Musto Stout

NAY-0
NAY-10

Fontana Mcllhinney Rhoades Wonderling
Greenleaf Rafferty Robbins
Logan Regola Tomlinson

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 1147 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION REREPORTED
FROM COMMITTEE AS AMENDED OVER IN ORDER

SB 903 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON THIRD
CONSIDERATION OVER IN ORDER

SB 1510 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 4 (Pr. No. 2235) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration
of the 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 present said bill to
the House of Representatives for concurrence.

BILL OVER IN ORDER

HB 7 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 239 (Pr. No. 4106) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L. 103, No.69), known
as The Second Class Township Code, further providing for liens for
assessments and for connection to water system.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-50

Armstrong Fontana O'Pake Tartaglione
Baker Fumo One Tomlinson
Boscola Gordner Piccola Vance
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Browne Greenleaf Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Hughes Pippy Waugh
Corman Kasunic Punt White, Donald
Costa Kitchen Rafferty White, Mary Jo
Dinniman LaValle Regola Williams, Anthony H.
Earll Logan Rhoades Williams, Constance
Eichelberger Madigan Robbins Wonderling
Erickson Mcllhinney Scarnati Wozniak
Ferlo Mellow Stack
Folmer Musto Stout

NAY-0

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

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 1067, SB 1134, SB 1247 and SB 1276 -- Without objec-
tion, the bills were passed over in their order at the request of
Senator PILEGGI.

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 1284 (Pr. No. 2226) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for notice of convictions
of college students.

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 1329 and HB 1330 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE

SB 1337 (Pr. No. 2239) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act establishing the Medical Assistance Pharmacy and Therapeu-
tics Committee within the Department of Public Welfare; and providing
for the powers and duties of the committee.

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

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 1372 (Pr. No. 2267) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 8, 1986 (P.L.408, No.89), known
as the Health Care Cost Containment Act, defining "committee"; further

providing for the Health Care Cost Containment Council and its powers
and duties, for data submission and collection and for access to council
data; providing for the establishment of a Health Care Cost Containment
Council Act Review Committee and for sunset of act; providing for
abatement under Health Care Provider Retention Program; and making
a related repeal.

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
Allegheny, Senator Fontana.

Senator FONTANA. Madam President, I rise to encourage an
affirmative vote on Senate Bill No. 1372. This bill started out as
a simple extension, through 2013, of the sunset provisions of the
Pennsylvania Health Care Cost Containment Act. This bill will
sunset on June 30, which is Monday, if we do not act immedi-
ately.

The council that was created by this action in 1986 is now
recognized as a national leader in public healthcare reporting,
because the data is public, and the data is used to drive competi-
tion among providers to enhance quality and restrain costs. How-
ever, Madam President, the process has allowed this bill to be
amended to create a Health Care Cost Containment Council Act
Review Committee, bringing additional stakeholders to the table,
including administrators and labor. This will be an independent
committee to study, review, and recommend changes to the over-
all act, to provide an Internet database showing Medicare reim-
bursement rates for common services and treatment, and to de-
fine and implement methodologies for the council.

Madam President, the process also allowed Senate Bill No.
1372 to be amended again to extend the healthcare provider re-
tention program through the end of 2009 for healthcare providers
and birth centers. It extends abatements and provides coverage
for healthcare practitioners.

Madam President, I encourage an affirmative vote from my
colleagues. Thank you.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-50

Armstrong Fontana O'Pake Tartaglione
Baker Fumo One Tomlinson
Boscola Gordner Piccola Vance
Browne Greenleaf Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Hughes Pippy Waugh
Corman Kasunic Punt White, Donald
Costa Kitchen Rafferty White, Mary Jo
Dinniman LaValle Regola Williams, Anthony H.
Earll Logan Rhoades Williams, Constance
Eichelberger Madigan Robbins Wonderling
Erickson Mcllhinney Scarnati Wozniak
Ferlo Mellow Stack
Folmer Musto Stout

NAY-0
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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 present said bill to
the House of Representatives for concurrence.

SB 1397 (Pr. No. 2134) -- 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, in pupils and attendance,
further providing for liability for tuition and enforcement of payment
and for cost of tuition.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, I ask that the
maker of the bill stand for a brief period of interrogation.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Erickson indicates he will.
Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. And, Madam President, before we

start, I obviously want to make sure that the Chamber and those
watching this understand that I have the fondest affection and
greatest respect for Senator Erickson, and generally, most of the
time, we sit in neighboring counties together, and we spend a lot
of time together, and so I definitely do not want people to misun-
derstand the manner in which this discussion will occur.

But that said, I am very concerned about the precedent which
we are going to establish today, potentially. And I understand the
reasons back and forth. But I want the record to reflect the spe-
cifics, as the gentleman articulated, from his perspective, the
motivation and the need for this so that in my closing comments
I can respond. So I ask, for the record, that the gentleman outline
the reasons why we are taking this extreme step to resolve an
issue.

Senator ERICKSON. Madam President, I appreciate the sen-
sitivity of my colleague and indicate to you that there has been a
long process that has been engaged in to try to bring this issue to
conclusion. This process, however, has resulted in an unsatisfac-
tory outcome, and the parties in general feel that there is still
some work that needs to be done. This bill is simply an attempt
to make sure that they do continue this process and that we do
finally reach a conclusion that is fair to all the parties. Thank
you.

The PRESIDENT. Is that an adequate response, or do you
have more questions?

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. I do, Madam President.
I definitely understand having leverage in the conversation. Is

it the intent from the author-- I do not think the gentleman can
hear.

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will come to order.
The gentleman may commence.
Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, I understand the

gentleman's comments that it is his belief that he needs this to
force those conversations to go forward. Is it the gentleman's
intent to have the Governor ultimately sign this bill?

Senator ERICKSON. Madam President, I am sorry, I did not
catch the last part. Yes, it is my intent to promote this so that the
conversation will continue to move forward.

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, is it the gentle-
man's desire for the Governor to ultimately sign such a bill?

Senator ERICKSON. Madam President, I am sorry, I did not
hear the question.

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, is it the gentle-
man's desire for the Governor to ultimately sign such a bill?

Senator ERICKSON. Of course, Madam President. Any bill
that we put through, we would love to see the Governor sign.

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Okay, thank you, Madam Presi-
dent. That will conclude my brief period of interrogation, and I
will conclude with my comments.

I understand the nature of the conversation as it relates to an
unresolved bill, in essence, that they are suggestions. I do not
care whether I argue contrary or they argue for the facts. There
are two school districts which have an unresolved bill, and the
basis of that is, I am assuming, in good will on both parties, and
that they have a different perspective on how that process has
worked.

That said, I do not think it is necessary for me to say that ours
is right and theirs is wrong because it involves Philadelphia
County and another county. I am not here to say that. But I am
here to say, though, that I definitely understand using this process
as leverage to resolve issues, but I do want Members to under-
stand this. Those who are desirous of helping and moving the
process forward, if you decide to vote for this bill today, you are,
in essence, making a decision that we are going to resolve mat-
ters of this, public policy wise, in the legislative body. That, I
think, frankly, is a bad, bad, bad decision.

Issues such as this, regardless of whether the Department of
Education is expediting it quickly enough, for us to say that IEPs
or any other unresolved bill will be resolved by us as a legislative
body is dangerous. And I want the Members to understand some-
thing. The respective school districts that find a difference, one
has made a decision to say, hey, IEPs that you have not done, we
will institute and move forward. Those IEPs were written by a
different school district for students coming from Philadelphia
County. That means that any school district in Pennsylvania can
make that same determination.

Philadelphia County frankly has some of the finest magnet
schools and art schools in the Commonwealth, and we actually
have students outside of Philadelphia County coming to Philadel-
phia County. We frequently find ourselves in the middle of dis-
putes about resolving those bills. Some of those bills have gone
on for generations. There are a number of other services that
Philadelphia has carried for a long time for students from other
districts. Our school district is quite familiar with bills not being
paid in an appropriate or timely manner.

But I do not think there has ever been a bill, by a Philadelphia
Member, brought to the floor when there was a Democratic Gov-
ernor and a Democratic House, frankly, in a position of great
leverage to move that bill-paying process forward. It is simply a
dangerous one. So for those who are considering moving this bill
forward, I understand it is tempting to vote against Philadelphia.
This is not a Philadelphia and Chester County issue. This is a
precedent issue. For those who want to argue about what the
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Constitution would preserve and protect, this is one of those
categories where people should search their souls and understand
this is a dangerous precedent which the Commonwealth should
not engage in. These are considerations way beyond the pale of
fairness and appropriateness in the context for which we have a
legislative body.

So I hope that Members understand that while I greatly re-
spect the Senator and understand the arguments of his district, I
just think that, frankly, taking the proverbial elephant gun to kill
the fly on the elephant's butt is a dangerous consideration to
move forward. And I certainly hope that we will second-guess
this consideration, and those who are concerned about the Com-
monwealth, their school districts being the victims of
this--because as I said in my caucus today, today it is us; tomor-
row it is you.

I would hate to see a bill coming from the House of Represen-
tatives, where there are a host of Philadelphians who are in the
majority, deciding that, you know what? We are going to attach
to this bill all those bills which are unresolved by school districts
across Pennsylvania. That is the potential. I hope that we do not
get into this back-and-forth activity with our school districts,
because ultimately, at the end of the day, it affects our children.

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

Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNIMAN. Madam President, I would respectfully

say to my colleague that this notion that today it is us, tomorrow
it is you, that the school districts of Chester County have been
"you" for over 5 years. The district of Philadelphia has owed
over $5 million, and the bill keeps increasing, to four of the
school districts in the county of Chester. Additionally, it is only
within the last year that we have even been able to induce the city
of Philadelphia's school district to begin any payments. We are
still, as of today, owed over $4 million.

It is grossly unfair to other school districts when one will not
pay the other. It is grossly unfair to ask the taxpayers of our dis-
tricts to absorb over $4 million in expenses for students of other
districts. Mr. Williams, in terms of the IEPs that you mentioned,
are--

POINT OF ORDER

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President. Madam Presi-
dent.

Senator DINNIMAN. Senator Williams, in terms of--
Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, point of order.
The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator please state his case.
Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, the case is very

simple, that the gentleman's comments need not reflect upon any
Member in a personal manner. So while I understand it is Phila-
delphia County and his county, I do not, in my interrogation of
the Members, personalize it, and I suggest that comments di-
rected to me personally should be directed to the Senate as well.

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

Senator DINNIMAN. I withdraw my comments related to
Senator Williams.

Madam President, the speaker mentioned the IEPs. The trag-
edy is that the students who come from the city of Philadelphia
do not have the IEPs, and our school districts, at their own costs,
have had to do the IEPs on the students from the city of Philadel-
phia. We will continue to do them because we want every student
in this Commonwealth to get the best education they can.

We have not closed down the process of educating other stu-
dents from other counties. The Devereaux Foundation, which has
been involved in this process, has absorbed millions of dollars,
as have our school districts. Why? Because we will educate each
and every student who needs an education. But there is a limit,
and the limit is that our districts and the Devereaux Foundation
deserve to be paid.

In terms of the precedent, all we are doing here is switching
the process. Right now, the district sends someone to a host dis-
trict--from the district in which the student lives, the student ends
up in another district. That district absorbs the expenses and then
bills the district that sent the student. Now, if the district refuses
to pay or argues about the expenditure, it is up to the Department
of Education to make that decision. For 5 years, we got no deci-
sions from the Department of Education.

The bill allows the following to occur. It reverses it. If your
student comes to our district, and we are educating that student,
you are charged for it, you pay for it, and if there is anything
wrong with it, you appeal to the Department of Education. Why?
Because our taxpayers, who are using their personal property tax,
should not be forced to educate students from other districts. You
can get your money back if we made any mistakes. It simply
reverses the process.

It is a precedent that we should establish, and in my judgment,
it is not a danger to any school district. And I hope, always, that
the district the student lives in pays the bill, and if there are any
errors in it, that could be corrected through the Department of
Education, rather than the host district having to pay the bill and
then appeal the bill. So I think the precedent is a good one.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Anthony Williams.
Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, I am glad the

gentleman spoke in very clear terms that we are establishing a
precedent. That much, we do not have to argue about any longer.
As I said before, it is a dangerous precedent.

And for the issue of switching, we have spent a lot of time on
this floor talking about trial lawyers and excessive litigation. For
us to establish this precedent-- I want people to understand this.
I want the doctors of Pennsylvania to understand this, the lawyers
of Pennsylvania to understand this, and anybody else who has
been engaged in a lawsuit. Switching the process is akin to some-
one going to a doctor, having an operation, claiming damage was
done to them, then having the doctor pay them money before the
issue is resolved, and then turning and going to the court system,
the doctor has to pay the fees to get his money back.

That is what we are saying. We are saying the guilty pay up
because we say they are guilty, as opposed to the fair process of
due diligence and free deliberation occurring first. That is abso-
lutely ridiculous and dangerous in addition to that and,
ultimately, reckless. While I can understand and respect that you
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get frustrated, tired, impatient, and tempered in this process, the
reality is we have bounds and balances for a reason, because
those who would be most affected are those whom we need to
protect first.

And so, while switching the process sounds convenient and
glib and considerate, the reality is that it is dangerous. It is dan-
gerous not just for these districts we are talking about. It is dan-
gerous for those who would not be protected. The reality is that
switching the process and saying, pay me first before we estab-
lish the facts, whether it is 5 years or 20 years-- and I did not
want to get into this issue of the IEPs, but the reality is this. The
school district from Philadelphia has said very clearly, yes, you
have IEPs. The Department of Education has said those IEPs
which that county finished were incomplete and not done prop-
erly. The department said that, not Philadelphia County. The
department said that.

And in fact, they also said that some of those IEPs were not
substantive, and frankly, some of those kids did not qualify. That
is why they did not get the money back. That is a fact. That is not
established by Philadelphia County. It is established by the De-
partment of Education. Get frustrated with the Department of
Education for not resolving it quickly. It is not us.

And by the way, the $4 million or the $5 million, let us count.
Let us count the money. Five million dollars. It is not $4 million
owed. There was a million dollars given and then another
half-million dollars. That is not $4 million. We are not playing
with Monopoly money here.

And further, the district of Philadelphia pays millions of dol-
lars in transportation fees every year for kids coming out of Phil-
adelphia going to many of these districts because of IEPs, and we
have to wait years to get that money back. If you want to estab-
lish that, then why do we not have a bill that says, give us all of
our money back. We do not want to get in that area of activity.
We have been waiting. There are some situations where we have
been waiting 20 years to get some of that money back.

So 5 years is certainly far too long for anyone to wait. I am
not going to debate that, but the reality is--let us stick to the facts,
and the facts are that there are a bunch of districts in similar situ-
ations, and they do not get to have their districts come here. Let
us talk about some of these districts which are much smaller than
our respective districts. They do not have their bill up here. They
do not have anybody saying, let us take the money and then argue
about the facts later on.

This is not something that we want to do. And by the way, for
those-- the next time I come to this floor and we want to argue
about the trial lawyers and their greed, vote for this. Vote for
this, and I will have a wonderful time standing up and talking
about the fact that you have already established the precedent to
claim the issue first, give me my money, and then we will resolve
how you get it back later. Any doctor in Pennsylvania should be
standing on his head as we sit here and talk about, just give me
the money first, and we will work it out later, and you will sue
me to get the money back.

That is basically what we are saying. So switching the process,
while it sounds funny and cute, is very dangerous, and the estab-
lishment of a precedent such as this is very reckless.

Thank you, Madam President.

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

Senator DINNIMAN. Madam President, the analogy that the
speaker uses, or that has been presented to the body, Madam
President, is a phony analogy. It is phony in the sense that, at
least in the courts of Pennsylvania, someone gets a hearing. A
decision is made. In what is occurring now in the Department of
Education, no decision is made. It goes on year after year after
year, where taxpayers have to use their property tax payments to
pay for the education of students in other districts.

That is blatantly unfair to the taxpayers. And the precedent we
are establishing is if it is your students, you pay for them. And
then if you pay for them wrongly, you will get your money back.
And right now, the payment is coming from people and citizens
who have to pay out of their property tax dollars, when these are
not their students. The Department of Education goes on year
after year after year with no decisions being made.

What we are calling for is fairness, fairness to the taxpayers
of every school district in Pennsylvania. And I resent the analogy
that is being made, that we somehow are doing something that is
inappropriate, or that we are compared to somehow hurting the
city of Philadelphia. The city of Philadelphia owes the money. It
is not being paid. This is occurring not only in our district, but it
could occur in other districts. Let us have a system where each
district pays for its students and pays up.

Thank you, Madam President.

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-31

Armstrong Erickson Pileggi Tomlinson
Baker Folmer Pippy Vance
Browne Gordner Punt Waugh
Brubaker Greenleaf Rafferty White, Donald
Corman Madigan Regola White, Mary Jo
Dinniman Mcllhinney Rhoades Wonderling
Earll One Robbins Wozniak
Eichelberger Piccola Scarnati

NAY-19

Boscola Hughes Mellow Tartaglione
Costa Kasunic Musto Washington
Ferlo Kitchen O'Pake Williams, Anthony H.
Fontana LaValle Stack Williams, Constance
Fumo Logan Stout

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

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

SB 1412 (Pr. No. 2266) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of October 6, 1998 (P.L.705, No.92),
known as the Keystone Opportunity Zone, Keystone Opportunity Ex-
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pansion Zone and Keystone Opportunity Improvement Zone Act, defin-
ing "unoccupied parcel"; providing for extensions for unoccupied par-
cels, for additional keystone opportunity expansion zones, for substitu-
tion of parcels outside a subzone and for payments; prohibiting illegal
alien labor in zones; and further providing for sales and use tax, for
corporate net income tax and for local earned income net profits taxes,
local sales and use tax and business privilege taxes.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator TARTAGLIONE. Madam President, I would like to
offer my support for Senate Bill No. 1412. Our main job in this
Chamber is to speak for the people we represent, and I know the
people I represent appreciate the effort put forth to bring Senate
Bill No. 1412 before us today.

Madam President, we have learned much about the Keystone
Opportunity Zones in the last 10 years since we created them as
a way to stimulate economic development and stem the migration
of jobs. There have been successes, and there have been failures.
But overall, the program has received high praise from those who
spend their days trying to bring jobs to Pennsylvania.

Senate Bill No. 1412 is an acknowledgment of what we have
learned and provides a blueprint to get us to where we want to
be. It was important for us to insure that this bill encourages
companies to expand in Pennsylvania, while protecting workers
and local communities.

Discussions, which have been on preserving the viability of
our work force while providing economic opportunity for busi-
nesses, have been productive and necessary. Although I am
pleased with what we have accomplished throughout this process,
I was disappointed with what we have failed to get done. There
will be other days, other opportunities, and other legislation that
will allow us to continue the debate on our responsibility to pro-
tect the jobs of Pennsylvania workers.

I would like to thank those colleagues who supported the ef-
fort. I especially appreciate the cooperation and consideration
extended by Senator Pileggi and his staff. I would also like to
thank the Governor for his commitment to work with me on other
issues important to the working men and women of Pennsylvania.

Madam President, equally important to this effort was the
work done by Mayor Nutter, and I thank him for coming to Har-
risburg and adding his voice. And I would be remiss if I did not
acknowledge the work of the members of the Pennsylvania build-
ing trades whose support and diligence helped get Senate Bill
No. 1412 before us today. And I especially would like to thank
my chief of staff, Don Kockler, for his tireless efforts on this
issue.

Madam President, I ask for an affirmative vote on Senate Bill
No. 1412.

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

Senator A.H. WILLIAMS. Madam President, there are many
of us who are elated about this particular piece of legislation
moving forward. I actually have a thousand jobs which will occur
in my district. And while I certainly thank the Members, led by
Senator Pileggi and Senator Mellow on this side, for moving the
process forward, I want to make it clear for the record that I
thank, ultimately, Senator Tartaglione, who has been fighting the
fight for all of Pennsylvania, to make sure they are protected
when they go to work.

And it is ultimately through her efforts of compromising,
working behind the scenes quietly and effectively with members
of labor and the building trades and, frankly, now, the business
community. The Chamber of Commerce in Philadelphia County
should be grateful to her, and I want to say for the record that I
am personally grateful that a project in my district will be able to
go forward, and the members for whom she fought should be
greatly appreciative of her work.

Thank you, Madam President.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-49

Armstrong Fumo One Tomlinson
Baker Gordner Piccola Vance
Boscola Greenleaf Pileggi Washington
Browne Hughes Pippy Waugh
Brubaker Kasunic Punt White, Donald
Corman Kitchen Rafferty White, Mary Jo
Costa LaValle Regola Williams, Anthony H.
Dinniman Logan Rhoades Williams, Constance
Earll Madigan Robbins Wonderling
Erickson Mcllhinney Scarnati Wozniak
Ferlo Mellow Stack
Folmer Musto Stout
Fontana O'Pake Tartaglione

NAY-]

Eichelberger

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.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 1612, HB 2295 and HB 2302 -- Without objection, the
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION
REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

AS AMENDED, AMENDED
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HB 1150 (Pr. No. 4107) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, in preliminary provi-
sions, further providing for effect of act on existing laws; in life insur-
ance, further providing for additional investment authority for subsidiar-
ies; in casualty insurance, providing for autism spectrum disorders cov-
erage and for colorectal cancer screenings coverage; in insurance hold-
ing companies, further providing for definitions, for acquisition of con-
trol of or merger with domestic insurer, for acquisitions involving insur-
ers not otherwise covered and for standards and management of an
insurer within a holding company system; providing for committee
review; establishing the Insurance Restructuring Restricted Receipt
Account; providing for community health reinvestment; and making a
related repeal.

On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on second consideration?
Senator PILEGGI, on behalf of Senator D. WHITE, offered

the following amendment No. A8193:

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 1403.2), page 44, line 8, by inserting after
" PROGRAM ":

shall be deposited into the account for purposes as determined by
the General Assembly

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

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

amended?
It was agreed to.
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider-

ation.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION REREPORTED
FROM COMMITTEE AS AMENDED

SB 1421 (Pr. No. 2265) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.3 1, No.21), known
as the Public Welfare Code, further providing for application for regis-
tration certificate, for issuance of registration certificate and for records;
and providing for disclosure.

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

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 26, HB 69, HB 221, SB 346, SB 858, SB 884, HB 1199,
HB 1280, SB 1449, SB 1488 and SB 1496 -- Without objection,
the bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 1511 (Pr. No. 2256) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.3 1, No.21), known
as the Public Welfare Code, further providing for establishment of
county boards and expenses.

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

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 1674 and HB 1786 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

HB 2158 (Pr. No. 4083) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Department of Transportation and the Governor, to
grant and convey to Pike County or its assigns, certain lands, situate in
the Borough of Milford, Pike County, in exchange for a certain tract of
land; and authorizing the Department of General Services, with the
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Heritage Building
Group, Inc., and the Municipal Authority of the Township of South
Heidelberg, and/or their assigns, six permanent sanitary sewer ease-
ments and two temporary construction easements, situate in South Hei-
delberg Township and Lower Heidelberg Township, Berks County.

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

ation.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION
AND REREFERRED

HB 2167 (Pr. No. 3950) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of December 21, 1998 (P.L.1307,
No.174), known as the Community and Economic Improvement Act,
authorizing the Philadelphia hospitality promotion tax; providing for
apportionment of revenue; and making editorial changes.

Considered the second time and agreed to,
Ordered, To be printed for third consideration.
Upon motion of Senator PILEGGI, and agreed to by voice

vote, the bill just considered was rereferred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

HB 2428 (Pr. No. 3875) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act regulating the amount of property insurance coverage re-
quired by certain lenders.
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Considered the second time and agreed to,
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider-

ation.

RECESS

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

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I request a recess of the
Senate for the purpose of a meeting of the Committee on Appro-
priations to be held in the Rules room immediately.

The PRESIDENT. For the purpose of a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations to be held in the Rules room immedi-
ately, without objection, the Senate stands in recess.

AFTER RECESS

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

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

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

SB 1497 (Pr. No. 2212) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.3 1, No.21), known
as the Public Welfare Code, in public assistance, adding definitions; and
further providing for established drug regimens.

SB 1499 (Pr. No. 2280) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176),
known as The Fiscal Code, further providing for State-owned vehicle
use.

HB 5 (Pr. No. 4111) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of July 11, 1923 (P.L.1044, No.425),
referred to as the Prisoner Transfer Law, further providing for transfer
of inmates.

HB 1804 (Pr. No. 4112) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of December 20, 1985 (P.L.457, No.112),
known as the Medical Practice Act of 1985, further providing for defini-
tions and for the State Board of Medicine; providing for jointly promul-
gated regulations; and further providing for physician assistants, for
respiratory care practitioners, for physicians assistants license and for
respiratory care practitioner certificates and permits.

HB 2088 (Pr. No. 4113) (Amended) (Rereported)

An Act amending the act of October 5, 1978 (P.L.1109, No.261),
known as the Osteopathic Medical Practice Act, further providing for
definitions, for the State Board of Osteopathic Medicine, for prohibition
on practice without license, for physician assistants, for respiratory care
practitioners, for respiratory care practitioner certificates and permits
and for reasons for refusal, revocation or suspension of license; and
providing for regulations.

SENATE RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Senators RAFFERTY and STACK, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 359, entitled:

A Resolution recognizing the directors, producers, cast and crew of
"It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia" for filming in this Commonwealth
during the first week in June 2008 and promoting the City of Philadel-
phia and this Commonwealth with their television show.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator RAFFERTY. Madam President, in early June of this
year, "It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia" was here to film in the
city of Philadelphia. It normally films its shows in Hollywood,
California. "It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia" is an edgy com-
edy on cable TV going into its fourth season, and takes place in
a fictional Irish bar in the city of Philadelphia run by four friends,
and frequently visited by part-owner Danny DeVito. The stars of
the show are all in their late 20s and early 30s.

The creator of the show, Rob McElhenney, who is also one of
the stars, grew up in southeast Pennsylvania, so he is very famil-
iar with Philadelphia and its environs. When they decided to do
the show, he created the idea of the bar in the city of Philadel-
phia, hence the name "It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia."

Senator Stack and I had the opportunity to visit the filming in
Philadelphia for at least one scene a couple weeks ago. At that
time, we had the chance to meet Rob McElhenney, Glenn
Howerton, Charlie Day, and Kaitlin Olson, who are four of the
stars of "It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia." Danny DeVito was
in the city, but he was not on the site that day when they were
filming. They were extraordinarily kind to Senator Stack and
myself. They allowed us to sit in the production booth and to
watch the scene itself being filmed and refilmed. We saw the
writers--all the stars are also the writers--interact and change the
scene as it went along and add some dialogue..

We had a chance, as well, Madam President, to mix and min-
gle with the longtime director of the series, one Fred Savage, yes,
Kevin Arnold from "The Wonder Years." Fred is now directing
"It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia." They could not have been
more kind or nicer. They very much appreciate Philadelphia, and
the city laid out the red carpet for them that day, and Rob
McElhenney, who stars as Mac, is very proud of his roots here in
southeast Pennsylvania. Rob stars as Mac, Glenn stars as Dennis,
Charlie stars as Charlie, Kaitlin stars as Dee, and Danny DeVito
stars as Frank.

They were tremendous individuals, down-to-earth people
mixing and mingling with us, and also people who came by to
see the filming. They do, as I said, highlight the city of Philadel-
phia, and their efforts, for those few days in Philadelphia, gener-
ated income for the city of Philadelphia and, of course, for the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. So the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania salutes them and appreciates their filming for those few
days in the city of Philadelphia and wishes them continued suc-
cess.
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Madam President, I am proud to sponsor this resolution with
my friend and colleague, and I now yield the floor to my friend,
my colleague, and my partner on the set, Senator Stack.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Stack.
Senator STACK. Madam President, once again, thanks to

Senator Rafferty for working on this resolution, and it is always
a pleasure to work with him on so many legislative things. Sena-
tor Rafferty pretty much talked about the great show, "It's Always
Sunny in Philadelphia."

The important thing to remember, too, is shows like "It's Al-
ways Sunny in Philadelphia" will not come anyplace, even if they
are named after the city that they come to, without the benefits of
the film tax credit, which this legislature worked very hard to
pass last summer. And so this legislature should realize that their
work directly brings films and series to the city of Philadelphia
and the State of Pennsylvania.

The economic impact from that is incredibly substantial, not
just in the jobs and the outflow of economic impact from them
filming here, but also, anytime people around the world get to see
a shot of Philadelphia or Pennsylvania, they will be drawn here,
and issues like tourism are also directly affected. So it is a plea-
sure to work on things like that and to get great shows like "It's
Always Sunny in Philadelphia" to film here.

Also, I want to recognize my colleague, Senator Rafferty,
because, on the set, the directors gave us a chance to film a cou-
ple of segments, some of them where we talked about why we
liked Danny DeVito, and both Senator Rafferty and I like him
because not only is he a great actor, but he sort of has this
in-your-face style which we think reflects people from the south-
east, and, I think, maybe Pennsylvanians in general. We also did
a parody where we pretended we were Senators trying to shut
down the show because it was offensive. And we would not do
that. In fact, we are big fans and find the show funny and not
offensive.

So we were happy to do it, and I am happy to sponsor the
resolution with Senator Rafferty and to work with him, and
maybe we will get a film credit.

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

Montgomery, Senator Rafferty.
Senator RAFFERTY. Madam President, one more thing. I

forgot, Senator Stack did a marvelous job, and we do, we are
saluting them for filming in the city of Philadelphia and in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It is a great way to promote our
Commonwealth and our region by having the movies and the TV
shows come in.

This was a spectacular occasion, and I would be remiss if I
did not thank Mr. Chris Murray of Gailey Murray Media Consul-
tants. Chris Murray is their east coast advisor and representative
for "It's Always Sunny in Philadelphia," and Chris is the one who
made the arrangements for Senator Stack and Ito be able to visit
the site and the set that day of filming. So I want to thank him as
well.

It was a marvelous experience. It is a good show, a funny
show, and it was just a marvelous day for us. Once again, we

salute them for bringing some money and notoriety into the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania.

Thank you, Madam President.

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

in the affirmative.

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

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

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Marlin Eberly, Mr. and Mrs. J. Harold Geib and to Mr. and Mrs.
Gerald Weinhold by Senator Brubaker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Jerald Ely and to Mr. and Mrs. Clarence E. Marbaker by Senator
Madigan.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jonathan
Hammond by Senator Rafferty.

Congratulations of the. Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
James George by Senator Rhoades.

BILL SIGNED

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Catherine Baker
Knoll) in the presence of the Senate signed the following bill:

SB 1063.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The following announcement was read by the Secretary of the
Senate:

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COMMITTEE MEETING

SATURDAY, JUNE 28, 2008

Off the Floor APPROPRIATIONS (to consider Rules Cmte.
Senate Bills No. 1087, 1497 and Conf Rm.
1499; and House Bills No. 5,
1804 and 2088)

RECESS

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

Senator PILEGGI. Madam President, I move that the Senate
do now recess until Sunday, June 29, 2008, at 5 p.m., Eastern
Daylight Saving Time.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate recessed at 12:25 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.


