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SESSION OF 2009 193RD OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 33

SENATE
WEDNESDAY, May 6, 2009

The Senate met at 11 a.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time.

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

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend JOHN E. LAMB, Pastor of Saint
Luke's Evangelical Lutheran Church, Allentown, offered the
following prayer:

Let us pray.
God of mercy, wisdom, and peace, You were the inspiration

for many who founded this great Commonwealth of Pennsylva-
nia. Today, we pray for inspiration of high values to resound in
this Chamber so that Pennsylvania may be a place of liberty and
justice for all. From the shores of Lake Erie to the banks of the
Delaware River, for those born here and for those who choose to
live here, we pray that as gentle rains have saturated the soil and
filled the rivers, that a spirit of cooperation will fill and saturate
this Chamber, across the aisles of political party or regional dif-
ferences. May this Chamber, this State, and our nation be places
where no voice is belittled but all have voices that are heard. And
today, we pray that as this building is a place of great beauty for
the eye, the laws from this Capitol may be beauty for all people,
especially the weak and vulnerable. In Your name, God and Fa-
ther of all nations and tribes and creeds, we pray. Amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Lamb, who is
the guest today of Senator Browne.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR

NOMINATIONS REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

May 5, 2009

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, James T. Davis, 400 Mountain View
Drive, Brownsville 15417, Fayette County, Thirty-second Senatorial
District, for appointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of
California University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher
Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2015, and until
his successor is appointed and qualified, vice Robert Wetzel, Washing-
ton, whose term expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

May 5, 2009

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Annette D. Ganassi, 357 Pheasant
Run Lane, Champion 15622, Fayette County, Thirty-second Senatorial
District, for appointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of
California University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher
Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and until
her successor is appointed and qualified, vice Cheri L. Bomar, Bethel
Park, whose term expired.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com-
May 5, 2009

munications in writing from His Excellency, the Governor of the To the Honorable, the Senate
Commonwealth, which were read as follows and referred to the of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania:
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations:

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, Robert J. Irey, 126 Diane Drive,
Monongahela 15063, Washington County, Forty-sixth Senatorial Dis-
trict, for reappointment as a member of the Council of Trustees of Cali-
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fomia University of Pennsylvania of the State System of Higher Educa-
tion, to serve until the third Tuesday of January 2013, and until his
successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

MEMBER OF THE COUNCIL OF TRUSTEES OF
CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

OF THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

May 5, 2009

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

In conformity with law, I have the honor hereby to nominate for the
advice and consent of the Senate, The Honorable Larry O. Maggi, 269
East Buffalo Church Road, Claysville 15301, Washington County,
Forty-sixth Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the
Council of Trustees of California University of Pennsylvania of the
State System of Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of
January 2015, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice
Kristina Bologna, Sewickley, whose term expired.

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. The Journal of the Session of April 29,
2009, is now in print.

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the Session of
April 29, 2009.

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

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

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

YEA-50

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

NAY-0

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

The PRESIDENT. The Journal is approved.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR JOHN EICHELBERGER

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator EICHELBERGER. Mr. President, it is my pleasure
to introduce a group from Bedford High School that is participat-
ing in Classrooms for the Future Day. The four students are here
today with their Classrooms for the Future coach, Mr. John
Diehl, who is a teacher; Mr. Bruce Lightner; and their principal,
Dr. Danny Webb. They are displaying their projects on Pennsyl-
vania landfills and recycling and also showing their 21st-century
skills in technology. The students are Kathleen Sallada, Katelyn
Petrie, Dustin Williams, and Mark Will. Please join me in wel-
coming this wonderful group from Bedford High School.

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

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF THE PRESIDENT
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. It is the Chair's honor to introduce guests
here today. I have eight students and two teachers from Tioga
School District seated in the gallery. They are here participating
in the Classrooms for the Future Capitol Day. Would the guests
from Tioga County please rise to be welcomed by the Senate.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR KIM L. WARD
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator WARD. Mr. President, it is with great pleasure that
I introduce and welcome students from Hempfield Area High
School in Westmoreland County. They are the Project 18 class,
their instructors, and a couple of parents. They are here all week
to learn about our government. These students do political work
and learn to do community service, which is required by the
class. They have been a great asset to our community in general,
and I am very happy to have them here.

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

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR JOHN R. GORDNER
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Columbia, Senator Gordner.

Senator GORDNER. Mr. President, it is my privilege to intro-
duce Ryan Peteraf, who is here as a guest shadow for career day
today. He is an eighth grader at Selinsgrove Area Middle School.
He is the son of Steve Peteraf of Kratzerville, who is with his
son. Ryan is interested in politics and government, and his aunt
was the late Fran Weston, who served as a Member of the House
of Representatives from 1981 to 1990. So I ask the Senate to
give a warm welcome to Ryan and his father, Steve.
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The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Gordner
please rise to be welcomed by the Senate.

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR PATRICIA H. VANCE
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Cumberland, Senator Vance.

Senator VANCE. Mr. President, I am pleased to welcome to
the Senate students from the Carlisle Christian Academy. We
have three seniors and nine juniors and their advisor, Andy
Shaw, and I hope that we give them a warm welcome.

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

(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL BRUBAKER
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

• Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, it is a privilege of mine
to introduce students from my hometown school district,
Warwick School District. They are here today to demonstrate a
yearlong project that they worked on. They actually put together
a book. They had an illustrator who graduated from the school
last year, and the authors of this book are here today. They did a
fantastic job on this project, and it is quite an accomplishment
that they will be able to talk about for the rest of their lives. I
would like the Senate to give them a warm welcome, please.

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

(Applause.)

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

WEEKLY RECESS

Senator PILEGGI offered the following resolution, which was
read, considered, and adopted by voice vote:

In the Senate, May 6, 2009

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), Pursuant
to Article II, Section 14, of the Pennsylvania Constitution, that when the
Regular Session of the Senate recesses this week, it reconvene on Mon-
day, June 1, 2009, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore
of the Senate; and be it further

RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14, of the Pennsylva-
nia Constitution, that when the Regular Session of the House of Repre-
sentatives recesses this week, it reconvene on Monday, May 11, 2009,
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives;
and be it further

RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14, of the Pennsylva-
nia Constitution, that when the Regular Session of the House of Repre-
sentatives recesses the week of May 11th, it reconvene on Monday,
June 1, 2009, unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of
Representatives.

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR LLOYD K. SMUCKER

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator SMUCKER. Mr. President, I am pleased to welcome,
as well, three groups of students in regard to the Classrooms for
the Future Student Capitol Day. I would like to salute, specifi-
cally, the students and teachers who are transforming teaching
and learning in Pennsylvania high schools. These folks have
traveled to the Capitol today to share their projects. I have seen
those projects. I am impressed with what they are learning
through the new technologies they have available in their class-
rooms.

Each of these three districts I share representation with a col-
league of mine. Senator Brubaker and I would like to welcome
a group from Hempfield High School. Their advisor is Sarah
DeMaria, and their coach is Susan Allen.

And Senator Waugh and I would like to welcome a group of
students from York Suburban, their coach is Aly Tapp; and a
group from Red Lion School District, their advisor is with them,
Stacy Wolfe. So would you please welcome all of them to the
Senate today.

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

(Applause.)

CALENDAR

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY

SB 850 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order temporarily at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 59 (Pr. No. 758) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration
of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known
as the Public Welfare Code, further providing for application for regis-
tration certificate, for issuance of registration certificate and for records;
providing for disclosure; and further providing for emergency closure.

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

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

NAY-0

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

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

BILL AMENDED

SB 105 (Pr. No. 976) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act providing for the establishment of a searchable budget
database-driven Internet website detailing certain information concern-
ing State expenditures.

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

A1049:

Amend Bill, page 2, line 14, by striking out "A" and inserting:
Disbursements of funds related to a

Amend Bill, page 2, line 24, by striking out "A" and inserting:
An individual,

Amend Bill, page 2, line 25, by inserting after "partnership," where
it occurs the first time:

limited liability partnership,
Amend Bill, page 4, lines 7 through 9, by striking out all of lines

7 and 8 and "(10)" in line 9 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 PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 142 (Pr. No. 997) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 2, 1993 (P.L.345, No.48), entitled
"An act empowering the General Counsel or his designee to issue sub-
poenas for certain licensing board activities; providing for hearing ex-
aminers in the Bureau of Professional and Occupational Affairs; provid-
ing additional powers to the Commissioner of Professional and Occupa-
tional Affairs; and further providing for civil penalties and license sus-
pension," further providing for civil penalties; providing for confidenti-
ality of information; 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 yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:

YEA-49

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

NAY-1

Ferlo

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

SB 380, SB 531 and SB 573 -- Without objection, the bills
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE AS
AMENDED ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 6 (Pr. No. 995) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration
of the bill, entitled:

An Act establishing the Pennsylvania Commission on Stimulus
Accountability; and providing for review and monitoring of funding
being disbursed or made available to the Commonwealth under the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.

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

ation.

SB 81 (Pr. No. 996) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration
of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), known
as the Liquor Code, further defining for the definition of "eligible en-
tity" and adding definitions; further providing for general powers of the
board, for wine marketing and for Sunday retail sales by Pennsylvania
Liquor Stores; and, in licenses and regulations relating to liquor, alcohol
and malt and brewed beverages, further providing for interlocking busi-
nesses prohibited, for number and kinds of licenses allowed same li-
censee and for unlawful acts relative to liquor, malt and brewed bever-
ages and licenses issued.
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Considered the second time and agreed to,
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider-

ation.

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 45 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION
AND REREFERRED

HB 84 (Pr. No. 1381) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act establishing a system for payment or reduction in payment
for preventable serious adverse events within this Commonwealth;
developing bulletins; and providing for the powers and duties of the
Department of Public Welfare, the Department of Health and the De-
partment of State.

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

ation.
Upon motion of Senator PILEGGI, and agreed to by voice

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

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 101 (Pr. No. 178) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 65 (Public Officers) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for a penalty.

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

ation.

SB 110 (Pr. No. 181) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 74 (Transportation) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, providing for logging of certain aircraft flights.

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

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 143, SB 196, HB 262 and HB 263 -- Without objection,
the bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

BILL REREFERRED

SB 297 (Pr. No. 982) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1984 (P.L.1140,
No.223), known as the Oil and Gas Act, further providing for well re-
porting requirements.

Upon motion of Senator PILEGGI, and agreed to by voice
vote, the bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 303, SB 354, SB 383 and SB 617 -- Without objection, the
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

BILL REREFERRED

HB 718 (Pr. No. 797) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 9, 1990 (P.L.340, No.78), known
as the Public Safety Emergency Telephone Act, further providing for
the Wireless E-911 Emergency Services Fund.

Upon motion of Senator PILEGGI, and agreed to by voice
vote, the bill was rereferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 783 and SB 829 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION
AND REREFERRED

HB 1089 (Pr. No. 1573) -- 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 health and accident
insurance, providing for group health policies to continue for period of
time after termination of employment or membership in health mainte-
nance organizations.

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

ation.
Upon motion of Senator PILEGGI, and agreed to by voice

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

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 32, ADOPTED

Senator PILEGGI, without objection, called up from page 5
of the Calendar, Senate Resolution No. 32, entitled:

A Resolution urging the Citizens Stamp Advisory Committee to
recommend and the United States Postal Service to issue a stamp honor-
ing recipients of the Purple Heart as a "Forever," or perpetual, stamp.

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

in the affirmative.

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 78, ADOPTED

Senator PILEGGI, without objection, called up from page 6
of the Calendar, Senate Resolution No. 78, entitled:
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A Resolution recognizing May 7, 2009, as the "National Day of
Prayer" in Pennsylvania and encouraging the celebration of religious
freedom.

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

in the affirmative.

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 108, ADOPTED

Senator PILEGGI, without objection, called up from page 6
of the Calendar, Senate Resolution No. 108, entitled:

A Resolution designating the week of May 17 through 23, 2009, as
"Emergency Medical Services Week" in Pennsylvania and designating
May 20, 2009, as "Emergency Medical Services Day for Children" in
Pennsylvania.

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

in the affirmative.

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED

SB 850 CALLED UP

SB 850 (Pr. No. 953) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 1 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.

PREFERRED APPROPRIATION BILL ON THIRD
CONSIDERATION AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 850 (Pr. No. 953) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of the
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments of the Commonwealth,
the public debt and the public schools for the fiscal year July 1, 2009,
to June 30, 2010, for certain institutions and organizations, and for the
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal
year ending June 30, 2009; to provide appropriations from the State
Lottery Fund, the Energy Conservation and Assistance Fund, the Haz-
ardous Material Response Fund, The State Stores Fund, the Milk Mar-
keting Fund, the Home Investment Trust Fund, the Emergency Medical
Services Operating Fund, the Tuition Payment Fund, the Banking De-
partment Fund, the Firearm Records Check Fund, the Ben Franklin
Technology Development Authority Fund and the Tobacco Settlement
Fund to the Executive Department; to provide appropriations from the
Judicial Computer System Augmentation Account to the Judicial De-
partment for the fiscal year July 1, 2009, to June 30, 2010; to provide
appropriations from the Motor License Fund for the fiscal year July 1,
2009, to June 30, 2010, for the proper operation of the several depart-
ments of the Commonwealth and the Pennsylvania State Police autho-
rized to spend Motor License Fund moneys; to provide for the appropri-
ation of Federal funds to the Executive Department of the Common-
wealth and for the payment of bills remaining unpaid at the close of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2009; to provide for the additional appropri-
ation of Federal and State funds from the General Fund, from the State
Lottery Fund and from the Tobacco Settlement Fund for the Executive
Department of the Commonwealth for the fiscal year July 1, 2008 to
June 30, 2009, and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2008; and making
interfund transfers for the fiscal year July 1, 2008, to June 30, 2009.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I rise to ask for an affirma-
tive vote on Senate Bill No. 850. We all know that Pennsylvania
has been hit hard by the national economic crisis. As Pennsylva-
nians have lost jobs and businesses have cut back, our State reve-
nues have fallen dramatically. As of May 1, the actual revenue
shortfall for the current fiscal year is $2.6 billion. We expect that
shortfall to grow to $2.9 billion for the current fiscal year ending
on June 30, a drop of more than 10 percent from the official rev-
enue estimate. That is a sobering fact, Mr. President, and it re-
quires serious changes in the State budget for the coming year.

Unlike the Federal government, Pennsylvania cannot operate
with a deficit. We cannot borrow without limit to balance the
budget or to attempt to stimulate the economy. Pennsylvania's
Constitution requires a balanced budget. Senate Bill No. 850 is
a balanced budget which does not increase taxes and which rec-
ognizes the bleak reality of a revenue shortfall of almost $3 bil-
lion. This budget represents a responsible spending plan that
preserves the core governmental functions of public health, pub-
lic safety, and education.

Budget cuts always come with some pain, and we recognize
that. Hundreds of difficult choices were made in this budget.
Many good and important programs had to be suspended to bring
this budget into balance. I have supported these programs in the
past, as have many Members of the Senate in both Caucuses. We
look forward to the day when funding for these programs can be
restored. But families and businesses across Pennsylvania are
making cuts in their own budgets, and State government needs
to do the same. We must live within our means.

This short-term sacrifice is the best long-term approach for
the citizens of Pennsylvania. Taking these difficult steps now
will allow us to restore these programs as soon as possible with-
out a massive tax increase in the future. The only honest alterna-
tive to cutting spending is increasing taxes, and history shows us
that solving a budget crisis with tax increases kills future eco-
nomic growth. Pennsylvania's economy is still recovering from
mistakes made nearly two decades ago in 1991, when tax after
tax was increased to close a budget gap.

Senate Bill No. 850 is built on a spending level that is in line
with our revenues. This budget will position our State to rebound
quickly when the national economy begins to improve. This
budget maintains the $750 million Rainy Day Fund. In fiscal
year 2009-10, we expect to receive $2.7 billion in Federal stimu-
lus funds for use in the General Fund. That amount falls to $2
billion in the next fiscal year and to zero dollars in the following
year. We believe the Rainy Day Fund will be essential in helping
to produce balanced budgets in these future years. We cannot put
our heads in the sand and pretend that Federal stimulus funds
will last forever.

Mr. President, Pennsylvania is facing a revenue shortfall of
almost $3 billion. That stark fact cannot be ignored. Senate Bill
No. 850 addresses our very serious budget problems in what we
believe to be the most responsible way possible. I have heard the
Governor's criticism of this bill, and as someone who has sup-



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE 509

ported many of the programs which will receive reduced fund-
ing, I could make many of the same arguments. There has been
particular criticism of the education funding proposed in this
budget. Any claim that this budget cuts spending on public edu-
cation is an abuse of the English language.

Unlike many other line items, basic education spending is
preserved by using Federal stabilization funds, combined with
the additional Federal stimulus funds, which are being sent di-
rectly to school districts under Title 1, Title 2, and IDEA. This
budget represents a real net increase in funding for school dis-
tricts. For example, the Philadelphia School District will receive
$212 million more -- more -- than it did last year, an increase of
more than 20 percent. The Harrisburg School District will re-
ceive $5.9 million more -- more -- than it did last year, an in-
crease of 13 percent.

Mr. President, it is easy to criticize what we are doing today.
It is much more difficult to do the hard work of developing a
responsible alternative. If the Governor does not like Senate Bill
No. 850, he should present a balanced budget that recognizes the
precipitous drop in State revenues since his Budget Address in
February. If the Governor wants to raise taxes by hundreds of
millions or even billions of dollars to pay for increased govern-
mental spending, he should say so honestly and directly. He
should identify which taxes he wants to increase, and he should
do so now, not later.

Mr. President, we have 55 days left in this fiscal year. We
have not had a budget in the last 6 years completed in time for
the constitutional requirement of June 30. I urge the Governor,
if he has an alternate plan that is balanced, to produce that plan
quickly. I urge the House to take up Senate Bill No. 850 for con-
sideration on the floor and, if they do not agree with Senate Bill
No. 850, to present an alternative and send it to us for our con-
sideration. I also suggest that a spending plan in the House not
be fiction. For it to be real, it must be balanced, with revenues to
cover the proposed spending.

Mr. President, this bill is a balanced budget, an honest budget,
one that positions Pennsylvania in the best possible light to
weather this economic storm and to recover when the national
economy recovers. Mr. President, I urge an affirmative vote for
Senate Bill No. 850.

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

Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I rise today and intend to vote

"no" on this budget, and I am going to ask my Democratic col-
leagues to do likewise.

Mr. President, in our estimation, this is not a workable plan,
and it is certainly not in the Commonwealth's best interest. It
does not take into account several severe erosions of our reve-
nues that we saw this past month in April, and it does not make
use of what we believe to be very legitimate resources that are
available to us to help balance our budget during this time of
very serious economic hardship.

As I said in the meeting of the Committee on Appropriations
on Monday, we in the Democratic Caucus are not against further
budget cuts to the Governor's proposal. Let us be very clear
about that. We know that they are necessary to balance a budget,
which we are constitutionally required and obligated to do. But
we do not believe that this is a smart plan. It is a budget that,
during the time of crisis that we are in, will make Pennsylvania's

economy worse instead of better. Times of deep recession, such
as we find ourselves in, are exactly when government has to step
up, step up and provide some of the very basic services to the
citizens of this Commonwealth who are hurting.

We on this side of the aisle will not be offering any amend-
ments to this budget today, as we know. And we did not do so
yesterday, although we do believe that this budget is in dire need
of change. But because of the budget resolution that we have
adopted, we are not able to do so. As we do each year in this
Chamber, we adopt a resolution that requires Members who pro-
pose a funding increase for one line item to propose a corre-
sponding cut elsewhere to keep the budget in balance. In order
to do this, you have to rob Peter to pay Paul, so to speak, under
our rules. The problem is that under this budget plan, both Peter
and Paul and everyone else in this Commonwealth have nothing
left to give. This budget is beyond the help of any amendments,
as we see it, that we could offer. For the good of Pennsylvania
and our people, we must simply reject it. And again, as I have
stated, I am asking for a "no" vote.

Mr. President, all over this Commonwealth, folks are hurting.
They are struggling. They are not bums. They are not cheats.
They are not people trying to milk the system. They are people
who have worked hard in the past and would rather be working
today but for the fact that they cannot find a job, or they have
lost their healthcare, or they would rather be making use of the
retirement savings that they put away for so many years--those
savings are gone--or the money that their kids need for college,
which has been wiped out. Sometimes they are local officials and
school district officials trying to make ends meet, oftentimes
under the mandates that the State has handed down to them.

This is not the time for us to turn our backs on them. This is
the time when we should give them a helping hand and make
sure that the help they need to get through these tough times is
provided to them. This budget, as I said Monday, would shift the
burden for a greater share of education and local services to our
property taxpayers. So we are not really lifting the burden from
taxpayers. We are just passing the responsibility and the pain
down to local school districts and municipalities by forcing prop-
erty tax increases on them.

I suspect that many Members of this Chamber, from both
sides of the aisle, already know that if this budget were enacted,
your own constituents back home would not be real happy. There
is no question that this budget allows those who support it the
opportunity to say that they voted for spending cuts and voted for
a no-tax-increase budget, knowing full well that they will not
have to take responsibility for the dire consequences and unac-
ceptable damage that this budget would inflict on the people of
Pennsylvania, as long as the budget is not introduced.

This budget is all political symbolism and ideology. It is not
a sound fiscal and financial blueprint for Pennsylvania. This
budget is not good for Pennsylvania in a number of ways. It
makes cuts in areas that are essential to our short-term economic
recovery and our long-term economic strength. It devastates
some of the very community and business development pro-
grams that have helped Pennsylvania weather the storm better
than most States.

Let us take the DCED budget. It started out the current year
at $618 million. The Governor reduced it by $50 million in Feb-
ruary, and then proposed another $217 million beyond that. This
budget cuts an additional $208 million, thus reducing what had
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been a $618 million economic investment plan to just $192 mil-
lion, nearly a 70-percent cut. These critically important pro-
grams, which are specifically designed to create jobs and retain
jobs, have been decimated. The reduction in education funding,
as was mentioned, besides making local property tax hikes inevi-
table, will damage the potential for our most valuable future
resources: our children, our students.

It will also place into jeopardy, as I mentioned Monday, more
than one-half billion dollars of Federal stimulus money that we
stand to receive from the Federal government, because the stimu-
lus program requires that we maintain previous funding levels.
The same is true in the area of Medical Assistance, one of the
largest financial responsibilities as a Commonwealth that we
experience every year and one that we cannot escape under Fed-
eral law. The Federal government is going to send us stimulus
money, as has been identified, to help meet our obligation over
the next 2 years. But again, with this proposed budget, we are
putting billions of dollars at risk with the proposed cuts, as I have
mentioned.

And a 10-percent reduction in general government operations
for most agencies will necessitate the furlough of 3,500 State
workers, which Governor Rendell and the labor unions in this
Commonwealth have tried, through good faith effort and good
faith negotiation and cooperation, to avoid. Yet this budget,
whether it is intended or not, puts more workers on the unem-
ployment line and takes their spending power out of the econ-
omy. In the process, it reduces the State's ability to serve our
citizens, the citizens who need our help more than they have ever
needed our help in decades.

We would be supporting the Rendell administration's efforts
to grow the State's economy by making wise investments with
the Federal stimulus dollars. That is what we have done in years
past, and it has worked. It has worked. Look at our unemploy-
ment numbers compared to the rest of the country. While we
now stand nearly 500,000 people out of work, a number that has
gone up by 145,000 people, or 41 percent, since August of 2008
when the national meltdown hit our economy, our unemployment
rate stands at 7.8 percent, but that is still .7 percent better than
the rest of the country.

The reason for that has been the wise investments that this
General Assembly has made over the past several years. And but
for those wise investments, 45,000 more Pennsylvanians would
be jobless today. That is quite a turnaround from 25 years ago.
Starting in the early 1980s, as America saw the decline of heavy
manufacturing, Pennsylvania had historically lagged behind the
rest of the nation in employment and in commerce. The targeted
investments that we have made as a General Assembly in educa-
tion, job training, and economic development has enabled us to
change that, so that in the last year, Pennsylvania's economy has
outperformed national statistics. This budget before us today
would take an enormous step backward into the past.

Most troubling to me, and I think, to my colleagues, is what
we learned yesterday about this proposed budget. The balance
sheets, which we were provided with yesterday, tell us that this
budget would include a $250 million business tax increase by
eliminating $250 million in tax credits. These tax credits, by their
very nature, by their definition, are only awarded after businesses
have created jobs or made critical new investments in our re-
search and development or in education or in training to help
grow our economy. That is the wrong way to go. That is the

wrong way to force business investment into paying taxes that
benefit our community, that sustain and create jobs, and stimu-
late our economy.

While we agree that we must take steps to create a more fair
and more prudent business tax system in our Commonwealth,
and we will talk more about that in the coming weeks, this par-
ticular plan is the wrong path, which can only stifle new growth,
new job creation in our Commonwealth. I have also been in-
formed that one particular tax credit program to be cut has been
referred to as the EITC program, the Education Improvement
Tax Credit Program, currently funded at approximately $75 mil-
lion annually, for high quality educational opportunities for chil-
dren throughout this Commonwealth. In fact, only yesterday,
Members of the General Assembly joined in a celebration recog-
nizing another year anniversary of this very popular program.
Today, we are asked to vote for a budget that would reduce these
credits in excess of $45 million, down to approximately $30
million. That is not a vote that I want to take.

So where do we go from here? In the next few weeks, Senate
Democrats will begin the dialogue to outline what we believe
will be much more prudent, measured, and appropriate alterna-
tives with our current budget crisis. The Governor has been very
careful and responsible in addressing this recession. Through the
course of the year, he has made significant cuts totaling $575
million. In his February budget proposal, he proposed more cuts.
He eliminated funding completely for 100 line items out of 500
and reduced funding for 346 others.

Again, let me be clear. As I said on Monday, and I will say it
again, we recognize that we must provide for additional cuts to
the Governor's budget. We welcome the opportunity to join with
our colleagues to be able to begin the process to reach that end.
We realize that we have to swallow some of the bad-tasting med-
icine. But just as a couple of spoonfuls of medicine can cure you,
if you drink the whole bottle at once, sometimes it can kill you.
Do not make the mistake of thinking that some cuts are good and
more cuts are even better. Do not do something that is going to
be fatal to Pennsylvania's economic future.

I ask my colleagues on the Democratic side of the aisle to
vote "no" for this budget and reject Senate Bill No. 850 at this
time. Thank you, Mr. President.

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

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, last fall, when I was look-
ing to become the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations,
never did I envision that the economy would get to the state that
it is in today, nor did I envision the budget that we would be
proposing today. But circumstances drive what we do here in
Harrisburg, and in Washington, D.C., and in governments and in
family businesses and family homes all across the country, and
the circumstances we are in today call for a budget just like this.

Mr. President, this budget was introduced last Friday and
reported out of the Committee on Appropriations on Monday. It
certainly has gotten a lot of attention. I believe at the Governor's
press conference last week, we were called nuts, we were called
mean, and a few other things. One thing this budget does do--and
it is the first budget that has done this since we have been here
this year--is it balances. You know, I would love to have the
advantage that they have in Washington, D.C., where they can
invest in this and they can invest in that and they can invest in
this and they can do tax cuts. They can do all that stuff. They do
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not have to balance the budget, Mr. President. We have to bal-
ance the budget. So that means we have to make the tough deci-
sions.

It is pretty simple, Mr. President. We either increase revenues
or we decrease expenditures. It is that simple. There is no in
between. There is no putting off until tomorrow. There is no
leveraging the future. We have to make the decision either to
increase revenues through tax increases or reduce expenditures.
And so when we took on this budget, that is the thought we had
to keep in mind.

Now, the Governor's budget, and to his defense, when he
introduced his budget in February, based it on a $2.3 billion defi-
cit. The deficit now is almost $3 billion. So even if you assume
all of the tax increases which he proposed at the levels that he
believes they will come in, which we believe are overstated, but
even if you assume all the tax increases that he proposed, all the
transfers he proposed, his budget is still $1.4 billion out of bal-
ance. Let me repeat that: $1.4 billion out of balance, even assum-
ing all of his assumptions.

Mr. President, you can talk about how we want to invest in
this; we can talk about how we want to invest in that; we can talk
about all these wonderful programs that he wants to maintain.
Either find the revenue to pay for them or find the cuts. I do not
care how many cuts you have come up with so far--and you can
brag about the $1 billion in cuts you think you have come up
with so far--if you are still $1.4 billion out of balance, you do not
have a constitutional budget yet. So instead of criticizing and
complaining, and screaming and yelling, and going through all
these gyrations that they went through last Monday, produce a
balanced budget.

This is the first week of May. We have almost 7 weeks until
the fiscal year comes to an end. This will give the people of
Pennsylvania an opportunity to review this budget, to see what
a no-tax-increase, no-transfer budget means, and to give them an
opportunity to have input on this.

You know, one of the things that was talked about was that
we have cut some job creation programs. Many of those pro-
grams I have supported; many of those programs I have tried to
get funded for job creation entrepreneurs in my district, and
hopefully somewhere down the line, we will be able to do so
again. But I guess I just ask the business community, we can
have those job creation programs if you are prepared for a per-
sonal income tax increase.

Because, remember, just go back to the Governor's budget a
second, when the latest numbers came out in April and it showed
we were much more significantly in the hole than we thought,
with the deficit approaching $3 billion, what was the Governor's
first reaction? Well, we can use the Rainy Day Fund. Well, he
has already used the Rainy Day Fund. Well, we could use the
Healthcare Provider Retention Act in our budget. Well, he al-
ready used the Healthcare Provider Retention Act in his budget.
Oh well, then I am going to make $250 million more in cuts. So
we are going to have $250 million more in cuts for a $1.4 billion
deficit. And we are nuts?

You have to produce a balanced budget, and then once the
balanced budget is produced, we can have a discussion. But I can
tell you, Mr. President, tobacco taxes and energy extraction taxes
will not fill the hole of what the Governor wants to spend. The
only way we are going to fill the hole of what the Governor,

wants to spend is to look a significant personal income tax in-
crease straight in the eye, and that is the debate we will have over
the next 7 weeks, whether that is what the people of Pennsylva-
nia want to do.

So I will challenge the businesses of Pennsylvania: we can
have those job creation programs back in the budget if you want,
if you think that helps the economy more than what a personal
income tax increase will hurt the economy. My office door is
open for the businesspeople of Pennsylvania to come in and tell
me that. I am not looking for a parade, but my door will be open
for the business community to come in and say that a personal
income tax increase helps the economy more than the job cre-
ation programs. So, Mr. President, that is a difficult choice we
had to make. And even though we think some of those programs
have benefits, the adverse effect of an income tax increase is not
something we were willing to consider.

In the area of education, Mr. President, and we are going to
have the Senator from Dauphin County, the chairman of the
Committee on Education, talk more at length with us later, but,
you know, I think if I am the end user, being the school districts,
I am not really concerned where the money is coming from, I am
just concerned whether I am getting it. So yes, you can look at
the numbers and say what the State is putting in as opposed to
the Federal government, but that is exactly how we tried to plug
the holes in this budget: use the Federal stimulus money to offset
some of the costs of the State so we could maintain spending on
some of these programs.

If you total up all the money that our school districts are going
to get through State money, through stabilization money, and
through Federal stimulus money, we will now exceed over $10
billion in subsidization for our public schools, $10.2 billion. That
is $400 million more than what the Governor proposed in Febru-
ary. Let me repeat that: $400 million more than what the Gover-
nor proposed. Now, granted, it is coming from a lot of different
directions than the traditional way, but it is still going into the
school districts.

The other thing I will say is that the school districts are not
immune to what we are going through or what families are going
through or what businesses are going through: making difficult
decisions. They have to make difficult decisions to reflect the
times that we are in, but at least they are doing that with the
knowledge that they are getting significant support from the State
to the tune of over $10 billion.

So, Mr. President, this budget reflects one thing and one thing
only: it reflects what we have. This is what we have to spend. I
do not think anyone argues in the four Caucuses, we went
through the numbers, that without a transfer of one-time funds or
without a tax increase, we have $27.3 billion to spend. That is
$400 million less than last year, which is a 1.5-percent decrease
in spending from 2008-09. This budget balances, and it reflects
what we have.

If we are going to meet some of the expectations that the Gov-
ernor has put out or somebody else has advocated for, then we
have to talk about what revenue source we are going to use to
make that happen. Again, this does not reflect a transfer from the
Rainy Day Fund. When you are already using $2.7 billion from
the stimulus money into our General Fund, which is one-time
funding, which will be gone in 2 years, to spend even more
one-time funds, whether it be from the Rainy Day Fund or the
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Healthcare Provider Retention Act, that just widens the gap that
our economy is going to have to grow back into to cover that
one-time funding stream.

So, Mr. President, I think it would be fiscally irresponsible for
us to leave ourselves completely exposed for the next Governor,
whoever it may be - Republican, Democrat, Independent, whom-
ever - to have to bridge that gap. Too many times in government,
and we are seeing it in Washington, D.C., we put off to the fu-
ture, the next generation, to pay for. We do not want to face our
tough problems, Mr. President. We want to avoid them, move
numbers around, rob Peter to pay Paul, as my friend and col-
league from Allegheny County used as an example. That is what
mortgaging the future is. That is what using these one-time funds
and not having enough revenues to pay for your expenditures is
doing. You are robbing Peter to pay Paul. Unfortunately, Paul is
going to be the next Governor or the next legislature.

That is irresponsible, Mr. President. We need to do the best
we can to match our expenditures with our revenues. We have
$27.3 billion to spend. And as I said, I have a town meeting in
Union County in Harley Township next Thursday night, and I
will be anxious to hear the people of Pennsylvania come in and
say they need a tax increase to match more spending from State
government.

As I said to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations
in the House, my good friend from Philadelphia, I like to spend
like the next guy on projects, but this is all I have. This is all I
have. And until, you know, we can get to an honest debate when
the Governor produces a balanced budget where his expenditures
meet the revenues, then we can get to the point where we can
have a negotiation and ultimately get to a final product, and
hopefully it will be done by June 30.

Right now, Mr. President, this is the only budget that has been
introduced that reflects the deficit as it is today and that balances
and meets our constitutional mandate. I ask for an affirmative
vote. Thank you, Mr. President.

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

Senator STACK. Mr. President, my friend, Senator Corman,
makes some very good points. I want to go on the record as say-
ing that we all understand that this is an extremely difficult bud-
get year, and we are going to have to make many tough choices.
I am not here to minimize that fact. However, we cannot simply
slash healthcare funding for the sake of the bottom dollar. After
all, what is the bottom dollar? More people getting sicker that we
all eventually have to pay much more money for? And we do not
want to jeopardize the stimulus funding that we have been allot-
ted.

I understand our colleagues on the other side are trying to
make more cuts. I understand that. I really do, and I appreciate
their efforts. Unfortunately, I believe this budget is short-sighted,
and it fails to see the consequences of these actions.

Particularly, I am concerned about the healthcare-acquired
infections portion of the Prescription for Pennsylvania, which has
been completely eliminated. Hospital-acquired infections result
in more lengthy hospital stays, which take a toll on patients who
remain unable to work. And if they are unable to work, they may
not get a paycheck, and their company loses out on a worker. So
the patient cannot spend money, and the patient's company, de-
pending on where they work, decreases in productivity. And if
that patient does not have healthcare, then the bill goes to - guess

who? That is right, the taxpayers. By providing State funding for
preventative measures, we are helping taxpayers who would
otherwise have to pay for hospitals mistakes. I do not know
about you, but I would rather put money toward being proactive
about healthcare-acquired infections rather than being reactive to
infections.

And speaking of healthcare, we have the potential, here in
Pennsylvania, to receive $4 billion in FEMA stimulus funds,
which will help thousands upon thousands of Pennsylvanians
who need Medical Assistance. By cutting MA programs, we are
not only cutting off necessary service to our lower-income and
elderly residents, but we are also cutting off a truly beneficial
funding source from the Federal government. Our hospitals that
serve a large number of MA patients would bear the brunt of
these cuts. It could lead to fewer medical services and, yes, more
job cuts. These cuts will create a self-fulfilling prophecy of
doom. They place us on a footing to turn a recession into a de-
pression.

But I also want to note that our budget deadline comes on the
heels of arguably the biggest holiday for the city of Philadelphia
and our State, the Fourth of July, the celebration of our independ-
ence. Tourists from all over the country will, hopefully, come to
Philadelphia in droves to see the historic sites and join in an an-
nual celebration of our nation's birthday. And on the heels of the
biggest tourist weekend, what are we going to do? Dramatically
cut tourism programs.

Tourism is Pennsylvania's second largest industry, and we are
the fourth most visited State in our country. Why cut the pro-
grams that are our biggest moneymakers? And I am not just
speaking for Philadelphia. All over Pennsylvania, we have won-
derful cities and communities that boast of our State's culture,
heritage, and natural environment. From the Poconos to scenic
Route 6 to Amish country--and I know my friend, Senator
Brubaker, can tell you about all those tourism dollars--to Lake
Erie to the great city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania has numerous
attractions that bring tourists who spend money in our restaurants
and shops. That keeps people in the hotel, restaurant, transporta-
tion, and entertainment industries employed.

In these economic times, Pennsylvania is an affordable vaca-
tion spot for families and a source of revenue for the Common-
wealth. But these cuts could really change all that. We need to
continue funding tourism and marketing programs that lure peo-
ple to our wonderful State so that we can come out of this reces-
sion. We need to find a reasonable way to balance this State's
spending plan. The proposals before us take us back too far. I
think many of these cuts are self-defeating. Instead of investing
in our future, this budget is cutting to our demise. Let us start a
real dialogue about where our priorities are and where our future
lies.

I have faith in my colleagues, Republicans and Democrats. I
have faith that we can get this job done, and we can get it done
right. Thank you, Mr. President.

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

Senator ORIE. Mr. President, in 2003, Governor Rendell said
this about the budget that was being presented to him: "I hate this
budget with every fiber of my body. These painful cuts will do
nothing but balance the budget." After further line-item cuts, the
Governor went on to sign that budget, because it was the right
thing to do. Today, the Governor is faced with the same harsh
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reality. It is time for the Governor to step up and do what he did
in 2003.

In difficult times like this, we, as a government, must balance
our budget just like working families do - eliminating spending,
controlling current spending, and when necessary, cutting spend-
ing, based on priorities. The Governor stated that this should not
be about philosophies. Mr. President, this is not about differing
philosophies but about reality, harsh reality. This is about dealing
head-on with the current economic realities just like, every day,
families in Pennsylvania are doing. Families do not have the
option of reaching into somebody else's pocket to fund their ex-
penses. And as of this point, we should not have that same lux-
ury. It is time for Pennsylvania government to live within its
means, like hardworking Pennsylvania families do every day.
The last thing we need to do is tax hardworking families in this
economic climate.

One thing Pennsylvania history has shown us is that we have
gotten into trouble in the past by raising taxes during difficult
times. Taxing ourselves to prosperity just does not happen, par-
ticularly on the backs of working families that cannot afford a
new burden. This year, there is another option, utilization of
Federal stimulus dollars. And while an infusion of Federal dol-
lars sounds like salvation to all our problems--and unfortunately,
this Governor is under that misconception, we cannot in good
conscience commit to spending that which we will not be able to
sustain when the Federal spigots stop. Two years from now,
when the Federal stimulus disappears and the Governor's term is
over, he does not have to look at or face the consequences of
taxing and spending, and he will never have to answer to the
people of Pennsylvania.

I would like to take this opportunity to thank the Senate Ap-
propriations Chairman, Jake Corman; the Senate President pro
tempore, Joe Scarnati; the Senate Majority Leader, Dominic
Pileggi; and the rest of the Senate Republican Caucus for work-
ing together on a responsible, balanced budget.

Mr. President, we do not take this action lightly, and if you
take an honest look at what is being proposed, funding is cut
equally and painfully across the board, including programs that
I, as a Senate Republican, have championed for years, such as
the Education Improvement Tax Credit Program. As difficult as
this is to do, it is the right thing to do. The General Assembly's
budget is cut by 10 percent, and $100 million of the legislative
surplus is being returned to the General Fund. While some
groups criticize this budget for cutting education, the truth is that
this budget, including State and Federal stabilization dollars,
increases education funding. It is important to note that the Fed-
eral stabilization dollars are to be used for sustaining funding, not
creating new programs.

If we were to do what the Governor proposes for this budget,
looking ahead at next year's fiscal situation, we would be ignor-
ing our responsibilities and placing the burden on another legisla-
ture and a new Governor. I can understand a lame-duck Gover-
nor not caring about what happens after he leaves office, but we
cannot be so foolhardy. We are in the legislature, and we have a
duty and a responsibility to the people of Pennsylvania. We need
to position Pennsylvania for the future, and with this budget, we
have fulfilled that duty and obligation, not only to the citizens of
Pennsylvania, but to the future of Pennsylvania.

Looking to the future, we are anticipating a pension increase
of several billion dollars in a few years. We do not know when

the current economic situation will turn around, nor do we know
when we will reach rock bottom. Now is the time for real leader-
ship. Now is the time for responsible leadership. Now is the time
for accountable leadership, leadership that puts Pennsylvania
taxpayers first, and leadership that positions Pennsylvania for the
future.

Raising taxes and spending the Federal stabilization dollars to
expand programs will not alleviate, our fiscal situation now or in
future budget years. It will only create an unattainable situation
for future budgets, where we will either have to raise taxes or
make broad cuts across the board. With all due respect to the
Governor, we are not nuts, nor are we cutting off our nose to
spite our face. What we are doing, and what he should have done
when he proposed his budget, is put forth a budget that is within
our means, supporting current programs the best we can, and not
expanding programs at a time we cannot financially support
them--such as graduation competency assessments--and using
the Federal stabilization dollars as intended: to maintain spend-
ing. We need to restrain this Governor's insatiable appetite to tax
and spend, and the Senate Republicans are doing just that. This
is a stable and secure position for the State until our revenues can
recover from the current economic situation.

Mr. President, I ask that everyone, including the administra-
tion, support this budget, a budget we can live with not just this
year but for future years. We need to speak based on facts and
not throw out scare tactics such as the e-mail that the Secretary
of Education sent to all the superintendents, misstating the facts
on the Federal stabilization funds. I am sure the majority chair-
man of the Committee on Education will detail those events fur-
ther. But this budget, this budget, Mr. President, is about every
hardworking Pennsylvania family. This is a budget that every
hardworking family in Pennsylvania can afford, and this is a
budget that every hardworking Pennsylvania family justly de-
serves. Now is the time for all of us to put hardworking Pennsyl-
vania families first.

Again, I thank my colleagues for their hard work, and I ask
for an affirmative vote.

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

Senator DINNIMAN. Mr. President, you know, the nature of
competition in the world today is no longer between industrial
systems or ideologies. The nature of competition is between
education and learning systems. And I rise to oppose Senate Bill
No. 850, because it severely hurts us in this competition for eco-
nomic prosperity for the future. It hurts us because Senate Bill
No. 850 will reduce educational expenditures in this State,
State-supported educational expenditures, by over $1 billion. It
hurts us because it results in a significant setback in terms of our
basic education formula, because it holds it flat, with no in-
creases.

And you know, what I hear today is all the talk that our stimu-
lus money is going to solve this. But what my Republican friends
do not seem to understand is that the stimulus money has to go
out based on the Title I formula, and that formula is very specific
in who gets the money. Yes, my colleague was right when he
mentioned Philadelphia as getting additional money. But my
colleague was wrong, when you look at hundreds and hundreds
of school districts in this State that will not be able to get the
Federally driven-out Title 1 money because of the Title 1 for-
mula. It is based on your poverty level. It is based on your
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non-English speakers. So many of the school districts, the very
districts that are represented by many of the Republican Senators
in this Chamber right now, will not be helped by the stimulus
money. And by the way, even if it is put in there, you cannot just
substitute stimulus money for some other program. It has to be
used for specific purposes and specific programs. It is brought
out by either the Title 1 formula or by the IDEA formula, and
that really must be understood.

Besides, my concern about a basic education subsidy, which
lays flat and is supposed to be taken care of by stimulus money,
which I have already explained is not automatic for all programs,
but is very categorical, very specific, understand the other cuts
that have occurred. The charter school reimbursements, which
many of our public schools depend on, are cut by over $54 mil-
lion. The Dual Enrollment Program, which is a program which
has been so successful in making even higher education afford-
able, is cut by $10 million. The High School Reform Program is
cut by $7.5 million. And the Early Childhood Education Pro-
gram, which all of us in this Chamber, on both sides of the aisle,
have praised as essential to the education of young people in this
Commonwealth in preparing them for the future, is cut by over
$74 million, which means it is cut by 54 percent, which will only
increase the waiting list of young people waiting to get in.

But also understand that it is not just the public schools that
are going to be hurt by this budget but also our private schools.
The parochial schools across this Commonwealth are going to
see those expenditures for books, equipment, and technology
reduced by 12 percent. They are doubly going to be hurt, because
many of them have depended on scholarships for poor students
through the EITC, that Earned Income Tax Credit, which also is
cut in this budget.

You know, if we go on, libraries, the subsidies for libraries,
are cut by over 50 percent. Let me say something. This budget
has been presented to this Chamber as a way not to have a tax
increase. Let me tell you what it is going to result in. It is going
to result in increased property taxes for every school district in
this Commonwealth and for all of our local municipalities. Yes,
we will look good. Yes, we can wave the flag and say the Senate
of Pennsylvania has prevented a tax increase. But the truth of the
matter is there will be tax increases in every school district ex-
cept for those poorest districts which get the Title 1 stimulus
money. And there will be tax increases as local municipalities
have to make up the differences, and library subsidies, and all the
other programs.

If you ask me, I have sat here in this Chamber for 3 years and
heard everyone talk about the necessity for property tax reform.
This is a most unusual and odd way to do tax reform, is it not?
Because what we are doing is we are looking good, and we are
going to increase the property tax for all the residents of this
Commonwealth. If that is property tax reform, then we are all
playing a joke on the citizens of this Commonwealth.

Because again, what we have to understand is that there are
other aspects of stimulus money which are not being mentioned
here. There is a maintenance of effort that is required based on
Title 1 money, and if it is used for factors other than Title 1, if
you do not maintain your effort, you risk the possibility of hav-
ing us reduced in terms of our Federal expenditures. And by the
way, we say, well, we will get a waiver. Waivers are not auto-
matic.

But even more serious than that, and what this budget does in
terms of Federal stimulus money, is this: You know, there are
billions of dollars of education money which are not specifically
given to individual States and are not driven out to individual
school districts. Instead, they are competitive. Now, we in Penn-
sylvania have aimed to get $500 million of those competitive
funds. It is clear in statements by the Secretary of Education, the
Federal Secretary of Education, the top officials in the Common-
wealth--and it will be clearer in writing in the weeks ahead--that
if we do not maintain our efforts, if we reduce, by using Federal
stimulus funds as the major way of reduction, then what will
occur is we will be eliminated as a Commonwealth for compet-
ing in the race to the top, which will result in a $500 million loss
that we have a possibility to get as a Commonwealth.

So what I am trying to say, in essence, is this: if we are going
to do a budget, let us really understand how stimulus funds work.
Let us not create a situation where we fail, on the maintenance of
effort, to be considered in the race to the top in the millions of
millions of competitive dollars, which we in Pennsylvania have
to aim for. If we are going to do a budget that has no tax in-
creases, let us not just put the burden of tax increases on the
property owners of this Commonwealth, which is exactly what
will happen in this budget.

Finally, let me say that there are two fundamental pillars of
any great society in history and today, and those pillars are the
schools and the libraries. Senate Bill 850 significantly weakens
those fundamental pillars of our society, especially in this knowl-
edge-based economy.

And finally, you know, the poet Emily Dickinson urged peo-
ple as individuals and people as a community to, quote, "dwell
in possibilities." This budget will destroy the possibilities of
hundreds and thousands of young people in this Commonwealth.
I urge people on both sides of the aisle to stand up and to reject
this budget in the interests of the future possibilities of our most
precious resource, the children of the Commonwealth. Thank
you.

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

Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, as the chairman of the
Senate Committee on Education, I stand here today to ask the
Senate to vote in favor of Senate Bill No. 850, because in my
estimation, education in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in
these uncertain and dire economic times is a big winner in this
budget as proposed.

Last fall, as we entered the economic downturn, and later on,
when I learned that I was going to be chairing the Committee on
Education, one of the first decisions that I made was to schedule
hearings, extensive hearings, on every line item of Pennsylva-
nia's education budget, which, incidentally, makes up about 40
percent of all of our General Fund spending. And as we pro-
ceeded toward those hearings and we learned more about the
economic stimulus money that was going to be available for us
in education, it became clear to me that those hearings were more
important than ever, because it was clear that some of that spend-
ing that we have added onto this budget over the last 6 or 7
years, we could no longer afford. But for anyone to suggest that
education, as the Majority Leader indicated, is being cut, I think
they need to go back to basic math, because when I learned about
numbers in elementary school, a number that was higher than
another number was an increase, not a cut or a decrease.
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Now, we can point to increases in any number of different
ways in this budget. Let me first point to it in terms of our school
districts, which is what is most important, I think, to most Mem-
bers of the House and the Senate. And I have a printout here
showing what every school district in the Commonwealth got in
the current fiscal year and what they will get under Senate Bill
No. 850, plus all of the additional Federal stimulus dollars. And
I am hard-pressed to find one--in fact, I do not think there is one;
I know there is not one--that will receive a decrease.

So for anyone to suggest that we are cutting education, I
think--and again, I like to think we are going to be intellectually
honest--is not being intellectually honest. Let me just point out
a few. I will try to be bipartisan about this. Senator Dinniman has
a couple of districts: the Coatesville Area School District is go-
ing to receive a 9.4-percent increase, quite generous; the West
Chester area, 16.1-percent increase, very generous; in Pittsburgh,
we see a 13.2-percent increase; we see Baldwin-Whitehall,
8.6-percent increase. I will pick out a couple in Dauphin County,
which is my district: Central Dauphin School District is getting
a 14.6-percent increase. I am kind of embarrassed about my own
school district, a 22.6-percent increase. We are going to make
out quite well in Susquehanna Township. But to suggest that
there are cuts in this budget for education is ludicrous.

Now, let us look at it in the aggregate. The Majority Leader
and the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations have al-
ready outlined how education actually increases in this budget,
overall. But let us look at it more in the broad historical context
since the beginning of the Rendell administration. When you
take not just the basic subsidy line item, but you take all of the
categorical line items that go out to our various school districts
throughout the Commonwealth that the Governor, over the years,
has funded at various levels, and ever-increasing levels, we have
seen, over the last 6 years, probably, over a 40-percent increase
in what is actually going out to schools in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania - very, very generous appropriations over a number
of years to education.

Now, let us talk about the Federal stimulus money. One of the
things that Senator Dinniman and I, when we participated in
those hearings with the Secretary of Education, both of us reiter-
ated over and over again that we had to use this Federal stimulus
money, this stabilization money, in a way that was prudent so as
to avoid the spending cliff. Now, nobody today has yet men-
tioned that spending cliff. A spending cliff, for those who may
not know what it is, is when you spend at ever-increasing, higher
levels without the anticipation of funding revenues to support
those levels in the out years.

And that is what the stimulus money is. It is two-time sources
of revenue, this year and next, which will not be available in the
third year, and will set us up for massive tax increases. And that
does not even include what we can anticipate in being required
to pay for these pension contributions that Senator Orie, I be-
lieve, referenced in her remarks. That is another issue that we are
going to have to be very careful about. The Governor's method
of spending the Federal stimulus money sets us up to go over a
cliff at about 90 miles an hour and crash into the valley below,
with massive tax increases, either at this level or at our school
district level, with massive property tax increases.

We have repeatedly, both on this side of the aisle as well as
the other side of the aisle, advised our superintendents and ad-
vised our school board members that in this year of economic

uncertainty, in this year of uncertain and declining revenues, to
please be prudent, to please take cost-cutting and cost-saving
measures, because we cannot possibly sustain the kind of in-
creases that you have seen over the last 6 or 7 years. Not to say
we cannot increase a little bit, but we cannot sustain the higher
and higher increases that we have seen in education. Perhaps you
will have to put off that computer upgrade for all the computers
that you bought. Put it off for a couple of years. There are a cou-
ple of other cost-saving methods that you can use. Work with
your neighboring school districts in the IUs to piggyback on
purchases of textbooks and things of that nature. There are all
kinds of things that can be done to save money in education, and
we implored them to take those steps during this particular time.

Now, the veiled--and not so veiled--threat has been made that
if we pass this budget and it becomes law, that our school dis-
tricts will just have to automatically raise property taxes because
with the basic subsidy line item, we are, in fact, flat-funding
education. But as I indicated, with the stimulus money that flows
to the districts, with the categorical grants and appropriations that
are made, school districts are collectively going to all receive
significant increases in dollars from the State of Pennsylvania
and the Federal government, through the stimulus money, to fund
the current programs.

So the question becomes, why would they have to raise prop-
erty taxes? I do not think they would. But let us look at history
to see if that becomes necessary. Back in the 1990s, 1995-96
through the 1996-97 year, we actually did flat-fund education. I
do not know how many of the Members of the Senate were in the
Senate at that time, but we actually flat-funded education. And
the dire predictions came out at that time that this was going to
mean massive tax increases for our school districts, massive
property tax increases. Well, what actually happened in those
years is that we saw relatively modest increases in property
taxes, 4.5 percent, 3.5 percent. Those were relatively modest tax
increases, property tax increases.

Now, I told you how we have, over the last 6 years, enacted
almost 40 percent in increases for public education. Now, you
would think, with all of that massive increase in State support,
that property taxes would have been minimized. But the contrary
is true. Actually, since 2002-03, school districts have raised their
property taxes, on average: in the first year, 2002-03, 7.8 percent;
2003-04, 7 percent; 2004-05, 7.3 percent; 2005-06, 6.1 percent;
2006-07, 5.9 percent, almost 6 percent. Something is telling me
that school districts can, when they are faced with these kinds of,
not cuts, but modest increases in spending from the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, that they are able, they can, in fact, live
within the budgetary means. But when we give them unlimited
resources, many times, we attach conditions that they have to use
local money, and higher State spending drives higher local prop-
erty taxes. So I think these dire predictions that the sky is going
to fall and that property taxes are going to go up is a myth. It is
certainly a historical myth, because it has not happened when we
have flat-funded education in the past.

Now, I would like to talk a little bit, briefly, about the mainte-
nance of effort that has been referenced here in the debate. I was
quite pleased with this budget, and actually with the Governor's
plan for education spending of the stimulus dollars, because the
maintenance of effort that we are required to use, if we are going
to spend the Federal stimulus dollars in our subsidy plan, is equal
to the 2005-06 spending year. And so this budget puts our State
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spending at that level and uses the Federal stimulus dollars to go
beyond that. There is no money left over after you do that to go
into Title 1. So I hate to disagree with my good friend, Senator
Dinniman, but that Title 1 money he was talking about is going
to go to those school districts anyway. We do not have any con-
trol over that Title 1 money. That is Title 1 money that is going
to go to the affected and appropriate school districts under the
Federal formula.

So what we have done is, in a very responsible way, to avoid
that cliff that I talked about--and in fact, while I am on the sub-
ject of the cliff, let me mention that the Federal regulations ex-
plicitly tell us to avoid the "funding cliff." And I am going to
quote directly from those regulations. It says, "Invest one-time
ARRA funds thoughtfully to minimize the 'funding cliff." The
ARRA is expected to be a one-time infusion of substantial new
resources. "These funds should be invested in ways that do not
result in unsustainable, continuing commitments after the fund-
ing expires."

As a conservative, fiscally conservative Republican--these
were written by a Democratic administration in Washington--I
could not have written them any better. Now, I may have differ-
ences as to whether we should have gotten into stimulus at all,
but if we are in it, this is the way it should be spent, and this is
the way that Senate Bill No. 850 spends these dollars.

Now, you can come up with all kinds of new spending, and in
fact, the Governor has made several proposals of how we should
increase our spending in education, and that is all fine. But you
have to find where you are going to come up with that money.
Let us be intellectually honest about this. The chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations and the Majority Leader have both
said we can spend these higher levels, but you have to find the
revenue sources, and you cannot drive yourself off of the cliff.

Mr. President, this is a budget that, in this kind of economic
climate, the education community of this Commonwealth is the
big winner. And I am very proud to support this budget today.
Thank you, Mr. President.

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

Senator LOGAN. Mr. President, I rise to discuss, briefly, two
issues that are affected by the spending plan that is in front of us.
First, as you know, Mr. President, higher education is a major
economic force here in Pennsylvania. We enroll more students
in higher education than all but three States in the country. This
makes me think that Pennsylvania is on the right track, that we
are doing something right to give our young people a better op-
portunity to pursue the American dream. The fact that this budget
plan wants to make it harder for people to receive a college de-
gree in Pennsylvania by cutting scholarship assistance through
PHEAA by $71 million and cutting funding to the State system
and community colleges by $18 million just baffles me.

Mr. President, if that is not bad enough for college students
and their parents, this plan would also make deep funding cuts
for Pitt, Penn State, Temple, and Lincoln. Plus, it jeopardizes a
host of other important programs that are operated through the
universities and sends the wrong signal to professional education
programs as well. This plan cuts the one area that insures a pay-
back for the future - the higher education of our children.

With college costs increasing dramatically, funding a college
education is one of the most significant financial challenges
many families face. From 1994 through 2005, college costs in-

creased at more than twice the rate of overall inflation. In the
past year alone, average tuition and fees rose more than 7 percent
at public 4-year colleges and almost 6 percent at private 4-year
colleges.

In 2006, a report called "A Rising Tide" was commissioned
to, among other things, determine the 'impact of college
affordability right here in Pennsylvania. Mr. President, 1 in every
10 young adults in the sample said they wanted to attend college
or a university but could not. And for these Pennsylvanians, cost
alone was the most frequently mentioned reason why they could
not. And those who started college but dropped out reported that
cost was the most significant reason for the dropout.

Mr. President, most middle-income families turn to PHEAA,
the Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency, where I
serve as the vice chair, to help make this dream a reality and
combat the financial barriers that can deter students from attend-
ing college. As you know, and the Members of this Chamber
know, we have stretched dollars at PHEAA and worked overtime
trying to find ways for children and their parents to afford col-
lege. This plan cuts over $66 million to the Pennsylvania State
Grant Program. And as the formula was approved last month by
the PHEAA board of directors, we will not reduce the number of
awardees in this particular program. Thus, we will need to reduce
the amount by nearly $400 per student. Between the credit
crunch that puts agencies like PHEAA in a fiscal straitjacket and
now these proposed cuts, the outlook for college-bound students
is bleak.

Mr. President, secondly, I would like to talk about a constitu-
tionally mandated function of providing for public safety here in
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. This budget provides no
funding for a Pennsylvania State Police cadet class. This poses
serious public safety concerns for all of our residents here in the
Commonwealth. To maintain our current troop strength, a mini-
mum of a $10 million additional targeted appropriation is needed
in the State Police budget for fiscal year 2009-10 to address this
critical public safety issue.

Let me just take a second to share some numbers with you,
Mr. President, and with the Members here. The current State
Trooper complement is 243 troopers below the authorized levels.
Annually, 120 to 150 troopers retire each year. Although the
State Police enrolled a class of about 113 cadets this week, which
was funded through the current fiscal year budget, that number
not only fails to reach full complement but also falls short of the
normal annual attrition rate experienced by the Pennsylvania
State Police. Therefore, current unfilled positions and retirements
may well leave State Police ranks depleted by over 300 troopers
by this time next year.

Mr. President, as you know, the State Police have been tasked
to perform mores duties and to provide police services to far
more communities that have eliminated their local police depart-
ments, 19 just this year. It is easy to see how precariously thin
our barracks will be staffed at the completion of the next fiscal
year. An infusion of $10 million would provide for a cadet class
of 100 troopers during the fiscal year 2009-10 budget, which
would nearly offset the expected attrition caused by retiring
troopers and maintain the current staffing levels in the barracks.

Mr. President, for the sake of our students and for the sake of
the safety of our Commonwealth, I urge my colleagues to oppose
this bill.
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Williams.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I guess I thought about
coming to the mike and bellowing about Republicans versus
Democrats, but I am not going to do that today, because I truly
understand that we are a body of Senators, and people look at us
as that. They do not really divide in the manner that we would
think. And frankly, I understand that there are Members on both
sides of the aisle who recognize the Governor's proposal is not
perfect, and they also understand that this proposal is certainly
far from perfect, and that the concerns we all express today are
going to be a part of this record. But never, never, never, never,
never, never do I underestimate the manner in which we operate.

I chuckle as we rush to recognize the hundreds of students
who packed this body today; they are part of a program called
Classrooms for the Future. We zeroed out their appropriation.
And so while we applauded them, I frankly wish they had been
able to watch how government works.

The EITC tax credit, which is certainly a bipartisan tax credit
of which I am a strong supporter, allows children from all across
the Commonwealth to attend schools that they otherwise would
not be able to attend. And certainly, frankly, many times I have
been accused of being a member of another party because I sup-
port it. It also brings those who are in business to the front line
of participating in the next generation of children who will be
educated. The EITC tax credit is zeroed out.

And I guess the most heinous of all considerations - Scotland
School. Scotland School is a school that--and I think many of us
know what it is, but for those who are listening, Scotland School
provides for the orphans of veterans. That means those who have
led and protected this country. It provides a minimal opportunity
and a minimal return to those families who are grieving. It allows
their children to go to a school, it is called Scotland School. The
Governor zeroed out that contribution, and there are many of us
who have taken exception to that. I cannot figure out why this
budget would zero out Scotland School.

There are a lot of things that I see us do in this body, and there
are a lot of things which sort of part themselves on philosophical
considerations, they part themselves on party considerations. But
as I hear us talk, as I see us rise and take the Pledge of Alle-
giance, let me not draw any other minimal consideration. We are
Americans first, and we are Pennsylvanians. Why we would take
and zero out the Scotland School is the most anti-patriotic con-
sideration I have ever seen us do. And for all those who stood
when the Governor did that, for the Members who stood and
said, I cannot believe that the Governor actually zeroed out Scot-
land School, we are doing it again.

Now, for some of us, this is an activity. For some of us, this
is an exercise to get to a bottom line, a place of compromise. But
I want to tell you, for the veterans of this State who have died,
this is not an exercise. For their children who are in that school
today, who are worried that, you know, I will not be here next
year, this is not an exercise. This budget, this activity that we
take up today, you know, it is not an activity for those who are
watching us do it.

And for those who are concerned about the Governor calling
some people names in this Chamber, I do not care what the Gov-
ernor calls me. You know what I care about? I care about what
the people who send me call me. I think that is what you need to
be worried about. All the references to the Governor and his

proposal--we got a bite at this apple. That is what our job is. He
can call me a bum, a nut, somebody who needs prescription med-
ication. I do not care what he calls me. I care about what other
Pennsylvanians are going to call us after we zero out Scotland
School. They are calling us anti-patriotic, and we are. To have
children stand in the balcony, have us stand and applaud them
and then have them go out the door and we zero them out, that is
disingenuous.

This budget not only lacks vision, it is contemptuous. For all
the metaphors about, you know, putting houses in order and
household budgets and all that kind of stuff, in a year where
there are record foreclosures, do not use any more metaphors.
Face reality. Government has a role, and it should have a heart.
We are responsible for millions of people in this Commonwealth.

And so I would like to talk about, you know, we have to bal-
ance the budget, and the Governor has not done such, and all
that. That is nice. Great. I am glad you are saying all of that.
What are we going to do? That is the question of this moment.
What are we going to do? What are we going to do when they
come back and they discover we zeroed out their program? What
are you going to do when you are in a shopping mall tomorrow
in your district, and a veteran walks up to you, just like they did
when I was at the 7-Eleven literally a week ago, and they ask
you, are you seriously considering shutting down a school that
my husband died for?

This is not an exercise. This is not an activity. This is some-
thing that, frankly, people who see what we do here question our
sanity. And by the way, it is not Democratic sanity; it is not Re-
publican sanity. They do question our sanity; and they question
our heart. They wonder why we do the things we do. And so we
can talk about the fact that we have a responsibility to pass, you
know, a balanced budget. Well, by the way, we passed one for 6
years since Rendell has been Governor. And for some reason,
every year, we do the same thing. We say what he is not doing,
and then we pass a budget that is connected with whatever he
says and what we are going to do.

We do not need to do this. We do not need to pass this budget.
We do not need to zero out Scotland School or the EITC credit.
We do not need to zero out the Classrooms for the Future. We do
not need to send that message. There are Democrats on this side
of the aisle who are prepared to say to the Governor, Governor,
you are going too far. You need to rein in some of this spending.
We do not need to do that. But instead, we have now decided
that we use metaphors and similes and all that kind of stuff, as if
it suggests substance to people. It does not. It rings hollow.

Do not lecture me anymore about my household finances
when I do not have a house anymore: Do not talk to me about my
spending habits when I am living in a shelter. Do not talk to me
about balancing anything else when I have balanced everything
I can possibly balance, and I am looking to somebody in govern-
ment to help me. And if I sound like I am a bit emotional, I am.
I have been here a long time, and I get tired of these activities
and these exercises. People are in pain, people are suffering, and
they deserve us to work together to get to a bottom line.

Of course it is going to be balanced. Of course it is going to
be fiscally responsible. And of course it is not going to have frills
and bells and whistles in it. But it sure as heck is going to have
Scotland School in it. I am going to tell you that today. Be it the
Governor or be it the other body, it is going to have Scotland
School in it. It is going to have the EITC tax credit in it. It is
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going to have a way for our children, present and future, our
seniors, our patriots, our people who have died for this country,
they are going to be included in this budget. And if they are not,
I guess we are all prepared to stay here a long time.

I hope that the people who watch us operate today will begin
to ask some very hard questions about have we collectively lost
our minds, to cut out veterans and their children, to allow busi-
nesses not to participate in a wonderful program, and to allow
children to come in front of us, we applaud them, they walk out
the door, and we turn our backs on them. That, there should be
questions about.

So clearly, I am in opposition to this budget, but I want to tell
you, there are thousands of Pennsylvanians who do not know a
single word, do not understand any or much of what we are talk-
ing about, but understand they are going to be up against any
budget that takes the heart of Pennsylvania out.

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

Montgomery, Senator Rafferty.
Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, I rise to support the sec-

ond part of my friend and colleague, Senator Logan, his state-
ment about a constitutionally mandated endeavor of the Com-
monwealth government to provide for the public safety. I was
very concerned when the Governor introduced his budget--and
let me stress that again--the Governor introduced his budget and
showed zero funding for the cadet class of the Pennsylvania State
Police. My colleague from Allegheny County and I are certainly
two of the more ardent supporters of the Pennsylvania State Po-
lice in the General Assembly. And I did not say we are the two
most. We are two of the more. And I know, Mr. President, that
I was very concerned over that and, at a hearing of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, pointedly asked the Commissioner of the
Pennsylvania State Police and his staff why it was zeroed out,
and the answer given to me was that the Governor was going to
obtain Federal stimulus funding money for a cadet class. Now,
that was what was told to us at the hearing of the Committee on
Appropriations.

But not even resting on that or even putting my full faith and
credit on necessarily what was coming out of the administration's
mouth, we have begun the process of legislation that hopefully
will pass both Chambers and address funding for the Pennsylva-
nia State . Police cadet classes in the near future, and I look for-
ward to cooperation with all of my colleagues. And just as my
colleague before me stressed that the Governor initiated the pro-
cess with cutting Scotland School, the Governor initiated the
process by cutting the Pennsylvania State Police cadet class and
is relying on Federal stimulus money. So we will see if those
dollars come through. If not, then once again, the General As-
sembly will provide the safety net to make sure that we have
funding for the Pennsylvania State Police cadet class.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Farnese.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, I rise today in opposition

to Senate Bill No. 850. Now, Mr. President, I understand and do
not dispute the fact that to balance this year's budget, the General
Assembly will have to make difficult cuts. However, any cuts to
government services or programs should be done in a responsi-
ble, reasoned, and careful manner. We must pass a budget that

does not pass the buck on to those people who, at this critical
time, need our help the most.

As Pennsylvanians and as Americans, we are faced with dire
economic conditions. Millions are losing their jobs and their
homes. Many cannot afford to feed their families, afford
healthcare, heat their homes, or even send their children to
school. And I agree that it is necessary, Mr. President, to make
budget cuts where possible. But I simply cannot understand how
slashing more than $1 billion from basic education will solve our
economic problems or help make people's lives better.

The truth is, Mr. President, the truth is that this budget is de-
signed to accomplish two major objectives. The first is to make
a big news hit, and the second is to simply hurt people. The Fed-
eral stimulus package has given us a unique opportunity to im-
prove the lives of our children, the future of this country and this
Commonwealth, with additional resources we are obligated to
use for the sole purpose of giving our children the tools and skills
they need to be successful.

On top of the Federal dollars school districts in our State re-
ceive annually, Mr. President, the Federal stimulus funding will
help to address some of the funding deficiencies that have ex-
isted in the recent past. Bringing this down to a local level, the
Republican budget proposal would jeopardize several educa-
tional reforms which are vital to the School District of Philadel-
phia in its effort to achieve its ultimate goal, which is to provide
better learning opportunities for the children of Philadelphia.

Under Governor Rendell's budget, the School District of Phil-
adelphia would receive $102 million in additional Federal funds,
providing needed funding without having to make cuts to any
other State programs. It will also receive about $121 million
from Federal stimulus funds earmarked solely for the basic edu-
cation subsidy to help close out the, quote, "funding adequacy
gap" in K-12 education that was identified last year by the Penn-
sylvania Board of Education.

But, with the Republican plan, the School District of Philadel-
phia would not be able to expand early childhood programs like
Head Start, which had anticipated adding 500 new slots in the
2009-10 school year. In addition, it would eliminate, Mr. Presi-
dent, eliminate the School District of Philadelphia's Bright Fu-
tures program, which provides quality preschool education for
almost 1,000 3- and 4-year-old toddlers. It would eliminate,
eliminate, the existing extended-day programs that provide extra
time in reading and math for students performing below profi-
ciency levels. The district would have to postpone its plans to
reduce classroom sizes from 30 to 20 students.

Now, this is only a small example of the programs and initia-
tives that would be impacted in the Philadelphia school system
if the Republican slash-and-burn budget were to be enacted. The
Governor's proposed education funding increases are needed to
insure that school districts such as the Philadelphia district are
able to continue the academic progress that they have made in
recent years. The Republican proposal, the Republican proposal,
by contrast, deprives children of a quality education and robs us
of our future.

Quite frankly, Mr. President, it is appalling that in this Cham-
ber, where we place such importance on our natural resources
like coal and the Marcellus Shale, that we have decided to ignore
this State's most precious resource, our children. Mr. President,
we cannot expect to bring ourselves out of an economic slump
by putting educational needs on hold. We cannot compromise
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our children's future and, consequently, our State's economic
future with the Republican-proposed plan that cuts or eliminates
education budget line items.

I strongly encourage my colleagues from both sides of the
aisle to examine more carefully these proposed cuts in education
and take a good, hard look in the mirror and determine, Mr. Pres-
ident, who, at the end of the day, is going to pay. Mr. President,
I know I am new to this Chamber, but I am certain of this one
fact: that we were elected to help people and do whatever we can
to make their lives better. And the Republican budget, Mr. Presi-
dent, does neither.

Thank you again, Mr. President, and I urge an opposition vote
on Senate Bill No. 850.

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

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, no one would argue that the
legislature should not make difficult cuts to balance this year's
State budget. But in tightening our own belts, we must make sure
that we do not pass the buck, the tax-increase buck, back to the
local property taxpayer. And although we are in the midst of very
difficult economic times, it is essential to remember the State's
responsibility to help, not hurt, its number-one industry, agricul-
ture.

I urge my colleagues to remember the following facts. Agri-
culture is more than just 58,000 farms on 7,700,000 acres in our
Commonwealth. It is our number-one industry that employs one
out of every seven jobs in Pennsylvania and contributes $45
billion a year to our economy. The Department of Agriculture
estimates that 1 Pennsylvania farmer provides food for 146 peo-
ple.

I was unhappy that the Governor's budget proposal proposed
a nearly 17-percent cut in the agriculture budget in Pennsylvania.
I was stunned to find out that this Republican budget now before
us, Senate Bill No. 850, cuts another 13 percent on top of that
from the overall spending plan for agriculture. Mr. President, for
months, numerous farm advocates and Democratic and Republi-
can lawmakers have openly and loudly criticized the Governor's
agriculture budget cuts for being too severe, but this budget
makes even more drastic cuts to important agriculture programs
in Pennsylvania. While I am not opposed to carefully and surgi-
cally identifying and making difficult budget cuts where possi-
ble, this budget takes a meat axe to slash agriculture programs
that are essential to our economy and to maintaining the health
and safety of Pennsylvanians.

This Republican plan eliminates funding for our Agricultural
Conservation Easement Program, which makes it easier to pre-
serve our precious farmland. As you may know, Berks County
is first in the State and third in the nation, with nearly 60,000
acres of farmland preserved on 571 farms under this program;
Lancaster County is second, with 52,000 acres preserved; and
York is right behind, with 35,000-plus acres on 225 farms. This
proposed cut means more sprawl, more elimination of green
space, and a loss, sadly, of even more family farms with all the
values inherent in them.

You want more examples? This proposal goes beyond the
Governor's modest budget cut for crop insurance and completely
eliminates the program. This valuable risk management tool
allows growers to afford to insure against losses due to adverse
weather conditions, fire, or disease. Senate Bill No. 850 removes

these protections for farmers and businesses, jeopardizing jobs
along the way.

Mr. President, there are plenty of other examples of how this
Republican budget proposal takes Rendell budget cuts and goes
further. This plan completely eliminates agricultural research and
education programs. When so many are so dependent on new,
cutting-edge technology to improve farming and farm efficiency,
this cut will be potentially harmful over the long haul. Farm
safety programs receive zero funding, as does the agricultural
excellence program. Moneys for Future Farmers of America is
completely eliminated. And when we are speaking about tourism
as a way to generate economic activity and income, I find it trou-
bling that fair funding has been totally eliminated. Our agricul-
tural fairs are heavily promoted and bring visitors from far and
wide to our agricultural communities to learn about the impor-
tance of farming.

We must also be mindful that even when cuts are not total,
they do impact those who need our help. We were able to man-
age a $1 million increase in the Governor's budget for the State
Food Purchase Program to address the needs of hungry people
throughout our State. This Republican spending plan slashes this
increase and makes our ability to help even more folks in time of
need that much more difficult. So as a result, 1.8 million meals
will not be served to hungry people in Pennsylvania.

Mr. President, these programs are critical to the continued
success of Pennsylvania's farming industry. Instead of passing
this bill that cuts and completely eliminates 10 additional agricul-
tural budget line items, I urge all my colleagues to consider what
you are doing to our hardworking family farmers. What signal
does this send about our concern for Pennsylvania's number-one
industry, agriculture, which puts fresh food and milk on our ta-
bles and pumps $45 billion a year into our State's economy?

Mr. President, thankfully, the budget process will now move
along, and hopefully, working together in a bipartisan way, we
can meet the June 30 deadline in a fair and responsible manner.

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

Blair, Senator Eichelberger.
Senator EICHELBERGER. Mr. President, I have seen and

heard some interesting things over the last 6 months or so, start-
ing back in October of last year, when a group of conservative
legislators, including myself, held a press conference here at the
media center and first alerted our Governor and our State govern-
ment that revenues were coming in short in our existing budget,
and that we saw problems developing on the horizon. We were
told then that we were wrong, maybe, that we were crazy, we did
not need to react to that, things would work out, not a problem.

Even reaching further back in history, over the last 2 years
that I have been a Member of this Senate, I have been asking
people, how can we afford to spend as much as we are spending
in the budget? And that is one of the primary reasons that I have
not voted for a budget since I have been here in the Senate, be-
cause we have spent too much. We have continued to spend too
much and get fat and get inefficient and get ineffective and allow
new programs to be introduced this year. Imagine the audacity of
introducing new programs in the midst of an economic crisis, and
that is what we did this year - not this Chamber, but the Gover-
nor. Increased spending of 4.7 percent in a budget that we know
we cannot even meet, that we are going to fall close to $3 billion
behind in our current budget, and he wants to spend more. This
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has been a pattern that we have followed for many, many years,
and now the chickens have come home to roost. The economy is
in a downturn. We do not have any money.

And to make matters much worse, we are looking at a pen-
sion-funding crisis that I do not know how we are going to get
past. In two or three years, we are looking at spending eight
times what we are spending today on our pension contribution,
and the schools are looking at the same. Now, how are we going
to do that? How are we going to do that and continue to put in
every new program we think is fun and nice for a lot of folks in
Pennsylvania? Things that, you know, we have things we need,
we have things we would like, and we have things that we want.
And what I have heard mostly today from my colleagues here to
my left are things that are nice and things that we want, things
that were not in existence a few years ago.

Most of the cuts we are talking about are new programs that
were introduced over the last few years, like Classrooms for the
Future that has been referenced today. That is a new program.
That has not been around since the beginning of time. That is
something novel. It might work out in the schools, it might not
be successful in the schools. But why do we have to continue to
fund every budget line, that once it is approved one year, it is in
perpetuity, that we fund it forever? That should not work that
way. We should be taking very hard performance checks about
every line that we see in our budget, and if it works, fine; if it
does not work, let us cut it.

We have tough decisions to make. I did not hear any solutions
proposed today. Nobody said, we have the answer. Everybody
said, we do not want this cut or that cut. Well, we do not like a
lot of things cut. I am not comfortable with everything that is
being cut in the budget. I would like to see some other things cut
more. I would like to see some things cut less. But, you know,
we all have an opinion in this Chamber--there are 50 of us--and
we are entitled to that opinion, but at the end of the day, we have
to come up with a plan.

And we have come up with a plan on the Republican side. It
is not an easy plan. We are going to take a lot of hits over it, but
a lot of people back home are going to be very, very thankful that
we are not going to raise taxes, that we are looking ahead to the
future, that we are trying to get our way through a pension crisis
that is coming, and that we are not going to borrow our way out
of anything. So we are doing the responsible thing. For people
who think that this is not a responsible plan, that is an irresponsi-
ble statement. We are doing what we have to do today. And we
have to do this because we are planning for tomorrow.

So I appreciate what has been said today by many in our
Chamber, the leadership that has been shown by Senator
Corman, Senator Pileggi, Senator Scarnati, and the folks who
have worked very, very closely on this. I ask all of my colleagues
today to support Senate Bill No. 850.

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

from Philadelphia, Senator Washington.
Senator WASHINGTON. Mr. President, the drastic, short-

sighted cuts of this budget offered by my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle have the potential to bring devastation to our
most vulnerable citizens, our elderly and our young. This is a
budget that cuts welfare and aging programs by $350 million,
including services that provide care for the elderly. These deep
cuts to the Medical Assistance program have the potential to

jeopardize $4 billion in FMAP stimulus funds. Without Federal
and State funds, thousands of Pennsylvanians are left without the
Medical Assistance Program that they have become used to de-
pending on.

The budget also drastically reduces childcare subsidies and
child welfare programs by $24 million each. This will leave vul-
nerable children without access to vital resources that their par-
ents are unable to provide. The $25 million cut to the county
child welfare appropriation will have an enormous impact on a
number of the programs paid out of child welfare, one being
foster care.

Pennsylvania children will be bereft of healthcare benefits if
this budget is enacted. The proposed cuts to the Pennsylvania
CHIP Program will mean that CHIP would be accessible to
24,000 fewer children. Cuts to CHIP also have the dangerous
potential to put valuable Federal stimulus funds in jeopardy. By
reducing State matching funds from the Governor's proposal by
$7.7 million, the State will lose $16.4 million in Federal match-
ing funds. This proposed cut will have detrimental affects to the
individuals that the program was set up to protect, our children.

It is hard to imagine how the architects of this drastic budget
proposal return to their districts with their heads held high when
they are leaving so many to fend for themselves. This is espe-
cially dire in a time when the economy is already badly bruised
by the national economic downturn. So many citizens are look-
ing to this legislature with a critical eye and a hand outstretched
in need. Who will be their advocates? Who will insure that their
needs are being taken care of? I know that in light of the recent
revenue numbers, there will be drastic cuts to close the gap be-
tween spending and revenue, and that we need a budget that is
responsible and cost effective. But we cannot balance this budget
on the backs of children and the elderly.

Mr. President, the budget cuts in this proposal will make lives
worse for thousands and will hurt vulnerable Pennsylvanians.
Even though these are difficult economic times, we must guard
against making cuts that are too deep and too drastic. If this bud-
get is passed, it would be disastrous for the elderly and for child
welfare services, not to mention many other State programs. We
must take the time to reevaluate this budget and make sure that
we are crafting a spending plan that gives a hand up to the next
generation and not a shove back to the failed policies of the
1980s.

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

from Philadelphia, Senator Kitchen.
Senator KITCHEN. Mr. President, as we all know, these are

extremely challenging times, times when our citizens need help
the most, times when our lower-income residents suffer the most.
But how can we ignore the needs of our most vulnerable citi-
zens? This budget proposal calls for hundreds of millions of
dollars in cuts to welfare and aging programs, and I am very
concerned about the proposed cuts to Medical Assistance pro-
grams.

The Obama administration has given us an opportunity to use
$4 billion in FMAP stimulus funds, but only if we also agree to
fund Medical Assistance. By cutting Medicaid programs, we are
playing with fire, and with $4 billion on the line, that is not a
good thing. But more importantly, too many people depend on
Medicaid, and by the way, only 11 percent represent women and
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children. The rest of the dollars go to fund nursing homes, people
with disabilities, and the elderly.

The cuts to child welfare are simply embarrassing. It is unfor-
tunate, but we have children who are abused, neglected, and in
need of a good home. These children need more support so that
they can grow up to be good citizens with bright futures. The
budget ignores this. And our aging residents do not want to hear
that we are slashing long-term care funding. Older Pennsylvani-
ans depend on various long-term programs, from assisted living
facilities to aging-in-place assistance, so they can live happy and
healthy lives. I dare any of us to tell a senior citizen that we have
cut long-term care funding because of a tough year. They really
do not want to hear that.

And finally, I want to address several small but important
funding changes to intermediate programs for inmates. As we
have all seen, our Corrections spending is out of control. It has
gone up and up every year. We are building more prisons and
incarcerating more people. So why are we ignoring cost-saving
programs that help rehabilitate offenders and addicts? Should we
not be raising those funding levels? We can either spend some
money now on programs that will teach nonviolent offenders and
addicts how to be productive citizens, thereby reducing their
chances of reentering prison, or we can spend a lot of money
keeping our prisons well-stocked. We may as well put in some
extra funding for revolving doors, because that is what you need
when you do not intervene and you do not teach prisoners and
addicts work skills and life skills.

So I ask you, Mr. President, why are we cutting services that
people depend on the most? And why are we throwing more
money into building prisons when we could be putting that
money toward helping prisoners rehabilitate and build better
lives. We really need to sit down and reevaluate this budget for
the sake of all Pennsylvanians.

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

Lancaster, Senator Brubaker.
Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, I would like to open my

comments by making a few comments about all 253 Members of
the General Assembly and the executive branch. I personally
believe the Governor loves the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
and desires the best for all of our people. I also believe, with all
my heart, that every one of my Democratic colleagues in this
great Chamber loves this Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
desires the best for all the residents. And of course, I believe the
Republicans in this Chamber love this Commonwealth and desire
the best for the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
But why would we begin to believe that 253 Members and the
people in the executive branch would all look at a complex bud-
get the size of a very thick phonebook and begin to believe that,
in the end, we would have complete agreement on every single
line item? It simply does not occur.

I would like to keep my remarks brief, and I would like to
focus in on agriculture, as I am the chair of the Committee on
Agriculture and Rural Affairs on the Republican side. I would
like to applaud the comments of my colleague, Senator O'Pake,
who also chairs the Committee on Agriculture and Rural Affairs
on the other side of the aisle, and he does a marvelous job. I be-
lieve his comments were accurate and on point, and I congratu-
late him for his articulate communication.

I stated a few weeks ago that I would not support a spending
plan that cuts our agricultural budget so deeply while simulta-
neously increasing overall spending. Unfortunately, our revenue
collections at the end of April showed a staggering and unprece-
dented decline that no one could have predicted. Collections
were down, as was stated many times before, by almost $1 bil-
lion in April alone, creating a budget deficit that is projected to
be $3 billion by the end of this fiscal year. Much like families
across this State who have faced job losses and dwindling pay-
checks, we must show the ability to change the way we approach
our budget.

To put it as simply as possible, we cannot afford to spend
money we do not have. Let me be clear. I do not like some of the
individual spending lines and cutbacks that Senate Bill No. 850
offers to agriculture, but I do believe this bill presents a fiscally
responsible approach to deal with the harsh economic realities of
our times. This spending plan would actually reduce State spend-
ing for the first time in decades.

Senate Bill No. 850 recognizes the current challenges to our
economy and allows us to balance the budget without a tax in-
crease. I am hopeful that it can serve as a framework that will
allow us to avoid placing any additional burdens on our taxpay-
ers. Avoiding a broad-based tax increase is good for small busi-
ness as well as good for farmers, and it is also good for rural
communities that have been hit hard by this recession. As the
budget process evolves over the next 2 months, I will work
closely to insure that our critical agriculture lines and rural lines
are thoroughly vetted and we begin to understand the magnitude
of these cuts.

Given that this is the worst recession of my lifetime, I am
proud to be a "yes" vote for this budget, even though it has diffi-
cult individual lines, and I commit to continuing to work with my
colleagues on both sides to find the right way to ultimately yield
an affirmative vote on this budget in the final end.

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

from Philadelphia, Senator Tartaglione.
Senator TARTAGLIONE. Mr. President, I know that when-

ever we make a budget, there are tough choices and there are
winners and losers. In this very difficult time, the choices are
tougher and the stakes are higher. This plan we are considering
today turns upside down the principle that government should
promote responsibility, equality, family values, and economic
prosperity. It makes greater losses for those who have already
lost much and winners out of those who contributed little.

In this budget, if you are out of work and you need training to
get a new job in a new economy, you lose. If you are a small
business who has stepped up to partner with and help give work-
ers critical skills for vital jobs, you lose. If you are a big business
that has stepped out to hide income in Delaware holding compa-
nies, you win. If you are blind and need the help of new technol-
ogy to get a job, you lose. If you are deaf, you lose. If you are
disabled, you lose. If you are an employer who cuts corners on
safety, you win. If you are a business owner who needs equip-
ment to employ someone who is disabled, you lose. If you know
that a building will not pass inspection, you win. If you are hurt
on the job, you lose.

Mr. President, it is not my compassion that makes me oppose
this budget. Common sense tells me that by wiping out programs
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that put Pennsylvanians to work, this budget is cynical and
short-sighted. Let us do our homework and cut the programs that
do not work, and let us show leadership and protect the programs
that do. We are, indeed, facing difficult choices, but those
choices will become more difficult without the documented suc-
cess of the employment efforts that are cut from this budget.

Our workforce development programs have won national
recognition. We have cut the nursing shortage by investing in
nursing education, and still, this budget cuts that program. We
have created industry partnerships that have become national
models - national models - and are poised to attract millions in
matching funds from national foundations. This budget kills that
progress. Our assisted technology effort has given tens of thou-
sands of disabled Pennsylvanians not just a life, but an opportu-
nity to go back to work and contribute, and this budget kills that
progress. Our job training programs are helping companies join
the new economy so that they can hire Pennsylvanians who lost
their jobs in the old economy.

Ten years ago, we were very last among States in job growth.
Two years ago, we were 36th. Last year, we were 20th. This
budget kills that progress. A vote for this budget is a vote that
says, we cannot afford to reinvest in Pennsylvania's economy.
Mr. President, I say we cannot afford to go back, and I ask for a
negative vote.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Montgomery, Senator Leach.

Senator LEACH. Mr. President, I would like to begin by of-
fering some congratulations to my friends on the Republican side
of the aisle for coming up with a budget. I know it is a difficult
thing to do, and I think it is commendable that they did that. I
also know that the choices we have in this budget are extremely
difficult choices. I have seen, in the newspapers and on the floor
today, people repeatedly talking about how tough the choices
are. Every time there is a cut that is unfortunate for somebody,
what we hear is, well, it is a very tough budget year, and we have
had to make tough choices. And I understand that there are tough
choices.

My objection, Mr. President, is that virtually all of the choices
made by my friends on the other side of the aisle adversely affect
the most vulnerable people in our society. Any tax increase, any
cut to any program, is going to cause some pain. In this budget,
there are Pennsylvanians who feel a great deal of pain and Penn-
sylvanians who really feel no pain at all, but when you look at
the cumulative effect of this budget, it is the Pennsylvanians who
are most in need, who are most desperate for help, who bear the
brunt of virtually the entirety of the savings of this budget.

The Republican budget makes, among many others, the fol-
lowing choices: It eliminates funding for library access; elimi-
nates funding for trauma centers; cuts in half programs for cancer
patients; dramatically cuts Medical Assistance; dramatically cuts
AIDS programs; cuts $1 billion out of education funding.

As Democratic chair of the Committee on Judiciary, I have a
particular interest in some issues that are relevant to that. It sig-
nificantly cuts the Juvenile Court Judges' Commission. After the
situation that we saw in Luzerne County, is that the appropriate
cut to be making at this time? It eliminates funding for victims

of juvenile crime. It eliminates funding for violence prevention
programs. It even cuts 25 percent out of the Office of Open Re-
cords.

Again, I understand there are hard choices to be made, but the
folks on the other side of the aisle have made no choices that are
tough for them, from the perspective of their ideology. For exam-
ple, the Governor has proposed in his budget that we tax smoke-
less tobacco. We are the only State in the nation that does not tax
smokeless tobacco. Kentucky and Virginia tax smokeless to-
bacco. We do not. He proposed a cigarette tax increase. He pro-
posed a tax on the Marcellus Shale reserves. And those would
have raised several hundred million dollars every year.

Where are the hard choices on the Republican side of the aisle
on revenue? Is cutting off poor, disabled people from their medi-
cal care really an easier decision than adding a few cents to a
pack of Red Man? Really? Is putting a dime on a pack of ciga-
rettes really a harder thing to do than closing a library? Is taxing
the Marcellus Shale, which virtually every other State that has
similar reserves does, more painful than telling poor students that
we are abandoning the recommendations of the costing-out study
and abandoning efforts to give them the adequate education that
they deserve?

Taxes are the price we pay for living in a civilized society. No
one wants to pay excessive or burdensome taxes. But often, I feel
my friends on the other side view taxes not as a fiscal issue, an
economic issue, or a mathematical issue, but as a theological
issue, because only by approaching this theologically can you
say that cutting vital services from people who most need them
is easier than, for example, imposing a smokeless tobacco tax.

And you know, the other thing--I just want to respond to a
couple of things that were said by my colleagues during the floor
debate. One of them said, how dare we have the audacity to cre-
ate new programs over the last several years. How dare we have
the audacity, in essence, to try to have new ideas, or think of new
solutions to problems, or think of ways to help people who are in
need? I do not agree with that philosophy, Mr. President.

Now, I just want to make one more general point, which is
that a lot of these programs, even if your goal is to save money,
are penny wise and pound foolish, and there has been some dis-
cussion of that today. For every dollar you spend on early child-
hood education, you get between $7 and $15 back over time. So
it seems foolish to cut that program. Crime prevention programs
are dramatically cheaper than incarceration. A recent study said
that $1 spent on libraries saves $5.50 over time. Cuts in cancer
screening result in a little bit of savings now, but treating
metastasized cancer that could have otherwise been detected
costs a ton more money down the road. We also risk, as has been
mentioned, the loss of Federal funds, matching Federal funds, for
some of these programs. So again, I think this is what the Gover-
nor was talking about when he said we are cutting off our nose
to spite our face. We are actually being--you know, everyone
wants their money to be a multiplier. This budget is actually a
divider in the sense that we are cutting valuable programs, result-
ing in the Federal government cutting those programs even more.

Mr. Speaker -- I'm sorry, Mr. President. That was a remnant
of my House days. I am deeply ashamed. Mr. President, educa-
tion funding, medical funding, public safety - these are core
functions of government. And in order to sort of indulge the the-
ology of we will not find revenues from any source, anywhere,
anytime, no matter what it pays for, no matter how much it is,
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ever," we are giving up our obligation, our moral obligation, to
insure that the core functions of government are adequately
funded, Mr. President. That is not respectful of those obligations.
I believe it would be a deep mistake to take that path, and I urge
a "no" vote.

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

man from Allegheny, Senator Ferlo.
Senator FERLO. Mr. President, good afternoon. I rise to op-

pose Senate Bill No. 850, this so-called General Appropriation
Act of 2009. And let me first apologize to my colleagues for my
comments ahead of time, which will probably be viewed as
decidingly partisan. But the fact of the matter is when you make
final decisions that are of life and death in this Senate Chamber -
the Senate Chamber itself is very ostentatious, a lot of gold leaf,
Czechoslovakian glass, beautiful chandeliers, plush rugs, beauti-
ful artwork; something, as a preservationist, that I would cer-
tainly live and die for, as far as protecting it. But sometimes
when we make decisions in this ornate Chamber, we seem to lose
sight of the men and women whom we represent back home in
our respective districts. There is just something about this room
that lends itself to an effect of being a little bit divorced from the
individuals whom we have a responsibility to represent.

First of all, Mr. President, I think we need to rid ourselves of
any notion that this is a viable and responsible budget document
that makes tough choices in difficult economic times. This
so-called budget document is nothing more than a pandering
political placebo offered to the people of Pennsylvania, which
would allow the Republicans to point their authoritarian fingers
at the Governor, as well as Members of the Democratic Senate,
and to be able to say back in their respective home voting dis-
tricts that they sat up and held the line on a no-tax-increase bud-
get. And that is really what this act and action today is all about.

Talk about cruel and unusual punishment. The document that
we are being asked to vote on today is far from a formal budget.
Every budget I have ever helped to develop always lists antici-
pated revenues, states the tax rates to be collected, and shows
what cash reserves are available, yet much of that remains a mys-
tery. Unless it appeared overnight in some Senate office, I am
not aware of that. An honest budget, Mr. President, a truly honest
budget, both to the Chambers and to our voting process, as well
as to the people whom we represent, would make known the tax
and fee increases that will trickle down to local wage and prop-
erty owners, as well as to businesses big and small, to school
districts, as well as to local governments.

How this spending plan can be passed in this Chamber today
with such drastic, deep, and long-lasting cuts in vital services and
programs is quite beyond my comprehension. This spending plan
ignores the plight of some of our most vulnerable constituents
who depend on government services the most: the poor, the el-
derly, the young, and those with physical challenges, not in need
of a handout but of a helping hand. And obviously, I could go on
and on.

The cuts to the State's Medical Assistance program will have
the unintended--and possibly, for some, the intended-- conse-
quence of jeopardizing $4 billion in Federal stimulus dollars
under the Federal Medical Assistance percentage formula. In
difficult economic times, we all know there is an even greater
need for fundamental human services such as Medical Assis-
tance, child welfare, and childcare, as well as increased adminis-

trative costs, just to make sure we get timely unemployment
compensation benefits and checks out to those who are most
eligible, who may have lost their jobs in this recession and de-
pression.

In these desperate times, the Republican Majority here in this
Chamber is demanding a vote on a budget plan that would cut
these programs by an additional $350 million. Personally, I grow
sick and tired of the vituperative comments from the House of
Representatives' so-called caveman caucus about the State's wel-
fare budget, always with subtle tones of racism and xenophobia.
Let us be clear. The greatest costs in the Department of Public
Welfare budget are for those most ill and without health insur-
ance, even though many of these individuals work every day in
lower-wage jobs, many in need of vital healthcare: our veterans,
who need shelter and reside in State-related facilities; children
and youth from various income backgrounds, including what
many would describe as middle-class economic backgrounds; the
frail elderly, who are living longer lifespans with little support
from families; individuals with significant mental and emotional
concerns, who require public intervention and services. I am just
sick and tired of that kind of welfare Cadillac gimmickery that
some have projected back in the 1960s and continues with some
in some Chambers here today.

This budget plan would take money from programs that bene-
fit our most vulnerable and dependent citizens, our children, with
cuts of $24 million to childcare subsidies and another $24 mil-
lion in cuts to county • child welfare programs. These are
trickle-down costs that will go back down to county operating
budgets. Mental Retardation services would be cut by an addi-
tional $38 million. Attendant care services would be cut by $22.5
million. This is fundamentally wrong. It is fundamentally and
inherently unfair. It is not the children or the elderly who got us
into this deep recession, so why should they be the ones to suf-
fer? And I will not talk about the last 8 years of the Bush admin-
istration and the squandering of both human life and financial
economic resources.

Mr. President, we need a spending plan that makes necessary
cuts and curtails spending, but one that also respects our obliga-
tion to Pennsylvania's most vulnerable citizens - our children, the
elderly, and those with physical and mental challenges.

We need to take a closer look at our revenues and our priori-
ties and craft a responsible budget that keeps those in need of
human services on solid ground. I heard no such planning and
discourse between the two Caucuses, even though many of us
want an opportunity to offer some of those recommendations.
Maybe this is not the year to continue with planned reductions in
the capital stock and franchise tax on corporations, and maybe it
is time that we start taxing $50 cigars and chewing tobacco in-
stead of always whacking the cigarette smokers.

Many of my constituents ask why we are building three new
State prisons for many individuals who are basically nonviolent
offenders, which will cost us $35,000 or more per prisoner per
year to operate, instead of more cost-effective programs that
would work to get people out of the cycle of alcohol and drug
abuse and its association with crime at the community level. If
we have learned one thing from the most recent national election,
it is that our citizens believe government has a role to play. It can
be a part of helping the vulnerable, and it can be done in a way
that is cost-effective and cost-conscious.
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The bill before us today smacks of an attempt to placate the
far right of the Republican party and score political points with
conservatives who demand so much from government but expect
to pay so little for their government. Now is not the time for us
to cut back on the health, safety, and regulatory lines that insure
the safety of our citizens. We really do need to step back and
take another look at whether this approach to government is what
we all envisioned for our future here in our Commonwealth.

To bring the realities of this Republican budget home to my
own 38th State Senatorial District, it would either completely
eliminate or decimate funding for the arts organizations in my
district, public television such as WQED, the Elm Street and the
Main Street programs, which so many of my small towns have
worked to revitalize their downtown communities, bringing a lot
of excitement to the small towns and neighborhoods throughout
the city of Pittsburgh. It would decimate the good work of the
enterprise zones. It would curtail our history museums. It would
affect import programs that have greatly benefitted private capi-
tal investment; movie and film production; tourism initiatives;
the Ben Franklin Partnership, which has created an awful lot of
research and development jobs and entrepreneurial opportunities
in my Senate district. It would adversely affect customized job
training; housing and redevelopment assistance allocations down
to those local municipalities--and they are the ones that will also
get whacked with having to deal with rising revenues; our food
banks; infrastructure improvement grants, and obviously an aw-
ful lot more that I do not have time to outline here today.

You know, another great university professor--I was pleased
with my colleague, Senator Dinniman's comments earlier here
today, and there is another college professor, I think he was
chancellor of Princeton University, Woodrow Wilson, our 28th
President, who said, The ear of the leader must ring with the
voices of the people." I can bet that following this vote today,
this horrendous vote today, that many ears will be ringing back
in our respective districts, and I hope that those voices become
much more clear, much more articulate, much louder, and much
more demanding, so that we can move forward, over the next
few weeks, and really do the serious business, the serious peo-
ple's business, to come up with a budget.

So please, Mr. President, let us confirm that this budget before
us is just part of a political exercise. Let us reject it for what it is,
and let us move on to solving the real budget problems that we
are now experiencing.

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

man from Schuylkill, Senator Argall.
Senator ARGALL. Mr. President, I was in the small town of

Orwigsburg this morning to watch a debate in the House district
which I represented until recently, and a reporter from one of our
local radio stations asked me a question after the debate about
the Governor's harsh political attacks upon us. I boiled down the
facts just like this: This is a preliminary debate. It is a major step
forward in the process, but we all know it is by no means the
final step. Second, the Governor's math just does not add up. We
all know that. The budget he presented to us in February is seri-
ously out of balance. We could not pass it today under the terms
of our Constitution, even if we wanted to. So, number three, our
choice is this: We can cut spending, or we can raise State taxes.

Two months ago, I had the distinct pleasure of facing the vot-
ers up close and personal in the six counties which I am now

proud to represent. And believe me, the people in those six coun-
ties gave me a very clear answer to that simple question, do we
cut spending, or do we raise taxes? They want us to cut spending,
not raise taxes. And the fact that our Committee on Appropria-
tions found a way to help all of our schools and still cut spending
is a major plus.

To all of my new colleagues, I say, please consider a vote
with me today to support Senate Bill No. 850.

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

man from Fayette, Senator Kasunic.
Senator KASUNIC. Mr. President, just 1 week away from

receiving new revenue numbers which revealed a far wider bud-
get debt than anticipated, it is disturbing that we already have a
proposal in place that would cut or eliminate hundreds of crucial
government services and programs. Let us be honest, Mr. Presi-
dent. This budget passes the buck to our local governments. The
questions we need to ask: Are you prepared to tell your constitu-
ents that these education cuts would condemn them to property
taxes of up to 5- to 10-percent hikes and school district layoffs
of up to 4,000 employees? Are you prepared to explain to your
constituents how these cuts would cost us billions in matching
Federal stimulus dollars? Are you ready to tell children, senior
citizens, and working people how this budget proposal cuts
healthcare and other government services at a time when these
programs are most needed?

I ask, Mr. President, has anyone considered the long-term
impact these cuts will have on our small and our rural hospitals?
Mr. President, these hospitals already are struggling to survive.
In just 2 years, hospital margins have dropped 12 points and are
at a new 15-year low. Many of these facilities are on the brink of
closing their doors, and those of us who represent those small
hospitals certainly are well aware of the crisis that our hospitals,
especially in rural Pennsylvania, are facing.

This would cause serious consequences, Mr. President, as
these very hospitals are often a community's largest employer
and, more importantly--and I cannot stress that enough--more
importantly, are often a county's only local healthcare facility.
Hospitals are already facing cuts of a disproportionate share, Mr.
President. According to the Hospital and Healthsystem Associa-
tion of Pennsylvania, these cuts would be disastrous.

Funding for trauma units will be eliminated. Funding for burn
units will also be eliminated. Funding for obstetrical and neona-
tal services will be eliminated. Funding for medical and health
professional education - eliminated. Funding for small rural hos-
pitals - eliminated. And adding insult to injury, Mr. President,
hospitals are still being reimbursed through a system that is
based on rates that are over 20 years old.

Meanwhile, Mr. President, the Federal stimulus program of-
fers us temporary relief by increasing Medicaid matching funds.
This could mean as much as $4 billion in Federal money coming
here to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, but that only hap-
pens if we choose to fund our share.

Mr. President, my point is this: We cannot afford all of these
cuts and all of these things. In a time when many of our rural
communities are approaching or already have surpassed
9-percent unemployment, these hospitals continue to provide
steady employment. But most importantly, and more impor-
tantly, these hospitals provide residents with access to care that
oftentimes can be the difference between life and death. The trick
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is putting the work into fully understanding our fiscal predica-
ment, adequately funding programs that we are obligated to fund,
thoroughly evaluating all of the options and all of our alterna-
tives, carefully studying and understanding the full impact of
possible cuts, and finally, reaching a fiscally responsible consen-
sus which demonstrates our commitment to the critical programs
that strengthen our economy, help working people find jobs, and
adequately care for the most vulnerable among us.

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues to reject this budget pro-
posal and resume serious, serious and productive deliberations,
so that we can craft the best possible budget and spending plan
here in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

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

man from Washington, Senator Stout.
Senator STOUT. Mr. President, I will not be long. It has been

3 hours now of discussing the merits and the demerits of Senate
Bill No. 850. So I am going to bring up a subject that has not
been mentioned here today, and that is transportation. We fo-
cused on the big budget items of education, healthcare, public
welfare, economic development, and so forth, but we do not have
an economy if we do not have a transportation network.

Everybody in this Chamber should know that transportation,
during this budget year, is going to hit a brick wall and come to
a halt, because when we passed Act 44 2 years ago, it was predi-
cated on the Pennsylvania Turnpike producing money out of the
mainline turnpike system and by tolling Interstate 80. We know
that the tolling of Interstate 80 was not approved. So we have not
done anything to make up the loss in revenue, because at this
time next year, it will drop from $900 million to $450 million,
and that is when transportation is going to hit a brick wall, not
only our roads and bridges but our mass transit.

So that is an area that is not addressed in this budget, and it is
a key thing that we need to pay some attention to, the funding of
the transportation needs of this Commonwealth. We have been
putting it off. The last time we had any kind of revenue measure
for transportation was 1997, 12 years ago. So we need to do
something responsible, and that should be addressed in Senate
Bill No. 850.

A little thing that is not even worth mentioning, it is only $15
million, that was cancelled out in this budget, is the money for
the Norfolk Southern and the CSX Railroad to put the corridor
study and gateway study in this area. Right through here in
southcentral Pennsylvania, we have one of the highest-volume
interstate roads and traffic to maintain with Interstate 80. The
best way to reduce maintenance costs and bridge costs is to move
truck traffic off the road and put it on the rail. But we cut that
out, so that is going to increase further maintenance costs on our
systems.

So that is one reason I cannot support Senate Bill No. 850,
because it does not deal with the reality that we have to have
responsible transportation funding for roads and bridges and for
our mass transit system. So I do not support the passage of Sen-
ate Bill No. 850. Thank you.

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

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

Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, I will be brief. It has
been a few hours, and we have listened to a lot of rhetoric. We
have heard a lot of passion. We have heard a lot of advocates for
different parts of this budget. We have heard people characterize
this budget in many different ways. Some said it was to get a
headline. Some said it was to be hurtful. My lesson out of this
budget--and I believe this is only the beginning of the process--is
that many of us are very, very concerned that we are going to
take one-time money and plug it into recurring expenses.

The biggest parts of this budget are education and welfare,
and we are going to take money that we know is not going to be
here after 2 years, plug it into a baseline on an item in this bud-
get, and then, we are going to end up with an even worse prob-
lem than we have now. And I think the lesson that I would like
people to take away from the budget that we are going to try to
pass on this side of the aisle is that we are very, very concerned
that even though we are in very difficult shape now, even though
this budget is a very, very dire budget, if we use one-time money
that is given to us by the Federal government to plug into ex-
penses that are only going to build the baseline of that expense
and be more expensive years down the road, we are asking for
more trouble than we have today. And I think the lesson that I
would like my colleagues to leave with today after we vote on
this budget--and I urge us to vote "yes" on this budget--is that we
are going to face more problems if we try to use those budgetary
practices.

We need to have a revenue funding stream for our expenses.
We cannot take Federal stimulus money that we know is going
to disappear and expect then, in 2 to 3 years, to be able to sustain
that level of funding. It is just not going to work. So while I am
very sympathetic of many of the people who stood up and fought
for programs in this budget, we have to understand that we have
to be realistic about the funding stream we have. And I am sure,
as I stand here today--and I have stood here before on bud-
gets--that this is not going to be the final product.

I have a tremendous amount of confidence in the leadership
in this body on both sides of the aisle. I have a tremendous
amount of respect for the leadership of Senator Costa and Sena-
tor Corman, Senator Mellow and Senator Pileggi. I have a tre-
mendous amount of confidence in their ability to get along, to
work this thing out. And I have a tremendous amount of confi-
dence in the Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
I know he wants to bring this to fruition. I know that he wants to
have a good and positive budget. But we have to be able to bal-
ance it, and we have to be able to balance it with revenues that
we can depend on, not revenues that are going to disappear in 18
months. So I urge that we do pass this process forward.

This is not the final product. We all know this is not the final
product, but I think this is the beginning, and it is a recognition
that many of us are very, very concerned that money is going to
disappear from this budget, and we are going to be left with an
even a bigger deficit than we have now.

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

Allegheny, Senator Fontana.
Senator FONTANA. Mr. President, I rise to oppose Senate

Bill No. 850. Mr. President, I think that every one of us wants
State government to be as cost-efficient and as effective as possi-
ble. We all understand how difficult this budget will be and how
our constituents are struggling to make ends meet during these
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dire economic times. No one in this Chamber wants to increase
taxes, and I am sure we all understand the very steep challenges
facing us this year. All of us know that many difficult decisions
will have to be made. But I am afraid what we do not understand
is that more than ever, this year, we need to dispense with poli-
tics as usual and work together on balancing a responsible budget
by July 1. Unfortunately, the working-together suggestion has
not happened yet.

This Senate Republican budget proposal has cuts that will
lead to local tax hikes and disable and destroy numerous valuable
government programs and services, cuts that will have serious,
serious consequences in people's lives. Worse yet, it will com-
promise our ability to get Pennsylvania's share of crucial Federal
stimulus dollars and would actually hurt our critical attempts to
generate economic activity and produce jobs. When everyone in
this Chamber should be focusing on our own stimulus as a way
to encourage job growth, this budget is actually stunting the
growth of business in this Commonwealth. As the minority
chairman of the Committee on Community, Economic and Rec-
reational Development, let me warn all of us that these proposed
funding cuts would cripple our ability to stimulate our economy
and would make an already dire job market worse.

Mr. President, let me offer a few examples that I notice right
away, and it is important to note that these are cuts that go far
beyond the Governor's budget proposal that has already recom-
mended cuts or the elimination of hundreds of budget line items.
This budget proposal would cut DCED programs by more than
$200 million. This is on top of the $217 million in cuts already
proposed by Governor Rendell's budget, and if enacted, the de-
partment's budget will be cut by two-thirds. That is a total of
$417 million.

Business financing programs would be cut by $60 million.
Those cuts include eliminating funding for the Business Reten-
tion and Expansion Program, the Opportunity Grant Program,
Keystone Innovation Zones, and infrastructure development. The
Industrial Resource Centers have seen an additional $6 million
decrease in the Pittsburgh region. That program has helped 4,000
manufacturers, 122,000 manufacturing employees, has resulted
in a $12 billion output, and has productivity that is growing 50
percent faster than the national average. Manufacturing accounts
for 15 percent of our gross State product and 94 percent of our
exports, yet we are harming an industry that invested nearly $27
million back into the economy last year.

Travel and tourism have also taken a large hit in this budget
proposal. This industry takes modest investments and produces
large returns in economic growth, tax revenues, and sustainable
jobs. It is important to note that our State's tourism industry is the
fourth largest nationally. More importantly, it is the second larg-
est industry in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Tourism has
been one of our State's strongest economic engines, supporting
400,000 employees who earn $10.7 billion in wages and benefits
annually. In 2007 alone, spending by travelers in Pennsylvania
totaled $28 billion. Each of the 4.9 million households in Penn-
sylvania saves $575 in taxes annually thanks to the tax reve-
nue--that $28 billion--generated by the tourism industry that is
being cut.

The widely renowned Ben Franklin Technology programs
will be cut by another $20 million. The program leveraged more
than $433 million in matching and follow-up funding, creating

2,113 jobs this past fiscal year and retaining over another 1,200
jobs.

While not a line item, it is clear that the film production tax
credit is not part of this proposal. I wonder if the $30 million in
revenue to the State that comes because of the Film Production
Tax Credit has been deducted from the revenue estimates. Some-
how, I doubt that it has. But I have no doubt that if we are to
eliminate the tax credit, we will throw away the $30 million in
direct tax revenue, too.

Other notable cuts that have been mentioned are, certainly, the
arts, public television - this budget devastates their budget. And
we cannot remove the very economic engine that has been de-
signed to help us ride out this economic storm. It makes no
sense. Rather than creating a budget to stimulate our economy
and enabling us to merge as a better Pennsylvania, this proposal
is stunting our economy's growth. I believe, Mr. President, by
working together, we can weigh the full impact of each and ev-
ery possible cut, find innovative ways to make the most of lim-
ited resources, take full advantage of Federal stimulus dollars,
and structure a sound, responsible, and balanced budget this year.

I hope, in the next 6 weeks or so, that there is a parade of
many of the residents and businesses of Pennsylvania weighing
in to all of us on this budget, giving us direction on what they
want and do not want.

Mr. President, I urge all my colleagues in this Chamber to
reject this public relations exercise. Please vote "no." Thank you.

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

Senator WARD. Mr. President, I hope you can see me here.
Our leadership has taken a fiscally aggressive approach to bal-
ancing this budget. And if we pass it today--and the expectation
is that we will--this will be just the first step in the process. And
while I am not completely satisfied at this time with cuts in some
of the programs, such as agriculture--none of us like cutting pro-
grams. But the bottom line is that we can either make the cuts, or
we can raise taxes. And this is a very tough year all around.

So there are wants, and there are needs, and this is a needs
year. And I am confident that with that "need" category, we will
be funding what is necessary to the health, safety, and welfare of
our constituents. And if we are able to find the money for the
" want" category without raising taxes, we will probably be back
at the table. But for now, that does not look like that will be the
case, and I am committed--and proud to be part of a caucus that
is committed--to passing a fiscally responsible budget that does
not raise taxes and cuts spending responsibly. Thank you.

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

Senator BOSCOLA. Mr. President, I do agree with the basic
premise of this bill: live within our means, our economy is bad,
cut spending. But in any tight budget, one that entails these types
of cuts, you have to focus on priorities.

Now, it has been said today that we are either going to cut
spending or we are going to raise taxes. I would say to you that
there is a different approach. We know we have to cut spending,
but I would say that this bill right now, as we see it today, does
not really prioritize what I think should be our number-one prior-
ity, and that is economic development that leads to economic
recovery in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
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This is a unique time here. In 15 years, we have never had
Federal stimulus money coming down into any State budget.
And so I would say, on our side of the aisle, that we would like
to use those Federal stimulus dollars in a different way, maybe
redirect them, and talk about some cuts. We need to take a look
at where we cut, where we hold the line on some of our line
items, where we invest our dollars, and especially now that we
have these Federal stimulus dollars, where we should apply
them. It has been said that we should spend these Federal stimu-
lus dollars wisely. I agree with that. But when I hear that we are
going to plug a hole in our Corrections and prison budget by
using Federal stimulus dollars, to me, that makes no sense at all.

When I think of Federal stimulus, I think economic recovery,
economic development, road-to-recovery-type programs, eco-
nomic development programs. But interestingly enough, this
budget cuts some economic development programs such as the
Industrial Resource Centers and the Ben Franklin Partnership
that have proven records of investments that pay off dividends,
huge dividends, down the line. Every dollar you invest in these
economic development programs like the Ben Franklin Partner-
ship and the Industrial Resource Centers pays off. For every
dollar, you get $15, $20, $30 back. And why is that? Because the
Industrial Resource Centers and the Ben Franklin Partnership,
what they do is invest and jumpstart new jobs. They jumpstart
new companies. And they also invest in existing companies to
get the workforce going, to keep them competitive for the market
that is ahead of them, that is now global.

So these kinds of cuts - some of them make sense, but other
ones do not make sense. And I am trying to redirect, in this bill,
some of the priorities that we should be reflecting on.

Look, never before have I seen an economy this bad, and
economic recovery should be our priority and our focus. So in-
stead of the debate being about, you are either going to cut
spending or you are going to raise taxes, I say that we would like
to redirect and refocus some of the priorities that are reflected in
the bill before us today. I know we have to cut spending. I think
everybody agrees with that. We cannot spend money we do not
have. We cannot raise taxes on people who have lost so much of
their own money. They have lost a lot of their investments, their
jobs, and their healthcare. We have to be frugal. We get that. But
we also have to get the message across to every city, every bor-
ough, every township, and every school district that they cannot
keep coming to State government for help, that they have to be
frugal as well, because as Senator Pileggi said, we cannot print
money across the street at the State Treasury.

Now more than ever, we need a budget that focuses squarely,
squarely, on one thing: getting our economy back on track, pe-
riod. This is not the final budget. We all know that. And I am
confident, as we move forward, that we are going to get there,
that we are finally going to have a bill that makes sense and
moves Pennsylvania toward recovery.

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

Lehigh, Senator Browne.
Senator BROWNE. Mr. President, today, I rise in support of

the 12 million people of Pennsylvania who pay the bills, and in
support of Senate Bill No. 850. I seriously and sincerely believe
that, given the difficult economic times, Senate Bill No. 850
honors the challenges currently being faced by Pennsylvania
families and job creators.

Mr. President, during a period of economic retraction and a
corresponding period of decreased revenue potential, the drafting
of a spending plan by any division of government across Penn-
sylvania and across this nation must adhere to two basic princi-
ples to meet the needs and priorities of those who pay the bills.
First, an estimate of revenue potential must, must, be conserva-
tive. This is mandatory because, as we have seen over the past
year, fiscal conditions during economic downturns are extremely
unpredictable. And by being overly aggressive, governments
build false expectations as to what they have available to meet
necessary public priorities. This document reflects that conserva-
tive approach. It does not gamble with potential receipts into the
General Fund during the next fiscal cycle and leaves in place
necessary reserves that we all know, in this Chamber, will likely
be necessary to meet our mandatory obligations in the near fu-
ture.

We, today, are all experiencing what will happen if we over-
estimate revenue potential, whether it is predictable or not: sup-
plemental reductions in 2008-09 program funding, after potential
recipients of this funding all over the State have already planned
and budgeted for it; few further proposed reductions in 2009-10
expenditures, after the administration overestimated revenue
potential in their 2009-10 spending plan.

The Governor has admitted that our efforts need to happen
and, in fact, has done it aggressively himself. But instead of rec-
ognizing that Senate Bill No. 850 is a consistent extension of
what he has already started, he has decided to use his overestima-
tion and our obligation to respond to it as an opportunity to criti-
cize us for attempting to operate under the parameters of the
taxpayers' spending potential at this time. One can only conclude
that his overaggressive revenue estimates for the current, next,
and subsequent revenue cycles of the Commonwealth and his
critique of our efforts to operate within a more reasonable and
accurate means is an effort to build on these false expectations,
as a means of increasing the obligations of the taxpayers at a
period when they can least afford it. The tax adjustments in his
budget proposal may be just a sample of what he believes the
citizens of this Commonwealth should be willing to pay above
their own retracted revenue potential to meet the obligations that
we, the people of this body, set for them.

The second principle is to structure a mix of expenditures and
match that conservative revenue estimate while best meeting our
ongoing obligations. Senate Bill No. 850 accomplishes this. With
an estimated $3 billion revenue deficit over last year's revenue
projections, it maintains, with this $3 billion deficit, the Com-
monwealth's effort to--arguably our most important ongoing
commitment--the basic ed subsidy. The Governor has stated that
this is the first time that this Assembly has reduced our proposal
to the subsidy below what has been proposed by the Governor,
but again, he failed to recognize that his revenue estimate was
overstated by at least the amount of the increase that he pro-
posed.

With a $3 billion revenue deficit, we are maintaining our
commitment to Medicaid, we are maintaining our commitment
to higher education, and we are following the policy that was set
by the President and the Democratic Congress and the ARRA
when they said that States had to at least maintain their efforts in
these programs. They put that in there because they anticipated
that, given economic downturn, we would not be able to increase
our expenditures to these programs any more than that.
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While recognizing that our decreased revenue potential is the
foundation of the reductions and suspensions in this proposal,
and agreeing to projections which create escalating fiscal deficit
in future years, our friends on the other side of the aisle are criti-
cizing this proposal and probably will vote against it. This cri-
tique logically implies another means of matching our revenue
to our expenditures. Will it be to strip our available reserves that
we are going to need in the future, or look to our citizens to pay
when they are least able to? The Governor said that we have
gone so far in the last couple of years, how can we turn back
now? Why do we not ask the bill payers, the people who are
back there now, how they would answer that question.

In the end, the revenue question, the willingness to impose
additional costs on a cost-sensitive Pennsylvania, is the most
significant question in where our differences lie. The Governor
has used his tax proposal as a means to say that what we are
doing is not reasonable, and there are reasonable changes in our
tax code that we can make that do not violate the fundamental
premise that is being stated by the 44th President - that is, it is
not prudent to raise taxes in a down economy.

As the chairman of the Committee on Finance, I would like to
explore this tax proposal for a minute. The Governor has stated
that his tax proposal is reasonable for several reasons. One, it is
targeted and not broad-based. Unfortunately, our downturn is not
targeted. It is broad-based. I dare anybody in this building to find
any segment of this economy, outside of mortgage foreclosure
specialists or credit card counseling agencies, who might have
additional revenue at this time to pay these additional assess-
ments. He is saying it is popular. Well, no kidding. Anytime you
tax the minority and do not tax the majority, that is going to be
popular with the majority. It is the same old adage: You tax the
guy behind the tree and not me. This proposal is not broad-based.
It taxes the minority, so therefore, the polls are going to say that
the majority is in favor of that. It is also done this way every-
where else.

Well, Mr. President, one place's tax is another place's eco-
nomic advantage. For example, the cigarette and smokeless to-
bacco tax. As we know, Pennsylvania is one of two States in the
country that does not impose this. There is no accident that the
reason why our State has thousands of jobs in the cigar and
smokeless tobacco industry is because we do not impose this tax.
Many of these distributors have moved to Pennsylvania and cre-
ated jobs here because we do not impose this tax.

So saying that this is a reasonable assessment and forcing
these jobs to leave the State, which will reduce the revenue avail-
able from this assessment, is ignoring the fact that this assess-
ment will hurt Pennsylvania and many jobs that are here. The
1-percent discount on the sales tax to retailers, this discount was
something put in place 40 years ago as an agreement with our
retailers for being involuntary tax collection agents for the State.
We made a deal that if you collect this tax, we will pay you 1
percent for doing it for us. Now that we are in trouble, we are
willing, unilaterally, to go back on this deal. We are saying, well,
we are in fiscal deficit, so we are not going to keep that deal with
you. We are going to cut your 1-percent discount so we can save
ourselves. That is not reasonable. We cannot use our own fiscal
challenges to go back on deals with the segment of our economy
that is most at risk at this time.

The Marcellus Shale severance tax proposal. This is a new
industry with amazing potential for Pennsylvania. Instead of

looking to cultivate, we are looking to attack. Instead of looking
to encourage investment, we are looking to strip investment from
a new industry. This is a place where we have to learn from our
history. In fact, 15 years ago, we put in place a computer services
tax, a tax that was going to tax the newest industry in our Com-
monwealth. We found out a year later that it was costing us a
tremendous amount of jobs, and 2 years later, we eliminated that
tax. We used to have a cap on interest rates that were imposed in
the Commonwealth, and because of that, we lost a growing credit
card segment of the economy to other States, and we decided to
lift that cap later in order to get those jobs back. We have to learn
from our history when it comes to new industries.

And last, accelerating payments in sales taxes and income
taxes. Who, and what segment of the economy, can afford to
accelerate their payments into State government right now? We
are asking them to take their limited revenue and pay us more,
quicker, so that we can get ourselves out of this hole. It is just not
reasonable. In any case, this proposal raises less than the amount
of the Governor's overestimation in his revenue proposal, which
means that he will either have to double this or other assessments
to give his present additional revenue potential any merit.

There was a comment from one of my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle that our concern over these tax proposals is theo-
logical. Well, that is just plain false. It is an economic argument,
Mr. President. These proposals will have a drastic impact on the
targeted segments of our economy that they are going to be im-
posed on and will cost us jobs, giving our economy less of an
ability to put revenue into the General Fund coffers and less of
an ability to meet our obligations.

Finally, the Governor said that the proposal is not reflective
of what is best for Pennsylvania, but only advances an ideology.
Is that the ideology of the average Pennsylvania family who is
sitting down at the dinner table and sorting out what sacrifices
they have to make with the limited money coming in the door?
Is that the ideology of the small business owner who does not
want to hurt his customers by imposing higher prices and is sit-
ting in front of the computer, running numbers as the best way to
cut costs and stay competitive and continue to turn a buck? Is
that the ideology that we are advancing with this proposal? Well,
if it is, Mr. President, it is a budget that is best for Pennsylvania.

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

Montgomery, Senator Wonderling.
Senator WONDERLING Mr. President, I will be brief, first

of all, to stand in support of Senate Bill No. 850, and second, to,
I believe, reenforce and emphasize for the record, this afternoon,
the statement that I believe I did hear from the Democratic chair-
man of our Committee on Appropriations. And I am paraphras-
ing it from memory from several hours ago, but I believe that my
colleague from Allegheny County did indicate that the other side
of the aisle would be forthcoming with a budget proposal of their
own within the next 2 weeks. And so, if indeed that is not accu-
rate, then I stand corrected, Mr. President.

If it is accurate, then I have already circled my calendar for
May 20, for which I will eagerly await a proposal from the Dem-
ocratic side of the aisle that not only addresses the cuts that they
obviously, as we all, feel very passionately that we would not
like to do during this difficult economic time, and the sources of
revenue and perhaps increased revenue that they will be propos-
ing to fund such cuts. So again, if indeed the intent is sincere, I
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suggest we and all Pennsylvanians circle our calendars for May
20 and see what their proposal has to offer.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, obviously, I rise in opposi-

tion to Senate Bill No. 850, this budget proposal that has been
offered to us. You know, this is, in many respects, a retreat to a
budget and an economic policy and an economic philosophy of
yesteryear. We are going backward. This is a wrong-direction
policy statement that is being put before us. This is a policy
statement, this budget, that represents the views of those individ-
uals who will vote for it and support it. And this is the wrong
direction. This is going backward. This is not moving us forward.
This is not engaging us in a thoughtful conversation to achieve
what it is that we need to achieve to keep the State of Pennsylva-
nia going forward. This is backward thinking.

It is misguided thinking, and it is fuzzy math, also, Mr. Presi-
dent, because while in this document of cut after cut after cut
after cut, cutting this program, cutting this program, cutting that
program, I do not understand, Mr. President, how there can be so
many cuts when this budget suggestion, this document, Senate
Bill No. 850, stands with surpluses sitting aside. In this budget
proposal, there remains a surplus, Mr. President, a $700 million
surplus in the Mcare fund. That remains sacrosanct. That remains
untouched. We do not go after that in this budget proposal. We
do not try to take dollars from that fund to try to minimize the
impact.

But even more important, Mr. President, even more impor-
tant, the fund that was created to get us through these hardships,
that fund that was created called the Rainy Day Fund, that was
created to get us through all of the problems that exist in a diffi-
cult economic environment. The Rainy Day Fund, this budget
proposal, this document, Senate Bill No. 850, decides that we are
going to just keep $750 million in that fund. Now, I do not get
that. That is the fund that was established, Mr. President, so that
when we had difficult economic times, we were to dip into that
fund and spread it across the budget table to try to alleviate some
of the pain.

But in this proposal, in this document, this piece of paper right
here, these 30 or 40 pages, these thousands of line items where
it is cut after cut after cut--and many of my colleagues have run
through the list of those cuts--there remains a surplus of $750
million, and in the Mcare fund, a $700 million surplus there. And
if I could pull all the information together right now, I am sure
there are other funds where there are surpluses that they just
leave untouched.

The problem with that, Mr. President, is that in that conversa-
tion, when you talk about cuts, when you talk about the zero-
ing-out of programs, when you talk about the zeroing-out of
initiatives, it is not just cuts. These are not just line items. There
are real people who are attached to every dollar that is spent
here, and real issues that are attached to it, Mr. President, real
problems that are being solved, real folks who need real help that
this government and this State has, in fact, responded to, count-
less times, over and over again. But when we have surpluses on
one side, we have cuts on another. Those cuts represent pulling
back services, pulling back assistance, pulling back help from
real people. Senator Boscola talked earlier about the significant
cuts that are going into economic development, where we could

revitalize the Commonwealth, where we could find new jobs and
create new opportunities, the progressive kind of economic pol-
icy that we need to be adopting.

But then it goes on, Mr. President. We just received a letter
today from our new school district superintendent, our CEO. It
just arrived, May 6, was faxed to us at 12:46 this afternoon, and
it talks about the impact of Senate Bill No. 850 on the School
District of Philadelphia, but I will go, after eight or nine pages
here, I will go to some very salient points here. If the cuts that
occur in Senate Bill No. 850 become reality, property tax rates
in Philadelphia will have to be increased 64 percent; 64-percent
property tax increases in the city of Philadelphia. Now that, Mr.
President, is on top of the 48-percent increases that Mayor Nutter
has already suggested that the city of Philadelphia resident prop-
erty owners take on. So a 48-percent increase by Mayor Nutter,
then a 64-percent increase as a result of this misguided policy,
Senate Bill No. 850.

But we are not the only community that has to go through
that. Bristol has a 10-percent increase, if Senate Bill No. 850
becomes law, in their property taxes; Carlisle, a 4-percent in-
crease; New Castle, a 42-percent increase; Allentown, a
28-percent increase. If you are a citizen living in Pottsville, that
is a 31-percent increase; or Norwin, that is a 6-percent increase
in your property taxes.

Mr. President, I question the logic of this budget, and I be-
lieve it is too soon to suggest cuts this deep, and so soon after we
just now started to digest the latest revenue numbers from April
that complicated our budget problems. It is estimated, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the expected layoffs of State employees as a result of
this budget will be over 3,500 people. Three thousand five hun-
dred people will be put on the street, out of work. Not only that,
Mr. President, but cuts to basic education would result in the
layoff of almost 4,000 individuals in local school districts, fur-
ther setting back education in Pennsylvania. While we have been
making progress in our education, this budget, Senate Bill No.
850, will put layoffs in place on 4,000 people in local school
districts that will set back the advancements in education.

This budget, as has been elucidated earlier, will put huge
holes in the State's safety net for the poor and those in need.
Pennsylvanians do not want critical services cut, in spite of what
the rhetoric may indicate. They believe that there is a role for
government, a government that meets the needs of hardworking
individuals and also responds to the services provided by un-
der-appreciated State employees. Programs and services that are
already reeling from proposed cuts suggested earlier this year
will see their funding cut earlier, Mr. President, or completely
eliminated.

And sadly, the burden of both balancing this budget and keep-
ing government running through this severe economic downturn
relies on the State workers, the very people whose jobs would be
lost as a result of the deep cuts in general operations lines. For
far too long, State employees have been threatened with layoffs.
They have been threatened with wage increases and a loss of
benefits. They have been on the front lines and in the trenches
doing the work of government, while partisan shots and conflict-
ing philosophies have flown overhead. If we were to enact this
plan, thousands of State workers who provide comfort to the sick
and the infirm, who grant approvals for work, who safeguard our
food and water, who clean our State parks and keep our citizens
safe, will be shown the unemployment line.
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Mr. President, it is important to note that Governor Rendell,
in his February Budget Address, already proposed cutting 350
line items and eliminating 100 or so more. This spending plan
cuts even more deeply into the bone by $1.7 billion, severing
critical programs, stunting our economy, and putting many, many
more people out of work. While we need to be about the business
of finding jobs for folks, this budget proposal, Senate Bill No.
850, undercuts the programs that have worked so successfully
over the last few years, Mr. President, takes the lifeblood out of
those programs, and on top of that, puts State workers on the
street, out of work. And Pennsylvania's economy will suffer.

It is important to add that these kinds of cuts will only swell
reliance on State-funded programs that serve the unemployed,
the uninsured, and the growing pool of families struggling to
somehow make ends meet. To add insult to injury, Mr. President,
Pennsylvania's children are getting the short end of the stick with
this budget. If this budget is enacted, State funding for the Chil-
dren's Health Insurance Program--Mr. President, we are the first
State in the nation that created the CHIP Program. We are the
leaders of the CHIP Program. Senate Bill No. 850, this document
right here, cuts the heart out of the CHIP Program, will force
CHIP enrollment to decrease by almost 10,000 children. The
reduction in available funds from the Governor's proposal would
result in approximately 24,000 fewer children being covered by
CHIP than in the Governor's February 4 proposal.

Either way you cut it, to use a phrase, either you way you cut
it, Mr. President, children lose. The health insurance of children
is lost by this document. Ten thousand on its face, and 24,000
children get cut from the Governor's budget proposal. How can
we, Mr. President, in good conscience, remove any child, let
alone one who needs CHIP the most, a low-income child, from
our CHIP rolls? It is a cruel and unfeeling way to balance a bud-
get. It is a budget balanced on the backs of the vulnerable. It is
intolerable. We owe our constituents more than a fly-by-night
budget, sloppily crafted, that does not look out for the best inter-
ests of the people.

Mr. President, let us go back to the drawing board. Let us
scrap this concept. Let us craft a budget that is responsible and
provides for Pennsylvania's most vulnerable in their time of
need. Mr. President, this is wrong-direction economics. This is
the kind of economic policy that put this nation in the position
that we are in right now. We can do better. Let us vote against
Senate Bill No. 850.

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

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, the former speaker, the
Senator from Philadelphia who just spoke, is my very good
friend. We have chaired numerous committees together in my
time here in the Senate, and of all the people in this Chamber,
there is probably no one I would entrust more with my chil-
dren--or at least maybe his wife, maybe not him--than the Sena-
tor from Philadelphia. That is the kind of person I think he is. But
I am a little hurt that he called this budget sloppily crafted, as the
drafter of this bill, but I guess if that is the worst I have to take
today, that is not so bad.

Let me point out a few things that if the Senator and others
were concerned about, that may make them feel a little better.
Particularly in the area of the CHIP Program, the line that we
have for the CHIP Program is not a cut. It is exactly what was
there 2008-09, what the Governor froze the program at during

the midyear budget rescissions. We did not decrease it. It is not
as much as the Governor asked for, but again, as was stated
many times here, the Governor has asked for, you know, about
$1.5 billion more in spending than he has expenditures to pay
for. So, the CHIP Program also is estimated to be able to support
the caseload that is currently there. So I think if Members are
concerned about that particular program--and plus money that is
coming from the Federal government with some of the changes
there--we should be fine.

The Senator also is very concerned about his Philadelphia
School District and, I believe, a 60-some-percent property tax
increase. Well, you know, the School District of Philadelphia, as
I read it, when you add the basic education formula, the special
education formula, Title 1, Title 2, and IDEA money, the School
District of Philadelphia is going to get $212 million--that is mil-
lion--$212 million more than last year, which represents a
20-percent increase in their budget from last year. You know, if
you need a 62-percent increase in property taxes with that kind
of increase in subsidy from the State, I suggest that you look for
a new business manager. That may solve some of their problems.

One of the other.issues that was brought up was an issue
about using the Rainy Day Fund. And I have voted to use the
Rainy Day Fund here in the past, and my guess is that I will vote
to use it again in the future. This year is different, because we
already have a Rainy Day Fund being used, and it is called the
stimulus, stabilization money from the Federal government. We
have plugged in $2.7 billion of one-time funding into our recur-
ring cost. Now, just so we understand what that means, next
year's budget, in 2010-11, when that surplus is reduced from $2.7
billion to under $2 billion, we will need a growth in our revenues
of 3 percent, Mr. President, just to make up for that loss of fund-
ing from the Federal government. That is not counting any of our
costs carried forward. That is not counting any increases we want
to make in education. That is a 3-percent growth to match the
loss in that funding.

Then you fast-forward another year, Mr. President, and the
rest of that $2 billion will be gone, and we are going to need a
growth of 8 percent of our revenues to match the loss of that
funding. So the problem is, Mr. President, by using even more of
the surplus, you are growing the gap between your revenues and
your expenditures. The Governor's budget, right now, has about
$29 billion worth of expenditures and $25 billion worth of reve-
nue. Does anyone else see a problem there? Twenty-five billion
dollars' worth of revenues, $29 billion worth of expenditures.

Now, we try to make sure that we can grow, reasonably, back
into our budget, and we are going to use the Federal surplus
money, but we want to save the other one-time sources in case
it is still raining after the Federal money has gone away. I think
that is only fiscally prudent. And again, I have voted to use the
Rainy Day Fund in the past, and I will use it, probably, again in
the future. But when you are already having an expansion of
almost $3 billion between your revenues and expenditures under
our budget, then to use any more, I think, would really be expos-
ing yourself in the future.

Mr. President, there are a lot of deep cuts in this budget. You
know, the Governor always starts out every year with cutting a
variety of programs that he characterizes as legislative initiatives.
And every year, we try to get them back in, because we think
that a lot of the spending on those programs is good for the Com-
monwealth. And he never really fights us too much to get them
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back. He says that whatever level he thinks we should put them
in, we will. Unfortunately, Mr. President, we had to accept every
one of those cuts. We could not even begin to put any of those
back that we have supported many years in the past because of
a gap between revenues and expenditures.

You know, one of those the Senator from Philadelphia talked
about was the Scotland School. You know, we have supported
the Scotland School every year, and we were shocked--surprised,
I should say--when the Governor decided to close it. You know,
he has made his case for why it should be closed. As a matter of
fact--I know the Senator was very worried about it--I think he
ought to call the Governor, because the Governor handed out his
surplus property to the legislature, and at the top of the list for
property to be sold is the Scotland School. So the Governor ap-
parently is moving quickly to end this, and if we had the money
to keep it alive, we would do that. But unfortunately, the reve-
nues are not there. We could not even begin to put money back
in that the Governor had cut, because we had to go further be-
cause of the gap in expenditures versus revenues.

Mr. President, this goes across the board. Legislative - we
took a 10-percent, in our operational costs here, a 10-percent cut
in the legislative operational accounts. We are offering to give
back $100 million in legislative reserves to help make this bud-
get work. We do not expect anyone else to take cuts and to do
without when we are not willing to take cuts and do without. I
respect all my colleagues for their passion for the things they
want to spend money on. I have the same passion for a lot of
those areas.

The bottom line is, Mr. President, which is, you know, to steal
a line from Tom Cruise, "Show me the money." Show me the
money with which I can fund these programs. We did not leave
anything left. My pockets are empty. We spent every dollar we
have, Mr. President. I think I illustrated the point of why we
should not use any more of our reserves, so we do not make fu-
ture budgets problematic. If there are suggestions to restore some
of these cuts, because we have discussed how difficult these cuts
will be, then when we discuss the revenue enhancements, we
need to discuss how they play into bettering Pennsylvania.

And you know, maybe they will be able to make the case,
someone, that revenue enhancements are more important than
spending cuts. And I am open to that dialogue and am looking
forward to listening to it. But, you know, we cannot complain
about cuts until we put the spending in to take care of the cuts.
So I am looking forward to that debate. Again, Mr. President,
this is the first week of May. We have 7 weeks before the fiscal
year comes to an end. That dialogue will be, I am sure, one on
both sides.

I am looking forward--I have enjoyed the first few months,
under difficult circumstances, working with the Senator from
Allegheny County as chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. I think we have developed a good working relationship and
will continue to do so, but the important thing that--you know,
our line in the sand is that the budget has to be responsible. It has
to balance not only this year, but also, looking forward, it has to
balance the year after the stimulus is gone. Anything less than
that, Mr. President, would be fiscally irresponsible on our part.

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

Lackawanna, Senator Mellow.

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, there are a lot of differ-
ences between being the Majority Leader of the Senate and the
Minority Leader of the Senate. And one glaring difference today
is the Majority Leader of the Senate had the opportunity of
speaking first, and I can understand that, and the Minority Leader
of the Senate might have the opportunity of speaking last, and I
am not saying last is best in this particular case, but nevertheless,
after 3 hours of trying to endure the discussion that has taken
place, perhaps we are now getting to the point where, shortly, we
will be able to take a vote.

I have enjoyed the debate that has taken place. I think it was
honest. It was real. It was substantive. It was something that had
to happen. But there are also some gross inconsistencies that
have happened right here. For example--and I respect Senator
Corman; I had the opportunity of serving with his dad, Doyle
Corman, who was a very distinguished Member of this body, as
is his son--but I have to point out one little bit of an inconsis-
tency, when he said that Governor Rendell's budget is a budget
that is not balanced. Well, I would like to also submit to Senator
Corman, based on the balance sheet that was put out by his office
at 5:28 p.m. on Monday, that this budget that we are dealing with
here is not in balance. In fact, it is almost out of balance by close
to $1 billion.

Several Members of this body from across the aisle today
have spoken about the importance of having a constitutionally
mandated balanced budget every fiscal year in the Common-
wealth. And I think, Mr. President, I know something about that,
because I have been here for a number of those constitutionally
mandated budgets, when we found out, at the end of a particular
fiscal year, some of the revenue estimates that we used to come
up with a constitutionally mandated fiscal budget were not, in
fact, constitutionally mandated at that particular time. It was not
in fiscal balance, not because of anything that we had done in the
General Assembly, but because of outside forces that had
brought about a turn-down in the economy.

And this particular budget, Mr. President, is a budget that, as
I said, is out of whack by almost $1 billion, as being discussed
today. So how can we honestly discuss proper consideration of
a budget to close any type of a problem that we might have fis-
cally, when we cannot give serious consideration to a proposed
budget that, quite frankly, is not in total balance?

And, Mr. President, one additional thing. To again steal a
quote from the very distinguished Majority Leader, to say that
this budget is balanced--and I am going to steal the quote from
Senator Pileggi--is, quote, "an abuse of the English language,"
end of quote, because it, quite frankly, is not a balanced budget.
Now, having said that, I think there are ways that we have got to
move on.

Also, Mr. President, it has been stated here by more than one
speaker that -- Members have said this is a first step. I have been
involved in a lot of these good first steps, too, Mr. President, and
those people who believe that this is only a first step drank a
little too much of that Kool-Aid and that used to be out there
years ago, because this is more than a first step. This is a track
record. This is an indication of what your priorities are in voting
for a budget. The one major responsibility that we have as Mem-
bers of this august body, all 50 of us, is to pass a budget that
meets the needs of the people who have elected us. So if you
think for one moment that this is a good first step, then I submit
to you that you are in the wrong legislative body, because this is
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not a good first step. This is a record of what your indication is
of how you come down with your priorities with regard to fund-
ing government in Pennsylvania.

And one good example of that, I believe, Mr. President, is the
fact that much earlier today, we had a group of students in the
gallery. They represented 38 school districts in Pennsylvania. It
was Classrooms for the Future Student Capitol Day. They were
introduced by a distinguished Member of the Senate. There were
several school districts from the district of the gentleman who
made the introduction, and there was at least one school district
from the district that I represent.

Perhaps what we should have told these students when they
were here is, congratulations, because you are going to wit-
ness--if you stay here long enough today, you will witness the
execution of the program that has been known as Classrooms for
the Future, because although those 38 school districts were down
in the Rotunda, and they had on display the great work that they
did, little did they know that Senate Bill No. 850 would eliminate
them ever again from coming to the Capitol on a Student Capitol
Day to demonstrate their goods in Classrooms for the Future.

So perhaps, Mr. President, we should have been very consis-
tent in what we did, and maybe I was in error in doing that.
Maybe I should have gotten up at the time, after they were ac-
knowledged, and I should have said to them, well, congratula-
tions on being here in Harrisburg, a place that I have had the
opportunity of serving for many years, but if Senate Bill No. 850
passes the way it has been designed to pass, the money for Class-
rooms for the Future has been eliminated, and you will never be
back here again to demonstrate your goods. Unfortunately, they
left the Capitol, and I do not think they understand what will take
place.

Also, Mr. President, it has been stated that we cannot use
one-time revenues to balance an annual budget, for annual ex-
penditures. Well, for those of us who have been around for more
than a year or two, for those of us who were back here prior to
the days of Governor Ed Rendell, we should be very aware of the
fact that we significantly, in the last year or year and a half of the
previous administration, by former Governor Ridge and former
Governor Schweiker, we used one-time revenues to balance an-
nual expenditures.

We depleted the Rainy Day Fund back in the early 2000s to
go ahead and balance a budget, a budget that did nothing more,
based on those one-time revenues, than guarantee the next Gov-
ernor, whoever the Governor was going to be at the time, be-
cause we did not know, and it just happened to be Governor
Rendell, little did we know, or little did we want to admit, that
those one-time revenues to pay for annualized expenditures,
which were promoted and used by the Republican Party here in
the Senate and in the House of Representatives, basically caused
a pretty significant hole in the budget for the following year. I am
not suggesting, Mr. President, that we should go ahead and bal-
ance our budget strictly by using one-time expenditures, but with
the influx of a stimulus package, it certainly might appear to be
the right thing to do.

And then, another speaker said that we probably would hear
shouting and railing about a budget today, and potentially some
things would be said that may not be quite appropriate or might
be a little unprofessional. But I am very, very happy that none of
the debate on the floor of this Senate today took that posture.
There was nothing here today that was unprofessional, and I

certainly do not believe that anything that was said on either side
of the aisle was railing against a particular budget.

Mr. President, it was also stated--because I have made a num-
ber of notes to myself that I think are important that we at least
put on the record--it was also stated, through a criticism of Gov-
ernor Rendell, that nothing has been done under his watch to
restore stability and to make money available for pensions, and
not necessarily to restore the fiscal stability of pensions, because
I think the pension program in Pennsylvania certainly is fiscally
stable. It is just a matter that there are going to be some contribu-
tions that are going to have to be made by school districts that,
in the last number of years, have not been made. And if you want
a lesson in history, the reason they were not made is because
years ago, the General Assembly thought it was in our best inter-
est to pass legislation to cut back on the contribution made by
school districts, and therefore not give them money, and have
them use the money that they would have paid for the contribu-
tion to the pensions to be able to fund public education.

That was done some 20 years ago, Mr. President, but it is
unfortunate for us to leave this Chamber today and for the record
not to be clarified that Governor Rendell has been very outspo-
ken about what we should do for pensions to try to come up with
the proper type of funding. He has developed various types of
proposals, and even though he will not be Governor when the
rubber hits the road with regard to pensions, and even though he
was not Governor when the legislation passed that caused the
problem with the pensions, he has been at the forefront of trying
to bring to our attention to what must be done to try to eliminate
that potentially detrimental position that we could be facing.

Also, Mr. President, there was a lot said, and even just the last
speaker, Senator Hughes, actually talked about what might hap-
pen with property tax increases to various school districts, based
on the distribution of stimulus money in Pennsylvania. Senator
Dinniman did talk appropriately about the Title 1 money and
how money must be driven through a formula. If any of you had
the opportunity last night to watch NBC News, they talked about
two different school districts throughout the country. They
picked out a school district in Iowa and a school district in Utah.

The Iowa school district was impoverished, and the school
district from Utah was very affluent, because the money was
being driven to those two school districts based on the Title 1
formula in Washington. The affluent school district was receiv-
ing $430-some-odd per student more than the impoverished
school district in the farm area of Iowa, and the complaint was
that the affluent school district did not need the money as much
as the impoverished district, but since it was being driven out by
Title 1 money--and it was stimulus money to put out in the field
so that the stimulus money could start working immedi-
ately--there was little or nothing that could be done.

Well, in Pennsylvania, that is probably also the case, but you
have to understand that if we pass this proposal the way it is,
based on stimulus money and driving it out through Title 1
through various school districts, we have a number of areas that
are going to have substantial property tax increases next year
with the advent of this budget. And Senator Hughes talked about
a few, but I am going to amplify just a little bit more about those
districts. Clearfield Area School District in Clearfield County,
based on Act 61 funding, which we did last year, which is the
full funding for the second year of Act 61, is going to need a
15-percent increase in taxes, or $157 for an average household;
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Steelton-Highspire in Dauphin County, Mr. President, a
19-percent increase, or a $328 average household tax increase;
New Castle, Lawrence County, a place I have had the opportu-
nity to visit on more than one occasion during my career, a
42-percent increase in taxes, or $356 per household, with this
particular budget.

So do not leave here and go back home and say, we passed a
budget, there is a lot of stimulus money in the budget, you are
not going to have to worry about a tax increase. Well, based on
what happens with Title 1, you may be looking at a substantial
increase. Allentown City School District, Lehigh County, a $566
tax increase based on Act 61 fully funded and Senate Bill No.
850. That represents, for the residents of the Allentown School
District, a 28-percent increase in their property taxes. And fi-
nally, just for another example, Pottsville Area School District in
Schuylkill County, a 31-percent increase, based on full imple-
mentation of Act 61, which we passed last year, and that is going
to necessitate, for those people in Schuylkill County, in the Potts-
ville Area School District, a $358 increase per household, Mr.
President.

So let us put the cards on the table. I can understand the desire
to pass a budget here on this particular day in the first week of
May, to try to express what some of the concerns are of various
Members. I have been here for a long time. I know what that
game is all about. I know the game about saying, well, this is
only a good first step, but it is a first step of an indicator of what
your philosophy and your ideology is with regard to doing the
proper thing for the State taxpayer.

Mr. President, there are some very key programs that have
been talked about but have not been amplified on, that are cut
dramatically in this budget, that have really been the things that
our budget has been based on for years, that have helped us de-
velop the proper type of effectiveness to be able to go for a sig-
nificant period of time without having to increase taxes. And this
budget will mute those programs, leaving only scars, Mr. Presi-
dent, and not results.

You know, we are in a global economy, and anybody who
thinks we are not is really fooling themselves. With the global
economy, we have a number of State offices that are located in
other countries that help us with world trade, that give us the
opportunity to sell our goods in marketplaces that are not located
right here in the boundaries of Pennsylvania or in this great coun-
try of ours. And the more that we can export, the better it is for
the Pennsylvania taxpayer, because more people are put back to
work. But what we have been able to do, at least what we think
is taking place in Senate Bill No. 850, is that those global mar-
kets will dry up. We will have scars from those global markets,
because the offices that we have in those countries will no longer
be able to operate in the same fashion that they had been able to
operate in. In fact, many of those offices will have to be closed.
Our marketing will be lost. The marketing of our goods will no
longer be available, and we will not be able to export some very
important commodities for the purpose of keeping people in
Pennsylvania to work.

Tourism development - tourism, next to agriculture, is the
second leading occupation in Pennsylvania. It is the second lead-
ing industry. Those of us who represent the Poconos, those of us
who represent areas that are very dependent on tourism, should
never vote for a bill like this because of what it does and how it
takes money away from tourism, Mr. President. And I could go

on and on talking about the business financing programs that
have been eliminated, the tremendous growth that we have had
in working-class people, to be able to put them to work in Penn-
sylvania. I could talk about all of these things, Mr. President, for
quite a long time, but it is really not going to change one vote on
the floor of this Chamber today.

But, Mr. President, our job--we have all been elected the same
way. Until reapportionment takes place, we are all supposed to
represent the same number of people. We have all been sent here
with the same responsibility, whether we have been here for a
very short period of a year and a half or whether we have been
here for a significant period of time. Our job is to represent the
people who have elected us, and government's job is to represent
the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, not to turn our
backs on these people. Mr. President, regardless, regardless of
what we do here today, we should never turn our backs on the
most vulnerable people who live in Pennsylvania. We should
never be so cruel as to ignore our children, to ignore the elderly,
to ignore the sick, and to ignore the most vulnerable.

And what this budget is, this plan is short-sighted and it is
ill-timed, Mr. President. I can appreciate the hard work that has
been done by the Republican Party here in the Senate, and I can
understand their willingness to try to get done before the end of
June of this particular fiscal year, and I want to congratulate the
Majority Leader, because I think he has done a great job, and I
want to congratulate, also, our two chairmen of the Committee
on Appropriations, because they have worked very hard. But this
is the wrong document, at the wrong time, sending the wrong
message to the people of Pennsylvania, and I ask for a negative
vote on Senate Bill No. 850.

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, we have now heard from 30
speakers over a period of about 4 hours on this bill, and many
good points have been raised, and I think the public who may be
watching this today or in the future should get a very clear view
of what the issue is. It is a very simple issue, as has been said
many times, and I just want to repeat it briefly. We have State
revenues of $27.3 billion. We have made a good-faith effort to
allocate those resources, those scarce resources, as equitably as
we can to insure the continuation of critical, core governmental
functions.

Many programs we were not able to fund because of the scar-
city of resources. We understand the argument that we would
like to fund all of these wonderful programs that we have funded
in the past when we had more available resources. What I did not
hear, though, is how we will pay for those increased expendi-
tures. I did not hear a single speaker stand up and advocate an
increase in the corporate net income tax, or an increase in the
personal income tax, or another specific tax increase that every-
one knows will be necessary if we are going to increase our ex-
penditure level.

So that is really the core issue. And I look forward to a future
discussion, an honest discussion. If there is willingness and an
advocacy on the part of my friends on the other side of the aisle
to publicly advocate for an increase in broad-based State taxes to
pay for a higher level of spending, let us have that honest debate.
But unless there is some dramatic change between now and June
30, we are going to have $27.3 billion to spend, and that includes
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$2.7 billion in stimulus money that will not come back. The next
year, it will be $2 billion. The next year, it will be zero.

So we are taking a long-term, prudent approach. And Mr.
President, I think that Senate Bill No. 850 is a real, responsible,
balanced State budget. It does preserve core governmental func-
tions, and it is the right approach to get Pennsylvania through
these very, very difficult times. I ask for an affirmative vote.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I request legislative leaves
for Senator Williams, Senator Tartaglione, and Senator Washing-
ton.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Mellow requests legislative leaves
for Senator Williams, Senator Tartaglione, and Senator Washing-
ton. Without objection, the leaves will be granted.

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-30

Alloway Erickson Pippy Ward
Argall Folmer Rafferty Waugh
Baker Gordner Robbins White, Donald
Browne Greenleaf Scarnati White, Mary Jo
Brubaker Mcllhinney Smucker Wonderling
Corman One Tomlinson Yaw
Earll Piccola Vance
Eichelberger Pileggi Vogel

NAY-20

Boscola Fontana Logan Stout
Costa Hughes Mellow Tartaglione
Dinniman Kasunic Musto Washington
Farnese Kitchen O'Pake Williams
Ferlo Leach Stack Wozniak

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.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
SENATE RESOLUTION ADOPTED

Senators COSTA, FONTANA, PIPPY, ORIE, LOGAN,
FERLO, ALLOWAY, ARGALL, BAKER, BOSCOLA,
BROWNE, BRUBAKER, CORMAN, DINNIMAN, EARLL,
EICHELBERGER, ERICKSON, FARNESE, FOLMER,
GORDNER, GREENLEAF, HUGHES, KASUNIC, KITCHEN,
LEACH, McILHINNEY, MELLOW, MUSTO, O'PAKE,
PICCOLA, PILEGGI, RAFFERTY, ROBBINS, SCARNATI,
SMUCKER, STACK, STOUT, TARTAGLIONE,
TOMLINSON, VANCE, VOGEL, WARD, WASHINGTON,
WAUGH, D. WHITE, M. WHITE, WILLIAMS,
WONDERLINC^ WOZNIAK and YAW, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 119, entitled:

A Resolution honoring the life and work of Chief Justice Ralph J.
Cappy for his great and illustrious service to this Commonwealth and
contributions to the law.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I rise, along with my
colleagues, Senator Fontana, Senator Pippy, Senator Logan, Sen-
ator Ferlo, and Senator Orie, to offer this resolution expressing
condolences and recognizing the work of the late Chief Justice
of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, Ralph J. Cappy.

Mr. President, it was with great sadness that I received the
news late last week of the passing of the former Chief Justice. He
was truly a son of the city of Pittsburgh, a son of Brookline, a
community in Pittsburgh, who embodied all of the good things
that help make up the city of Pittsburgh that he loved, the devo-
tion, compassion, intelligence, and inspiration. We honor and
remember him today for his life of service to the people of Pitts-
burgh, Allegheny County, and the Commonwealth of Pennsylva-
nia.

Ralph J. Cappy was born on August 25, 1943, to the late
Catherine and Joseph R. Cappy in the city of Pittsburgh. Justice
Cappy earned his bachelor's degree from the University of Pitts-
burgh and juris doctorate degree from the University of Pitts-
burgh School of Law in 1965 and 1968, respectively. Upon grad-
uating from the University of Pittsburgh School of Law, former
Chief Justice Cappy served as a law clerk to the Allegheny
County Court of Common Pleas President Judge, Henry
Ellenbogen, after which he entered the general practice of law.
He later served as an Allegheny County public defender and was
elevated to the chief public defender position.

Chief Justice Cappy began what became a 30-year career on
the bench in 1979, when then-Governor Milton J. Shapp ap-
pointed him as a judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Alle-
gheny County. In 1979, he was elected to a full term on the
Court of Common Pleas. During his tenure as a trial judge, he
served in the family, criminal, and civil divisions of that court.
In 1986, Mr. President, he was appointed by the Supreme Court
as an administrative judge of the civil division, serving in that
position until 1990. And in 1989, former Chief Justice Cappy
was elected to the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, the highest court
in our Commonwealth. In 1999, former Chief Justice Cappy was
retained by the people of Pennsylvania to the position of Justice,
and in January 2003, Justice Cappy became the 56th Chief Jus-
tice of Pennsylvania.

During his tenure on the court, Mr. President, former Chief
Justice Cappy worked to forge a cooperative working relation-
ship between the three branches of our government. Most nota-
bly, this was evidenced by the landmark legislation and the rules
of court addressing the medical malpractice crisis of 2000 and
2003. This work between the legislative, executive, and judicial
branches of government produced a series of changes in the law
and court rules that produced an immediate and very positive
result in the important area of law.

Justice Cappy had the privilege of serving the institution he
loved so much, his alma mater. He served the University of Pitts-
burgh as a member of its Board of Trustees for 17 years. He was
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unanimously elected chair of the board in 2003 and held that
position until his passing. He was also a longtime member of the
Board of Visitors for the school of law, and served as its chair for
12 years. He also served as vice chairperson of that board of the
University of Pittsburgh, and also of the University of Pittsburgh
Medical Center. In fact, in recognition of his devotion to the
University of Pittsburgh and to the rule of law, former Chief
Justice Cappy was named inaugural Pitt Legacy Laureate, re-
ceived the Pitt School of Law's Distinguished Alumni Award,
and in 2008, was named a Pitt University Distinguished Alumni
Fellow.

Mr. President, as a jurist, Chief Justice Cappy brought his
sense of compassion and fairness to his service on the bench.
Having served in private practice and as a public defender, Judge
and Justice Cappy understood the often complicated circum-
stances that brought people before the courts. As such, he knew
that everyone deserved the attention and the openmindedness
that the court was there to deliver in considering their particular
case.

Our Commonwealth will sorely miss the service of this dedi-
cated man. I ask now that the Senate unanimously adopt this
resolution and that each Member join me at the bar of the Senate
to lend their name to this resolution of condolence.

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

Montgomery, Senator Greenleaf.
Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, I also rise to support

this resolution and to honor a great jurist, one of the greatest
Chief Justices that we have had to serve in the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court. He was an individual from the day he went on
the bench, and I have been the chair of the Committee on Judi-
ciary for many years, and I noticed a very dramatic change, a
very progressive change, changes in the court system, changes
in the way that attorneys practice law, changes in all aspects of
the law.

He pushed reform such as lobbyist disclosure, elimination of
race and gender bias, and reduction of medical malpractice suits.
He was the one who came up with a number of issues that have
been nationally recognized in regard to, before you file a suit,
you have to have a certificate of merit so you cannot file a frivo-
lous suit, and that the expert had to be an expert in that particular
field. He was the head of the court when they adopted the change
in the venue so you could not venue shop and have an opportu-
nity to go to a jurisdiction that had, really, little or no contact
with the lawsuit. I mean, those changes made dramatic changes
in both the civil justice system as well as the criminal justice
system.

He was an advocate to update the courts and propelled the
computerization of the State court records. He was very active in
that regard. He was hailed as an innovator in moving cases and
handling the judicial caseload, both as a Common Pleas Court
judge and as administer of that Common Pleas Court, and also as
Chief Justice and a Justice of the Supreme Court. He was also
recently designated and hailed by our present Chief Justice, Ron
Castille, as a great leader in creating programs that improved the
administration of the Supreme Court and the many committees
the court supervises.

The first time that I met him, he appeared in front of the Com-
mittee on Judiciary, and I liked him, but I did not know him very
well. And then, as he was elected to the Supreme Court, I had an

opportunity to work with him, and I was extremely impressed
with him, as I said, both professionally, with the changes and
reforms that he made in the court, but also as a person. He was
the most generous, giving, honest, open person I had ever met.
He was a person you enjoyed working with, a person who got
other people together. It did not matter whether you were Repub-
lican or Democrat or Independent, whether you were from Phila-
delphia or Pittsburgh or someplace else in the State. He was a
coalition maker, and he put all these people together to make our
courts in Pennsylvania so much better, courts that were con-
cerned about the improvement of civil justice and criminal jus-
tice.

And we mourn his loss. His is a great loss to the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, for him not being on that court now or
practicing law or being involved, as Senator Costa said, in the
University of Pittsburgh and his many accomplishments there as
well. We mourn his loss, and offer condolences to his family, his
wife, Janet, and his son, Erik, and his greater family and all those
who loved him and respected him.

The PRESIDENT. On the adoption of the resolution, all those
in favor will please rise for a moment of silence. Staff and
guests, please also rise.

(Whereupon, the Senate en bloc stood in a moment of silence
in solemn respect to the memory of former Chief Justice RALPH
J. CAPPY)

The PRESIDENT. The Chair declares the resolution unani-
mously adopted.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR JOHN C. RAFFERTY

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, it is a distinct privilege
I have today to introduce to the Senate of Pennsylvania the
fourth- and fifth-grade students from Saint Teresa of Avila
School in Betzwood, Pennsylvania. One alum of Saint Teresa of
Avila School happens to be yours truly. It is a very unique privi-
lege that I have to be able to introduce the students of Saint
Teresa of Avila School. I visit with them every year, and I have
the chance to interact with them. They are very interested in
State government, and they are here today to take in the State
Capitol. And very fortunately for us, we are in Session today, so
the Senators have a chance to see them as well. And I ask the
Senate of Pennsylvania to extend its normal courteous, warm
welcome to the students from Saint Teresa of Avila School.

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate join in welcoming Senator

Rafferty's guests here to the Senate.
(Applause.)

SENATE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED

Senators HUGHES, WASHINGTON, MELLOW, PILEGGI,
FONTANA, STACK, DINNIMAN, WILLIAMS, KASUNIC,
BAKER, TARTAGLIONE, LOGAN, GREENLEAF, FERLO,
ORIE, FARNESE, STOUT, EARLL, MUSTO, WONDERLING,
ERICKSON, BROWNE, ALLOWAY and WOZNIAK, by unan-
imous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 120, entitled:
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A Resolution recognizing May 10 through 16, 2009, as "National
Women's Health Week" in Pennsylvania.

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

Senators COSTA, ORIE, WASHINGTON, STOUT,
KASUNIC, DINNIMAN, BAKER, TARTAGLIONE, MUSTO,
HUGHES, PILEGGI, KITCHEN, RAFFERTY, ERICKSON,
GREENLEAF, O'PAKE, WOZNIAK, WONDERLING,
FONTANA, LEACH, BOSCOLA, FERLO, PIPPY, LOGAN,
ALLOWAY, BROWNE, D. WHITE, WAUGH, FARNESE,
WARD, EARLL and TOMLINSON, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 121, entitled:

A Resolution designating the week of May 10 through 16, 2009, as
"Juror Appreciation Week" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator ORIE. Mr. President, I would like to submit my re-
marks and Senator Costa's remarks for the record.

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

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the re-
cord at the request of the gentlewoman from Allegheny, Senator
ORIE.)

Mr. President, I rise today to speak in favor of Senator Costa's
resolution designating the week of May 10 through 16 as "Juror Appre-
ciation Week." We annually do this resolution to bring greater attention
and awareness to the service of jurors throughout our Commonwealth
and nation who help insure that our legal system works fairly and effec-
tively.

The right to a trial by jury is guaranteed by the United States and
Pennsylvania Constitutions. It is one of the fundamental rights that we
enjoy as citizens of the United States. The truth is a trial by jury is one
of the oldest rights we enjoy, stretching back to the thirteenth century
in England, and one that we should not take for granted. The jury sys-
tem works for one reason, and one reason alone - because of the citizens
who take time out of their busy lives to serve on juries, both in criminal
and civil matters, in the courts of the Commonwealth and the United
States.

This resolution recognizes both this fundamental right and the
dedicated citizens who serve or have served as jurors. Serving on a jury
is not always convenient and often means that people have to put their
jobs and their lives on hold. But day after day, people answer the call
to serve on a jury. Their contributions insure that our legal system offers
every person the right to a trial by a jury of their peers. Mr. President,
I ask that the Senate approve this resolution offering our appreciation
to those who serve as jurors. Thank you.

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the re-
cord at the request of the gentlewoman from Allegheny, Senator
ORIE, on behalf of the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator
COSTA:)

Mr. President, every year, the legal profession, as well as the Penn-
sylvania Bar Association and various county bar associations, celebrate
the law during the month of May with a variety of education and out-
reach efforts. As part of that endeavor, we celebrate the participation of
citizens who serve on juries.

The jury system, as we recognize it under American jurisprudence,
traces its lineage back to Henry II, who set up a system to resolve land
disputes using juries. A jury of 12 free men was assigned to arbitrate in
these disputes. Unlike the modern jury, these men were charged with
uncovering the facts of the case on their own, rather than listening to
arguments in court. The use of the jury system as we recognize it was
codified for the first time in 1215 when King John signed the Magna
Carta, making trial by jury an implied right of the English citizenry.

Many English colonies adopted the jury t rial system, including
Pennsylvania, which first included the right to trial by jury in its colo-
nial charter, and later, in the various Constitutions adopted by the Com-
monwealth. The right to a trial by jury was also included in the Bill of
Rights, adopted in 1791. Jury trials in criminal cases are a protected
right in the Constitution and the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Amendments.
The 14th Amendment to the Constitution insured that the right to trial
by jury applied at the State level for both criminal and civil matters, and
a grand jury for serious cases. The right to a jury trial has also been
described as one of the most fundamental rights of a democratic society
because of the fairness and equality of treatment attributed to a trial that
is heard and decided by a group of one's peers, rather than the represen-
tatives of the government.

Over the last several years, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court and
other groups have studied ways to enhance jury service. Various pro-
posals have been introduced and considered that would increase juror
pay, provide childcare services for jurors, and a number of other initia-
tives to make it easier for people to serve on juries. I have been success-
ful in working with my colleagues, as well as members of the judiciary
such as former President Judge Joseph James, on ways to improve the
manner in which we select juries in this Commonwealth. This work
resulted in the enactment of Senate Bill No. 116 of 2007-08, which was
enacted as Act 37. That enactment is intended to expand the jury pools
in all counties so that juries are more diverse by race, age, and experi-
ence, producing a jury that is truly representative of the community in
which the trial is occurring.

However, it is important that we recognize the service of the people
who have served on juries in this Commonwealth and encourage more
of our citizens to do so. Jury service is crucial not only to the particular
trial or matter that a particular juror is called to hear, but to our entire
system of civil and criminal justice. To those jurors who have served or
are serving now, we say thank you. Further, we encourage all citizens,
when called to this important civic duty, to serve. 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 DINNIMAN, WASHINGTON, ARGALL,
BOSCOLA, EARLL, ERICKSON, FARNESE, FERLO,
FONTANA, GREENLEAF, HUGHES, KITCHEN, LEACH,
MUSTO, ORIE, PILEGGI, RAFFERTY, STOUT,
TARTAGLIONE, WAUGH, M. WHITE, WILLIAMS,
WONDERLINQ PIPPY, STACK, BRUBAKER, BROWNE and
ALLOWAY, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 122, entitled:

A Resolution commemorating the 100th anniversary of the first
conference of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored
People.

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

Senators ORIE, ALLOWAY, ARGALL, BAKER,
BOSCOLA, BROWNE, BRUBAKER, COSTA, DINNIMAN,
EARLL, ERICKSON, FARNESE, FERLO, FOLMER,
FONTANA, GORDNER, GREENLEAF, HUGHES, KASUNIC,
LEACH, LOGAN, McILHINNEY, MUSTO, PICCOLA,
PILEGGI, PIPPY, RAFFERTY, ROBBINS, SMUCKER,
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STACK, STOUT, TARTAGLIONE, TOMLINSON, VOGEL,
WARD, WASHINGTON, WAUGH, D. WHITE, WILLIAMS
and WONDERLING, by unanimous consent, offered Senate
Resolution No. 123, entitled:

A Resolution remembering the sacrifices of the brave men and
women in our armed forces as Memorial Day approaches.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator ORIE. Mr. President, I would like to submit my re-
marks for the record.

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

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the re-
cord at the request of the gentlewoman from Allegheny, Senator
ORIE.)

Mr. President, I would like to take a moment to observe what many
consider to be America's most solemn national holiday. Memorial Day
is truly a time to honor the service and commemorate the sacrifice of
those who defend our freedom. That is something that communities
across the nation remember today with heavy hearts and minds.

In ceremonies across our Commonwealth and country, we will
honor the memory and the sacrifice of men and women in uniform, both
throughout the storied history of our Armed Forces and today. It is a
time to honor self-sacrifice and to pay tribute to all those who have died
in wars so that others might live under better conditions and better gov-
ernments. Memorial Day is not about battles fought or a hill taken. It is
about ordinary people making extraordinary sacrifices, and the people
and families whom they left behind. And above all, it is about the enor-
mous debt we owe them.

Patriotism. Duty. Freedom. Love of country. Support for democ-
racy. Millions of Americans fought and died for these words and ideals.
Let us remember their sacrifices, not just on May 25 but all year long.
God bless our fallen heroes. God bless our troops. God bless America.
Thank you, Mr. President.

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

in the affirmative.

Senators KITCHEN, KASUNIC, WASHINGTON, FERLO,
STACK, WILLIAMS, RAFFERTY, FONTANA, DINNIMAN,
PILEGGI, HUGHES, STOUT, TARTAGLIONE, ERICKSON,
FARNESE, LOGAN, COSTA, ALLOWAY, MUSTO,
BOSCOLA, BAKER, PIPPY, BROWNE, O'PAKE,
BRUBAKER and EARLL, by unanimous consent, offered Sen-
ate Resolution No. 124, entitled:

A Resolution designating May 9 through 16, 2009, as "AmeriCorps
Getting Things Done Week" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator KITCHEN. Mr. President, I would like to submit my
remarks for the record.

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

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the re-
cord at the request of the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Sena-
tor KITCHEN.)

Mr. President, AmeriCorps provides Americans with an opportu-
nity to serve their community in many ways. More than 40,000 people
are helping to meet local needs, strengthen communities, and increase
civic engagement through national service projects across Pennsylvania.
Through a network of partnerships with local and national nonprofit
groups, these citizens are tutoring and mentoring children, coordinating
afterschool programs, building homes, conducting neighborhood pa-
trols, restoring the environment, responding to disasters, and much
more. In short, they are getting things done.

Pennsylvania should be grateful for our AmeriCorps volunteers,
who are quietly and with little recognition making our Commonwealth
a better place to live. So I ask my colleagues to support me in recogniz-
ing their efforts during "AmeriCorps Getting Things Done Week." And
I encourage all citizens who want to make a difference to consider join-
ing AmeriCorps.

Thank you, Mr. President.

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

in the affirmative.

Senators BROWNE, BAKER, BOSCOLA, WARD,
KASUNIC, FERLO, ERICKSON, TARTAGLIONE, WIL-
LIAMS, FONTANA, DINNIMAN, MELLOW, TOMLINSON,
WASHINGTON, PILEGGI, KITCHEN, RAFFERTY,
ARGALL, FARNESE, WONDERLING, EARLL, MUSTO,
LOGAN, M. WHITE, GORDNER, ALLOWAY, GREENLEAF
and COSTA, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 125, entitled:

A Resolution recognizing the month of May 2009 as "Melanoma
and Skin Cancer Detection and Prevention Month" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

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

Senator BROWNE. Mr. President, I would like to submit my
remarks for the record.

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

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

Mr. President, as you know, melanoma is the most common form
of cancer in young adults. It is estimated that one in five Americans will
develop skin cancer in their lifetimes, and that more than 1 million new
cases of skin cancer will be diagnosed in the United States this year. It
is my hope that this resolution will promote the prevention and early
detection of melanoma and other skin cancers to individuals in the
Commonwealth. Thank you.
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And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined

in the affirmative.

Senators HUGHES, WASHINGTON, MELLOW, PILEGGI,
FONTANA, STACK, DINNIMAN, WILLIAMS, KASUNIC,
RAFFERTY, BAKER, TARTAGLIONE, GREENLEAF,
FERLO, FARNESE, STOUT, EARLL, WONDERLING,
ERICKSON, LOGAN, BROWNE, ALLOWAY and
WOZNIAK, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 126, entitled:

A Resolution designating May 6 through 12, 2009, as "Mental
Health Counseling Week" in Pennsylvania.

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

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

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

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Alan J. Stock,
Mary Springer, Robert Arthur Stark, Corissa Ann Steimling and
to Zachary Rock Monnier by Senator Alloway.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
George Puhak, the Very Reverend Monsignor William F.
Glosser, Joanne M. Parulis, Jonas Kreitzer, Dawn Blankenhorn,
Todd G. Miller, Stephen P. Vlossak, Sr., Richard L. Nothstein,
Phyllis K. Miller, Christen Jansson, St. Mary's Russian Orthodox
Greek Catholic Church of Coaldale, Bartush Signs, Inc., of
Orwigsburg, and to the Hawk Mountain Sanctuary of Kempton
by Senator Argall.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jay H. Willis
by Senators Argall and O'Pake.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Paul Robert Wilson, Mr. and Mrs. William J. Benedetti, Mr. and
Mrs. Alfred Janusziewicz, Mr. and Mrs. Roy Britton, Mr. and
Mrs. John Matukonis, Chief Gary E. Beisel, Chief Richard R.
Bartholomew, Chief and Mrs. Robert B. Walsh, Robert Schaub,
Patricia LeCompte, Michael A. MacDowell, Richard L. Krawetz,
Charles Prula, Michael Boone, Joseph Plant, Elsie Bensley, Rob-
ert G. Smith, Sr., Larry VanWhy, George Snyder, Carl Puskar,
Robert Besecker, Cathy A. Ostroski, James Heffers, Phyllis
Rutchauskas, Donna Greytok, Andrew J. Kudasik and to Joshua
D. Carey by Senator Baker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to William T.
Hector by Senators Baker and Yaw.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Emrich Stellar, Alex Conrad Kelechava, Trace Patric Silfies,
Ethan James Hahn, Christopher M. Walters, Thomas Kelly and
to Jordan Kmetz by Senator Boscola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Taylor Balch,
Asher Schiavone, Reno A. Remaley, Sharayah Dutt, Joseph A.
D'Alessio and to Courtney Palmer by Senators Boscola and
Browne.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Ron Sherry by
Senators Boscola, Browne, and Wonderling.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Nancy Ehle,
Bill Coles, Wendy Body, Greg Butz, Capital Blue Cross of Al-
lentown, Lutron Electronics, Inc., and to Wegmans of Allentown,
Bethlehem, and Nazareth by Senator Boscola and others.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Tom Brown, Mr. and Mrs. Lee Coringrato, the Reverend C. Da-
vid Godshall, Patricia Ann Klotz, Samir Ashmar, Gail Howell,
Daniel Eric Reinert, Chris Jones, Joseph M. Light, Zachary
Kraus, John C. Timmins, Ryan William Possanza, Hayes Flow-
ers of Bath and to the Allentown Art Museum by Senator
Browne.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Victoria
Rundle, Abbie Sneckenburg, Janell McCarroll, Paul Inhoff, Don-
ald Chunko, Reno Remaley, Devon Miller, Elizabeth DaSilva,
Cody Schmoyer, Samantha Wolf, Ryan Cawley, Jacob Baarda,
Katie Scramm, Stephanie Newhard, Julie Fritz, Kayla Rice,
Kayla Toncik, Rafaela Sarmiento, Kiyana Clark, Vanessa
McNichols, Alexander Morales, Bert Daday, Michael
Schweikert, Vanessa Guevara, Megan Schanerberger, Adam
Abeles, Kristina Skinner, Philip Krogstad, Kevin Fenstermaker,
Justine Rios, Aaron Machado, Justin Benner, Joseph Vardaro,
Wayne Miller, Kevin Gray, Kevyn Faverey, Brent Merkel, An-
dre Anderson and to Jacabo Flores by Senator Browne and oth-
ers.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Clifford Keith, Mr. and Mrs. William Hellinger, Mr. and Mrs.
Clarence Stauffer, Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Groff, Mr. and Mrs.
Donald Martin, Mr. and Mrs. Frank H. Bucher, Robert Jan
Malek, Michael A. Tonkay, Susan Young Nicholas, Harry
Strauss, Zachary Kramer, Charles E. Fitts, Twin Valley Bible
Chapel of Narvon and to the Northeast Beef Promotion Initiative
of Womelsdorf by Senator Brubaker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Vance E. McGuire, Mr. and Mrs. Ronald E. Goss, Mr. and Mrs.
Clair E. Arnold, Master Sergeant Jeffery L. Miller, Garrett Ste-
ven Schwier, Patricia J. Serra, Dominic Anthony Lacivita, Jr.,
Zachary Paul Deering, Hobart Kistler, Kenneth E. Mcllvried,
Jonathan M. Shingler, Alexandra L. Laubscher, Kitty Perry,
Clayton Elliott Dick, Millheim Fire Company No. 1, Capital
Area Moose Lodge 107 of Marysville and to Tuscarora Valley
Elementary School by Senator Corman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Nolla
family of Pittsburgh, Mr. and Mrs. Richard P. Nolla, Rabbi Ste-
phen E. Steindel, the Reverend Joseph R. Grosko, Dorothy
Pisano, Tina Williams Brewer, Norman Hochendoner, Mary Lou
Falce, Seneca Place, Penn Hills Senior Service Center and to the
Senior Companion Program by Senator Costa.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Rita S.
Jones, Dr. Clifford Evans DeBaptiste, Dr. Levi Wingard, Windy
L. Deese, Alonzo G. DeBerry, Jr., Emily Purnell-Johnson, Ethel
Young Closson, Daniel Coll, Aaron Edward Whitehead, Jamie
W. Goncharoff, Sheree Richnow, Morreen Rukin Bayles, Mariah
Fenton Gladis, Shirley Warren, Joan Docktor, Donna L. Urian,
Seleria Williams, Vicki Wooters, Fame Fire Company No. 3
firefighters of West Chester, St. Paul's Baptist Church of West
Chester, West Chester Chapter of the NAACP, Chester County
Women's Commission and to the Immaculata University College
of Graduate Studies by Senator Dinniman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Sandy M.
Griffith by Senators Dinniman and Brubaker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Margaret M.
Kelly by Senators Dinniman and Erickson.
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Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Clayton J.
Wilson, Cheryl Fairbairn and to Zachary A. Kramer by Senators
Dinniman and Rafferty.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. George J.
Cardone, Anna Catherine Walker, Tom L. Mereen, Jon William
Hoffman, Stephanie L. Wolfe, Kevin M. Erb, David J. Gallice
and to Kevin G. Jones by Senator Eichelberger.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to John W.
Messersmith, Jr., Gregory Ian Faber, Timothy Joseph Green,
Michael P. Green, Christopher Thomas Bradley, Joseph Andrew
Galli, Sr., Matthew S. Spirito and to James J. McCann by Sena-
tor Erickson.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Shuman
Juvenile Detention Center of Pittsburgh by Senator Ferlo.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Honorable
Donald Umberger, Beth A. Corcoran, Kathryn E. Secor, Stepha-
nie McNear, Marjorie Berman, Natalie K. Bell and to Knights of
Columbus, Light of Christ Council No. 8726, by Senator Folmer.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Richard Frederick, Mr. and Mrs. Charles Sevison, Mr. and Mrs.
Adolph Blugis, Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Smith, Mr. and Mrs. Paul
F. Sevison, Stefan Eisenhower, Harry T. Watts, Wayne Oberst,
Donna L. Lizotte, Debra Knepp, Joyce L. Folk, Cody Allen
Zerby and to Charles Harold Haney IV by Senator Gordner.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Stanley Stauffer, Mr. and Mrs. Jose Young, Dr. Bucky Clark, Dr.
Karen A. Stout, Sheila Singer, Samuel Nathan Schwter, Brendan
B. Fisher, Brian T. Shannon, Agnes Lyon, Agnes McCausland,
Matthew R. Stone, Martha Bennington, Ryan Sempowski, Greg-
ory T. Fasick, Gary Riley and to the Upper Dublin High School
Boys' Relay Team by Senator Greenleaf.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Vereinigung
Erzgebirge, Inc., of Warminster, by Senators Greenleaf and
Mcllhinney.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Renee Atkins
and to Jason DiFranco by Senators Greenleaf and Tomlinson.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. James D.
Cozzarelli, Dr. Daisy S. Eldaief, Dr. Robert L. Sadoff, Dr.
Thomas H. McGlumphy, Dr. Carl F. Schultheis, Jr., Dr. John J.
Worthington, Dr. June E. Greenspan-Margolis and to Dr. Samuel
S. Lyness by Senator Greenleaf and others.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Reverend
Dr. La Verne Adams by Senator Hughes.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Rudolph Sloboda, Dr. Dawn Edmiston-Strasser, Stella Cervenak
Medlen, Deborah Hull, Aaron C. Wontroba, Clay Lewis
Swenglish, Connor J. Shrum, Douglas V. Sanner, Jr., Andrew A.
Jellots III, Gregory R. Reshenberg, James A. Ross III and to
Nick Seese by Senator Kasunic.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Linda
Eskridge, Nellie Reynolds, Hamick Williams, Helen Bryant,
Sylvester Woody, Rufus Briley, Bernard Lopez, Franklin Gib-
son, Lorenzo McCray, Rosemarie Brundidge, Edward Lester,
Michael J. Beauford, Tinh T. Cao and to Sarah L. Bowers by
Senator Kitchen.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Gary Fink, the Honorable Constance H. Williams, Bryan M.
Ellis, Jonathan Maltz, Judith M. Vietri, Kevin Trigone Lefchak,
Michael J. Stupka, Douglas Shannon, Scott McClain, Ted
Agoos, Darrell Kratzer, Samantha Soldan, Lainey Moseley, Mar-

tin Jay Rosenblum, Susan Stern, Silver Spring-Martin Luther
School of Plymouth Meeting, New Hope Full Gospel Church of
Norristown and to the Haverford Township Free Library by Sen-
ator Leach.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Bishop Paul
J. Bradley, Donald Korinko, David H. Logan, Frank Napoli, De
La Torre Orthotics and Prosthetics and to St. John of the Cross
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Dravosburg by Senator Logan.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Hightower
Scholars, Inc., of Lower Burrell, by Senators Logan and Orie.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Reuben Strawn, Christopher Bober, Johnathan M. Fleishinger,
Nicholas David Lager, Lydia A. Kinney, Maria G. Walker, Joan
M. Connors, Pamela J. George, Matthew R. Johnson, Sandra
Holly, Samantha A. Pollick, Nolan Pratt, Pickering Manor of
Newtown and to the First National Bank and Trust Company of
Newtown by Senator Mcllhinney.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Sean P.
MacGahan and to David Dwyer by Senators Mcllhinney and
Tomlinson.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Paul Francis Crowley, Joseph S. Pochis, Jr., Michael Pennington,
Jacqueline Armstrong, Sean Patrick Gaughan, Patricia Sammon
Meehan, Tyler M. Wilson, Nicholas Stuchlak, Joseph B.
Ehrenhardt, Michael J. Fino, Joan LaBrutte, James Timlin, citi-
zens of Barrett Township and to the nurses of the Oakwood Ter-
race Assisted Living Community by Senator Mellow.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Donald Wasta by Senators Mellow and Musto.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Chief William
L. Howatt, Ryan W. Sickler, Theresa M. Kattner, Susan An-
thony, Ralph D. Richards, Jr., Joseph A. Cowley, Antonino
Farinella, Kevin Burns, Garth D. Todd, Edward J. DeLucca,
Christopher H. West, Mary Jo Hynes, Philip Levandoski, Rich-
ard Timko, Michael Caputo, Jr., Rosemary Curry, Raymond
Calabrese and to Diane Nardone by Senator Musto.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Cory A.
Kercher, Bryan Lee Shearer, Patricia Genova-Beil, P. Michael
Ehlerman, Patrick Nichols Leavitt, Karen A. Rightmire, Gordon
G. Hoodak, volunteers of the Relay For Life of Exeter, Knights
of Columbus, Light of Christ Council #8726 of Sinking Spring,
Exeter Community Library, volunteers of the Relay For Life of
Kutztown and to residents of the Hugh Carcella Apartments of
Reading by Senator O'Pake.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Carl Melle, Mr. and Mrs. William Hilliard, Rebecca Buffer, Rus-
sell S. Hoffman, Joshua E. Cupka, Jake Anthony Weidman, Ste-
ven Alexander Smith, David M. Wilkins, Jacob Baehr, Matthew
James Magdic, Jeffrey Campbell, Brennan McGovern, Colin
Thomas Madigan, William D. Pettit and to the Miracle League
of Southwestern Pennsylvania by Senator Orie.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Gerald Panza, Shanna Hawkins, Jordan T. Hill, Jonathan
Gutierrez, Patrick John Horan, Dale E. Maljevac, Robert L. Fur-
long, Darryl A. Mitchell, Charlene A. Wood, Reagan Houser and
to Unity Temple No. 61, Improved Benevolent Protective Order
of Elks of the World, of Harrisburg, by Senator Piccola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Matthew Rob-
ert Jones, Juanita E. Wortham, Nicholas Denton, Tina Altman,
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Courtney Neale, Benjamin David Sexton and to La Comunidad
Hispana of Kennett Square by Senator Pileggi.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Terrence
J. Kushner, Douglas W. Dennig, Margaret A. Conners, Richard
E. Patton, Roberta Rae Dreon, Michael J. Difrancesco, Max
Lindsay, Zachary Willard, Katie Cushma, Christopher Laster,
Harrison Hull and to Joshua Bowman by Senator Pippy.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Alexander E.
Ftorski, Benjamin Aaron Jarvis, Jared Thomas Brown, Stephen
Tupitza, Patrick Messner, Valley Forge Ambucs and to West
Norriton Township Little League 12-Year-Old All-Star Team by
Senator Rafferty.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Donna Marie
Binns, Gary M. Lightman, Charles Keating and to Cathy
Cipollini by Senator Rafferty and others.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Honorable
Gordon R. Miller, the Honorable John G. Johnson, Richard D.
Croskey, Sean Michael Huff, Eric Knauf, Rodger Klenovich,
James Stokely, Edward James Bardella, Jr., Victor C. Leap, Eu-
gene Lefebvre, Kaylon Smith, Kegan Brown, Mercer Hardware
and to the Mt. Hope United Methodist Church of Guys Mills by
Senator Robbins.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Robert Pesce, Sr., Mr. and Mrs. Harry G. Park, Mr. and Mrs.
Harry Schneider, Molly Stoltz, Charles R. Wheeler, Tyler Peine,
Noah J. Hetrick, Kyle Lewis Freeman, Sheffield High School
Varsity Junior Engineering Technical Society Team and to
Moody's Mega Math Challenge Team from Elk County Catholic
High School of Saint Marys by Senator Scarnati.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Chief Samuel
Gatchell, William G. Flory, John Andrew Retallack, Brian
Shortes, John Paul Ressel, Dean Miller, Tom Kiss, William
Gleason, Gary Metzger, Bradley Anderson, Donald Erb, Richard
Fogie, John Flemming, Donald Palmer, James Zahm, Brian
Glatfelter, Ray Dimm, Kevin Ford, Theodore Will and to James
Neimer by Senator Smucker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Richard
Trzaska, Alison Elizabeth Smith, Mary Caterino, Michael
Murphy, David Rush, Ferro's Barbershop and to Federation Early
Learning Services by Senator Stack.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
George Dille, Mr. and Mrs. William Gump, Mr. and Mrs. Joseph
LaPresti, Mr. and Mrs. Alexander Mares, Mr. and Mrs. John J.
Hoge, Mr. and Mrs. Angelo Cianelli, Mr. and Mrs. Robert Main,
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Dalesio, Chief William F. Lewis, Kimberly
A. Gavran and to the citizens of the Borough of Clarksville by
Senator Stout.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Vance J.
Moss, Colleen M. Sullivan, Gerry Coleman and to Joseph J.
Dougherty by Senator Tartaglione.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Brian
Townsend, M. David Boodey, Stephen Moyer, Kyle Markloff,
Peter L. Ciarlante, Paul Kenneth Baumann, Michael Smedley,
David R. Breidinger and to the Bethlehem African Methodist
Episcopal Church of Langhorne by Senator Tomlinson.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Hackenburg-
Mt. Moriah Lodge No. 19, Free and Accepted Masons of Penn-
sylvania, by Senators Tomlinson and Farnese.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to St. Gregorios
Malankara Orthodox Church of Bensalem by Senators
Tomlinson and Stack.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
William T. Steele, the Honorable Ginnie Anderson Kane, Dr.
Brian M. Small, Christian Kuntz, Lucas Leiby, Ashley Corum,
Megan Breski, Gail A. Potts, An Unger, Michael L. Hope, Ken-
neth R. Shoemaker, Shane Nesmith, Jonathan David McNatt,
Jacob Binner, Kathryn Louise Clark, Samantha McNeill, Susan
Crown, Peter Brunski and to the Cumberland Valley High
School Brain Busters Team by Senator Vance.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Carmel Rocco
by Senator Vogel.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to citizens of the
Village of Norvelt, Westmoreland Museum of American Art and
to the Norvelt Volunteer Fire Department by Senator Ward.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Michael
L. Berger, Douglas J. Wendell, Shirley A. Riley, Brenda
Philmore, Corey Michael Hadley, Ben J. Thomas and to the
Imhotep Institute Charter High School Boys' Basketball Team of
Philadelphia by Senator Washington.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Merle H. Seward, Aimee Green, Jeffrey T. Spence, Jeffrey A.
Spielman, Brandon M. Workinger, Nathan D. Reed, Bobby D.
Reed, Jr., Alex Berwager, Fred L. Sentz, Sean Page, Joanne
Kohler, Michael Bankert, Gloria Bankert, Robert Kohler, Sr.,
and to Jared D. Wagner by Senator Waugh.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Fred L. Sentz
by Senators Waugh and Alloway.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Larry K.
Yarberough by Senators Waugh and Folmer.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Frank Ferrier, Mr. and Mrs. William Bellas, Mr. and Mrs. Tom
Mikesell, Liam Andrew Young, Austin Wayne Rearick, Christo-
pher James Dickson, Justin Stuebgen, Scott Churner, Ed Flan-
ders, Shawn David Mehaffey and to Daniel Maharaj by Senator
D. White.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Fred Thomas, Mr. and Mrs. Sidney L. Courtney, Mr. and Mrs.
Dale Berlin, Mr. and Mrs. Edward Stone, Mr. and Mrs. Donald
Benedict Loll, Benjamin Lowry, Zachary Bronezewski, David
Perrett and to Erik Covert by Senator M.J. White.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Reverend
Dr. Audrey F. Bronson by Senator Williams.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Nick Khan,
Mildred Hamsher, Nathan Rector, Jordan J. Pfister, Sandra L.
Cohen, Christopher Ross Ingalsbe, Steven Kruger, Torrin Birk
Weida and to Gregory Ryan Ingalsbe by Senator Wonderling.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the National
Bank Building of Easton by Senators Wonderling and Boscola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Pentz
family of Emmaus, Amy Germick, Maryann DeHaven, Shannon
Dalrymple, Karen L. Grady, Dolly Maskornick, Gary Evans,
Shelley Daniels, Wendy Fenstermacher, Adrienne Manck,
Angela Uliana-Murphy, Ross Body and Framework/A-1 Towing
of Allentown, Sherwood's for Kids, Inc., of Easton, PBS WLVT-
TV Channel 39 of Bethlehem and to The Charles Chrin Compa-
nies of Easton by Senator Wonderling and others.
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Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
James Rice, Mr. and Mrs. James J. Davis, Mr. and Mrs. Stephen
Raymond Sakmar, Mr. and Mrs. Lewis Lazer, Mr. and Mrs. Jack
McLaughlin, Mr. and Mrs. Robert G. Wagner, Mr. and Mrs.
Donald A. Stringfellow, Andrew Morello, Scott Decker, Michael
DeCort, Lou Naglic, Brian F. Shrift, Dewey E. Adams, Angela
Gorzelsky, Leah Spangler, Sharon Yoder, Thelma Dibble, Janice
Forosisky, Sharele Hatfield, Kathleen Wallace and to Joyce
Murtha by Senator Wozniak.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Robert Welteroth, Mr. and Mrs. Donald Shaffer, Mr. and Mrs.
Donald H. Foelsch, Mr. and Mrs. Richard Simon, Gary Hutchin-
son, citizens of the Borough of Dushore and to the Towanda
Area Christian Outreach Food Pantry by Senator Yaw.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Choconut
Valley Elementary School Youth Athletic Association Archery
Team of Friendsville by Senators Yaw and Baker.

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTIONS

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

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the
late Kenneth A. Longacre by Senators Greenleaf and
Mcllhinney.

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the
late Richard Tomlin, Sr., to the family of the late Karen Graham
and to the family of the late Minnie L. Williams by Senator
Kitchen.

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the
late Marion Wood Kirkman by Senator Mcllhinney.

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the
late Rose Allan Tucker by Senator Musto and others.

POSTHUMOUS CITATIONS

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

A posthumous citation honoring the late John M. Gogolin was
extended to the family by Senator Orie.

A posthumous citation honoring the late Maurice Garrett, Jr.,
was extended to the family by Senator Robbins.

A posthumous citation honoring the late Cay Galgon was
extended to the family by Senator Wonderling.

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES

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

Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, earlier today, we
passed Senate Bill No. 142, and I would like to submit my com-
ments for the record, and also a letter that I have from Commis-
sioner Basil Merenda on some of the aspects of that bill.

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

spread upon the record.

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

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 142 is supported by the Department
of State and all of the 27 licensing boards. It authorizes those 27 boards

and commissions to collect costs associated with an investigation from
a person who has been found to be in violation of the licensing act or
regulation, not including legal fees or the cost of prosecution. Currently,
those costs are absorbed by the licensees of each board. Senate Bill No.
142 also increases the civil penalty for any violation of a licensing act
or regulation from $1,000 to a maximum of $10,000 per violation. Ad-
ditionally, it provides for the confidentiality of documents used for
investigations related to the licensure boards within the Department of
State, requiring employees and agents to sign a confidentiality affidavit
to protect the confidential information.

This is the second Session that the Senate is considering this issue,
which had previously been passed in the Senate but was defeated in the
House at the end of the last Session. Thank you, Mr. President.

(The following letter was made part of the record at the re-
quest of the gentleman from Bucks, Senator TOMLINSON:)

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

BUREAU OF PROFESSIONAL AND OCCUPATIONAL AFFAIRS
P.O. BOX 2649

Harrisburg, PA 17105-2649

March 9, 2009

Honorable Robert M. Tomlinson, Chairman
Consumer Protection and Professional Licensure Committee
362 Capitol Building
Senate Box 203006
Harrisburg, PA 17120-3006

Dear Chairman Tomlinson:

The Bureau of Professional and Occupational Affairs (BPOA)
recognizes that it is in the best interest of the public and the timeshare
profession that advertisements contain clear and truthful information.
It is the general policy of the State Real Estate Commission to review
and adjudicate only representative samples of mass mailings of the
same document where a complaint has been filed and it has been al-
leged that the public trust has been violated due to false, misleading or
fraudulent information. The passage of Senate Bill 142 will not change
that policy.

Throughout the years, BPOA has reviewed and prosecuted mislead-
ing and untruthful mass mailing advertisements on a case-by-case basis,
choosing to bring formal charges on sufficient evidence of any such
misrepresentation in specific sample mailings. BPOA generally would
not level a separate count or charge of misleading and untruthful adver-
tising against a licensee for each mailing of the same document when-
ever a complaint has been filed that alleges false, misleading or fraudu-
lent information has been provided in a mass mailing of a timeshare
advertisement. BPOA recognizes that SB 142 will in no way change
that policy.

Sincerely,

BASIL L. MERENDA
Commissioner

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

Senator FERLO. Mr. President, I know the hour is late, and
I certainly want to get to driving to Pittsburgh, so I will try"tq
make some brief comments about a very important upcoming
series of public hearings. As you and all of our colleagues are
well aware, the harsh reality of the preliminary budget offered by
our Governor unfortunately had serious cuts in a number of pro-
grams. One program in particular is the annual budget of the
Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission. As the Dem-
ocratic appointee to that commission, I very proudly served for
the last few years. It is a very exciting organization.
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I know that everybody in this Chamber represents communi-
ties that have historical and cultural amenities within their re-
spective counties, and all of us care very deeply about the his-
tory, the archives, the archeological artifacts, you name it. I think
we all care about the historical marker program, the various his-
tory museum grants, et cetera, et cetera.

The staff had prepared a preliminary document that they re-
leased in March of 2009 that talks about a longer-range
sustainability to recognize these cultural and museum assets
throughout the Pennsylvania Commonwealth, and the possibility
that in order to preserve and protect, if not enhance, some of
those museum facilities, there may indeed be the need for new
levels of cooperation and collaboration with other stakeholders
in these respective communities.

I know in my community in the city of Pittsburgh, Senator
Fontana and I both are very concerned about any notion of either
closing or curtailing or reducing the presence of the Fort Pitt
Museum. The Fort Pitt Museum, as the President is aware, is
located in downtown Point State Park in Pittsburgh and interprets
the strategic importance of the forks of the Ohio. This was a
period, obviously, during the French and Indian War, and the
park itself has undergone a multimillion-dollar renovation and is
still a work in progress.

In order to have the public weigh in on the sustainability re-
port, there will be a series of public hearings. Beginning on
Thursday, May 14, in Pittsburgh City Council Chambers at 9:30
a.m., there will be a public meeting. There are some scheduled
speakers. The Heinz Regional History Center has offered a very
exciting proposal regarding the potential operation and collabora-
tion with the commission on the expansion and operation of the
Fort Pitt Museum. There is the Friends of the Fort Pitt Museum,
a group that has a long-held fiduciary trust and has been very
vocal about the stewardship of the Fort Pitt Museum. And there
are others in the general public who want to speak out about any
curtailment of programs and services of the commission itself. If
you are interested in speaking, you can contact the Pennsylvania
Historical and Museum Commission. You can also contact my
office or visit my Web site, www.senatorferlo.com. But Thurs-
day, May 14, is a very important community public hearing with
the commission members, the staff, and the public on the future
of the Fort Pitt Museum.

As well, on Thursday, May 14, this is a concern involving
Flagship Niagara. There will be a public meeting up in Erie,
Pennsylvania. I believe Senator Earll has offered to help chair
that proceeding, to her credit. This is an issue of a possible clos-
ing or reduction of the presence of the flagship as it sets sail on
Lake Erie. That public hearing is Thursday, May 14, 6 p.m., in
the evening.

Brandywine Battlefield, another important facility in Dela-
ware County, Mr. President. Monday, May 18, 6 p.m., another
public hearing on the future of Brandywine Battlefield. Wednes-
day, May 27, 7 p.m., involving the Bushy Run Battlefield in
Jeannette, Pennsylvania. Thursday, June 4, 6 p.m., in Berks
County, a public hearing involving the Conrad Weiser facility
and institution. This is an early German immigrant who was very
vital in interpretive relationships with the Indian community and
populations in the early formation of our Commonwealth.

So again, I just want to draw attention, Mr. President, to these
very vital public hearings. The commission is very dear to my
heart, as a strong preservationist and an ardent supporter of all of

their facilities. They will be possibly having to bear a significant
cut. That still remains to be seen between now and our final bud-
get. There may be upwards of 30 to 40 employees adversely
affected. We do not want to lose any of our cherished collections
and all the important cultural institutions that make up the mu-
seum amenities. So again, I just want to draw attention to these
very important public hearings and encourage the public to get
out and speak, and let us be creative and find new, collaborative
ways to preserve, protect, and enhance our history for future
generations.

Thank you, Mr. President.

HOUSE MESSAGE

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the Sen-
ate that the House has concurred in the resolution from the Sen-
ate, entitled:

Weekly recess.

RECESS

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
now recess until Monday, June 1, 2009, at 1 p.m., Eastern Day-
light Saving Time.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate recessed at 3:42 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.

http://www.senatorferlo.com

