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SENATE
TUESDAY, July 7, 2009

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

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

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend Dr. PAUL GEHRIS, of American
Baptist Churches - U.S.A., Shermans Dale, offered the following
prayer:

Let us pray.
Almighty and eternal God, we offer gratitude for Your calling

the creation from stillness to vibrancy and making humanity in
Your image, and for Your love, which sustains us as we make
space for You in the depths of our beings and in the expanse of
our earth. We give thanks for the gift, and the gifts of life, and
the opportunities of this day.

May Your blessing be felt by this upper Chamber of our Com-
monwealth. Grant Members and staff strength and sense to be
diligent in their stewardship for district and the whole State. May
ardor for each one's ideas include openness to those of others.
May certitude exclude arrogance. May courage and tenacity be
joined by wisdom. May all be opened to Your presence in their
comings in and goings out. Help all be knit together in the ongo-
ing search for the best for our beloved Commonwealth. Amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Gehris, who is
the guest today of Senator Corman.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR

NOMINATIONS REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com-
munications in writing from His Excellency, the Governor of the
Commonwealth, which were read as follows and referred to the
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations:

MEMBER OF THE CONSTABLES'
EDUCATION AND TRAINING BOARD

July 7, 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 Harry C. Walsh, 1415
Freemont Street, McKeesport 15132, Allegheny County, Forty-fifth
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Constables'
Education and Training Board, to serve for a term of three years and
until his successor is appointed and qualified, vice The Honorable
Charles G Benhayon, Levittown, whose term expired.

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE

July 7, 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, Ethan T. Ward, 279 Shaler Road,
West Alexander 15376, Washington County, Forty-sixth Senatorial
District, for appointment as Magisterial District Judge, in and for the
County of Washington, Magisterial District 27-3-10, to serve until the
first Monday of January 2010, vice Jay H. Dutton, mandatory retire-
ment.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

RECALL COMMUNICATION
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com-
munication in writing from His Excellency, the Governor of the
Commonwealth, which was read as follows and referred to the
Committee on Rules and Executive Nominations:

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 7, 2009

To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania:
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In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gover-
nor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated
April 22, 2009, for the reappointment of Guido M. Pichini, 24 Upland
Road, Wyomissing Hills 19609, Berks County, Forty-eighth Senatorial
District, as a member of the Board of Governors of the State System of
Higher Education, to serve until December 31, 2012, and until his suc-
cessor is appointed and qualified.

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of
nomination on the premises.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

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

Senator MELLOW asked and obtained a military leave of
absence, pursuant to Senate Rule XXI(3), for Senator STACK.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. The Journal of the Session of June 25,
2009, is now in print.

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the Session of
June 25, 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-48

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

NAY-0

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

The PRESIDENT. The Journal is approved.

GUEST OF SENATOR JAKE CORMAN
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

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

Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, you know you have been
here a little too long when you start introducing the offspring of
your staff, who are now working for you as well. I had the good
fortune when I was chairman of the Committee on Health and
Welfare to employ Scott Johnson as my executive director for 2

years. Scott has since retired, and this year, I have had the great
pleasure of employing his daughter, Rachel, as my intern here in
my Harrisburg office.

This fall, Rachel will be a senior at Penn State University, that
used-to-be-public school here in central Pennsylvania. She is a
political science major and a history minor, and she hopes to
move to Washington, D.C., after graduation, and plans on attend-
ing law school. So it looks like she will be going after her father's
retirement for some time. Rachel has been a great asset to my
office--a constituent of Senator Piccola--and I wanted to take the
time to introduce Rachel here on the Senate floor today.

The PRESIDENT. Would the guest of Senator Corman please
rise to be welcomed by the Senate.

(Applause.)

RECESS

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a recess of the
Senate for the purpose of a Republican caucus to be held in the
Majority Caucus Room immediately. I expect the caucus to last
approximately 1 hour.

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

Senator O'PAKE. Mr. President, I ask Democrats to report to
our caucus room immediately.

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

AFTER RECESS

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

DISCHARGE PETITION

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com-
munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

July 7, 2009

A PETITION

To place before the Senate the nomination of Guido M. Pichini as a
member of the Board of Governors of the State System of Higher Edu-
cation.

TO: The Presiding Officer of the Senate:

WE, The undersigned members of the Senate, pursuant to section
8(b) of Article IV of the Constitution of Pennsylvania, do hereby re-
quest that you place the nomination of Guido M. Pichini, Wyomissing
Hills, Pennsylvania, as [data missing] Board of Governors of the State
System of Higher Education, before the entire Senate body for a vote,
the nomination not having been voted upon within 15 legislative days:

Robert D. Robbins
Joseph B. Scarnati III
Dominic F. Pileggi
Jane C. One
Michael L. Waugh

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



YEA-48

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

BILL ON CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS

SB 33 (Pr. No. 1230) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320),
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, further providing for powers
and duties of the Secretary of the Commonwealth, for Voting Standards
Development Board and for restrictions on alteration of boundaries of
election districts.

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

to Senate Bill No. 33?

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
concur in the amendments made by the House to Senate Bill No.
33.

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

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

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 inform the House of
Representatives accordingly.

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL OVER IN ORDER

HB 92 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

HB 262 (Pr. No. 1776) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act regulating prescribed burning practices; providing for the
powers and duties of the Department of Conservation and Natural Re-
sources and the Department of Environmental Protection; and establish-
ing certain immunities.

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-48

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

NAY-0

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 628 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 711 (Pr. No. 1247) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 4 (Amusements) of the Pennsylvania Con-
solidated Statutes, further providing for legislative intent and for the
definitions of "conviction," "licensed entity" and "slot machine
licensee"; providing for the definitions of "executive-level public em-
ployee," "licensed entity representative" and "trustee"; further providing
for the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, for powers of the board
and for code of conduct; providing for expenses of Pennsylvania Gam-
ing Control Board; further providing for license or permit application
hearing process and public hearings, for board minutes and records, for
regulatory authority of board, for collection of fees and fines, for slot
machine license fee, for reports of board, for license or permit prohibi-
tion, for slot machine license application character requirements, for
applications for license or permit, for supplier licenses, for manufacturer
licenses, for additional licenses and permits and approval of agreements,
for license renewals, for change in ownership or control of slot machine
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licensees and for nonportability of slot machine license; providing for
appointment of trustee; further providing for Pennsylvania Gaming
Economic Development and Tourism Fund, for transfers from State
Gaming Fund and for financial and employment interests; providing for
prosecutorial and adjudicative functions; and further providing for in-
vestigations and enforcement and for conduct of public officials and
employees.

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

required by the Constitution,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Erie, Senator Earll.

Senator EARLL. Mr. President, today, I rise to speak in sup-
port of Senate Bill No. 711, and to point out a couple of pieces
of information for the Members. This work product is the result
of over 1 1/2 years of a bipartisan, cooperative effort that has
culminated in these significant reforms to the Commonwealth's
gaming law.

As everyone is already aware, in 2004, the Governor and the
General Assembly legalized gambling in Pennsylvania, which
was certainly a very controversial measure at the time. As a re-
sult, an entire new industry has migrated to this State. Thousands
of jobs have been created, and the investment of private capital
dollars has been in the billions, and I say that again, in the bil-
lions. As a result of the revenues accruing to the State by virtue
of the tax assessments on the gross terminal revenues, over $1
billion has been collected for redistribution back to property
taxpayers, as well as wage tax relief in various parts of the State.

We recognized, when we passed Act 71 back in 2004, that the
legislature has the responsibility to monitor, assess, and exercise
oversight over that then-newly created independent authority, the
Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, and the bureaucracy
charged with regulating gaming. We knew at the time that we
passed Act 71 that we would have to continue to tinker with it, as
the nascent industry grew in Pennsylvania, to make sure that the
law was keeping up to date with the actual experience of having
this industry in our Commonwealth. And in that regard, back in
2006, we passed our first reform measure, Senate Bill No. 862,
and today, we have Senate Bill No. 711.

Senate Bill No. 711 is a serious attempt to address a variety
of issues, with the ultimate goal of insuring that the industry is
held to the highest standards of accountability and transparency
and that the public has confidence in the Pennsylvania Gaming
Control Board. As I said, Senate Bill No. 711 is an omnibus bill
that contains some 36 different provisions, and obviously, I am
not going to go through all of them right now, but I will highlight
a few.

It reestablishes, first of all, the prohibition on political cam-
paign contributions by individuals and entities subject to the
Gaming Act. It prohibits future board members from having any
outside employment and requires board members to wait 2 years
before being appointed to any regulated gaming entity. It
strengthens the code of conduct for Gaming Board members,
including stronger prohibitions on ex parte communications. It

limits reimbursement for board members and employees to actual
and reasonable expenses and requires receipts to be submitted for
any reimbursement over $10. Monthly and annual expense re-
ports will also be posted on the Gaming Control Board's Web
site for taxpayers to view.

To improve transparency and public confidence, Senate Bill
No. 711 requires the Gaming Control Board to post, on its Web
site, information related to individuals with a controlling interest
or ownership interest in any licensed entity and any licensed
applicant, and it imposes a lifetime ban on applicants who have
prior felony convictions.

This legislation has been constructed after an incredible
amount of work by numerous stakeholders. And again, I would
point out that over a year and a half ago, we convened a biparti-
san, bicameral task force, and along with the Attorney General's
Office, the Governor's Office, the Pennsylvania Gaming Control
Board, Department of Revenue, and others, we vetted a variety
of proposals, many of which found their way into this omnibus
bill today.

There are numerous Members of this Chamber who have in-
troduced a variety of different pieces of legislation that have been
incorporated into Senate Bill No. 711. It has been my pleasure to
work with a number of people in this Chamber on this important
bill, and certainly, I give my most sincere thanks to Senator Jane
Orie, who has been one of the leading and strongest advocates
for reform. Senator Rafferty has provided invaluable assistance.
Senator Tomlinson, Senator Piccola, Senator Eichelberger, Sena-
tor Ward, Senator Pileggi, Senator Scarnati - everybody has re-
ally had a piece of determining what is in this omnibus bill.

And I also rise today to sincerely thank my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle. As I mentioned, this has truly been a bi-
partisan, cooperative effort, and I want to thank today Senator
Mellow and his staff, Senator Costa, Senator Farnese, and Sena-
tor Wozniak. Every single person whom I have mentioned has
had some input into Senate Bill No. 711.

Lastly, I would like to thank the members of our joint staffs,
who really have done the hard work of putting this bill together,
parsing through the language, drafting, redrafting, vetting, revet-
ting. Their assistance has been truly invaluable, and I appreciate
their efforts. The team, which was led by my staffer, attorney
Jason Brehouse, along with attorney Mark Mekilo, attorney
Kathy Eakin, attorney Fran Cleaver, attorney Mike Sarfert from
Senator Orie's staff, they all did a great job, and as usual, it really
is the staff under this dome that puts these very complex pieces
of legislation together, and I am appreciative of their efforts.

I am proud of the work that has gone into this bill. Again, it
has been a very bipartisan, cooperative effort. I am proud to
stand before you today to ask for support, and I urge all of my
colleagues for a favorable vote.

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

Philadelphia, Senator Farnese.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, I want to take this opportu-

nity to lend my voice in support of Senate Bill No. 711. As ev-
eryone knows, Mr. President, casinos are an important and criti-
cal issue for me within the First District of Pennsylvania, as we
now have two licensees with facilities ready to be built within its
boundaries.
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And I am also proud to stand before this Chamber today, and
before the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, be-
cause today, I am proud to support Senate Bill No. 711, because
it truly is an opportunity for me to fulfill a campaign promise
which I made to the people of Philadelphia, when I told them that
I would take this office and do everything I possibly could to
reform the Gaming Act and to give the people of Philadelphia
and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania a voice that they so
desperately need. This bill truly is a necessary step toward an
open and transparent process that is needed in the gaming indus-
try.

I would like to thank Senator Mellow and his staff for taking
a lead on this in our Caucus. I would also like to thank and con-
gratulate Senator Earll and Senator Fontana as the Majority and
Minority chairs, respectively, of the Committee on Community,
Economic and Recreational Development, who oversaw the writ-
ing of this bill and made sure it got through committee so that we
have the bill before us today to vote on.

I would also like to recognize the efforts of Senator One and
Senator Rafferty, who have kept the pressure on this issue by
drawing attention to many of the loopholes and problems that
have emerged since the original passage of the act. We are at this
point today because of your efforts as well.

This bill does many things, Mr. President, but some of the
highlights that I think need to be noted are: language to address
the recent DePaul v. Commonwealth Supreme Court decision, by
again putting campaign contribution limits in place; allowing for
the opportunity to have voices heard at each and every Gaming
Control Board meeting; requiring a public hearing in the jurisdic-
tion where a license was granted, in the instance of re-siting and
redesign, a point that is critical to the people of Philadelphia;
having full criminal records, including expungement, including
an investigation of a licensee, even if just for a character evalua-
tion; and banning outside employment for those employees and
board members moving forward.

I think this is a very good bill, and I hope that it will stay in-
tact as we send it over to the House. And as a realist, I under-
stand and know that changes will be forthcoming. I hope that our
colleagues in the other Chamber will keep the intent of this bill
alive--reform--and that changes to Senate Bill No. 711 only help
to strengthen the openness and transparency of what is needed in
the gaming industry.

I thank you, Mr. President, and I again urge a positive vote on
Senate Bill No. 711.

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

Senator ORIE. Mr. President, I ask if the maker of the bill will
stand for brief interrogation.

The PRESIDENT. Will the maker agree to rise for interroga-
tion?

Senator EARLL. Yes, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. She indicates she will. The gentlewoman

may proceed.
Senator ORIE. Mr. President, I would just like to inquire as

to whether or not the gentlewoman has had any communications
with the House in regard to this bill, this reform bill, that ex-
panded gaming or table games would be attached to this and sent
back over to the Senate?

Senator EARLL. Mr. President, there have been many conver-
sations about Senate Bill No. 711 and the variety of provisions
that are in it. However, I can tell you unequivocally that I have
not participated in, nor am I aware of, any deal for table games.
That is not our intention. We are not going to use Senate Bill No.
711 as a vehicle for table games. Certainly, that is not the intent
going out of here today.

Senator ORIE. Thank you, Mr. President. And my second
inquiry is in regard to one of the measures that was championed
by Senator Piccola and by Members not only in the Senate but in
the House, which dealt with the Attorney General doing the back-
ground checks for casino , operators. It is my understanding,
through the course of working with various parties, that the gen-
tlewoman has had communications with the Attorney General,
that he would want the entire BIE under the Attorney General,
versus just doing the background checks. Is that correct?

Senator EARLL. That is correct, Mr. President. As the gentle-
woman knows, we have wrestled with the issue of BIE and have
vetted a variety of different proposals to deal with making BIE
more independent, or at least give the appearance of more inde-
pendence. They are independent from the Gaming Control
Board. We did come up with the compromise measure that is
contained in this bill. It still needs some work, and we have
pledged to the Attorney General that once this bill gets to the
House, we will continue to work on that language.

Senator ORIE. And that would be my third line of inquiry. I
had received some correspondence from the Attorney General's
office--I know the gentlewoman has and other offices have--we
would continue to work with the Attorney General on the immu-
nity clause and see where we can get a compromise. I am just
asking that we continue that dialogue with the Attorney General
and the House so that we can make the improvements that need
to be done.

Senator EARLL. Absolutely. I have committed that to the
Attorney General, and I commit that to the gentlewoman here
today.

Senator ORIE. Thank you. Mr. President, I would like to
speak on the bill itself.

The PRESIDENT. The gentlewoman is in order.
Senator ORIE. It is sometimes hard to believe that it has been

5 years since Pennsylvania has legalized slots gambling in Penn-
sylvania. Time has gone by so fast due to the continued contro-
versy sometimes surrounding the adoption or implementation or
oversight of the gaming law. But no matter what, Mr. President,
whether you are a supporter or an opponent of gaming, gaming
is here to stay in Pennsylvania, and that is not what today is
about.

When Pennsylvania approved its gaming law 5 years ago, it
was understood that it would need careful oversight and a strong
law in place to prevent corruption and malfeasance and to insure
public confidence. It is imperative today that all of us move for-
ward and address gambling reform and address the issues that
have been surrounding gaming. I believe this measure, Senate
Bill No. 711, is a tremendous step forward in Pennsylvania.

In a relatively short history, this Gaming Control Board has
mired itself in some controversy. But I want to set the record
straight today, Mr. President. To the credit of the Gaming Con-
trol Board, they have met with me extensively and have gone
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through some of the internal reforms they have made, addressing
some of the matters that were of great concern. They have sent
a strong signal, to me and others who have been working on re-
forms, that they are listening, and they want to insure public con-
fidence and public trust.

One thing that I feel is very, very important to note is that it
has been a long and arduous process that has led to, I believe,
one of the most tremendous bipartisan efforts that we are consid-
ering here today. But I would like to give special distinction to
Senator Earll today, because there were times that I thought the
possible was impossible, and she has truly championed this. One
of the things I respect the most about how she has championed
this legislation is that she has brought all the stakeholders to-
gether and has formed a bipartisan effort, and I think that speaks
volumes to her leadership on this issue. I commend her, and I
commend her staff for the tremendous job they have done. And
trust me, it has been painstaking. I know the meetings that she
has held with each and every one of us, as well as Senator
Tomlinson, and I cannot thank them enough for that. And I thank
Senator Tomlinson, Senator Mellow, Senator Costa, Senator
Pileggi, Senator Scarnati, and my partner in crime, Senator Raf-
ferty, who fought on some of these reforms, for what they have
done on this.

This is truly a tremendous effort by both the Senate Demo-
crats and Senate Republicans to restore public confidence in our
gaming laws. But there are other Members, I know, whom Sena-
tor Earll mentioned, whom I would just like to mention as well.
One of them is Senator Ferlo, with the city of Pittsburgh. A lot of
these emanated from working with Senator Ferlo on what was
happening with the Pittsburgh casino license. But I would also
like to thank three new Members who have stepped up and cham-
pioned this issue: Senator Farnese, Senator Alloway, and Senator
Ward. But I would be remiss not to mention Senator Browne,
Senator Wonderling, Senator Piccola, and Senator Eichelberger
for their efforts as well on addressing gaming reform over the
past 5 years.

The things that I am particularly proud of, Mr. President, that
really go to the heart and soul of reform, are that we are reestab-
lishing the prohibition on political campaign contributions by
individuals and entities subject to the Gaming Act; we are bar-
ring outside employment by members of the Pennsylvania Gam-
ing Control Board; we are creating a lifetime ban for felons from
receiving gaming licenses; we are allowing for consideration of
expunged criminal records; we are addressing the revolving door
issue by extending the prohibition to 2 years and including attor-
neys from going to work and then going beyond the Gaming
Board; and we are holding both the employee and licensee who
hires them accountable for violating the prohibition.

This bill also, Mr. President, addresses the salary structure
and public availability of the expenses of the Gaming Board, and
it brings greater transparency and greater reform to the licensing
process by requiring the Internet posting of controlling interests
and ownership interests of the licensees, and clarifies confidenti-
ality provisions.

Again, Mr. President, I want to say, I did have the opportunity
to meet with Chairman Fajt, and it was good to hear that they are
moving forward on some of these reforms, such as reducing the
fleet vehicle costs, eliminating private leases, and looking at

travel expenses. To me, Mr. President, we are on the right path,
and I am willing to work with the Gaming Board to insure that
we continue on that path.

Many of the reforms included in Senate Bill No. 711 will
close loopholes that have been identified since gaming was legal-
ized in Pennsylvania. We know that there are places where we
need to strengthen the law to insure that these facilities are oper-
ating in a manner that is open, above board, and accountable.
This package addresses all of those issues, from the top down.

Mr. President, I cannot emphasize enough that now is the time
to take action. It would be a tremendous act by this body if we
passed it in a unanimous, bipartisan fashion so that the House can
take our lead and follow suit. Whether you are in favor of gam-
ing, Mr. President, or not, it is here to stay in Pennsylvania, and
Pennsylvanians deserve to see this type of legislation that will
insure that trust and confidence that might not have been there
because of some of the controversies that existed surrounding
this bill.

I cannot commend Senator Earll, Senator Tomlinson, and
Senator Mellow enough, and I look forward to their working with
the House to insure that some of the issues involving the Attor-
ney General continue to be addressed. Mr. President, I ask for an
affirmative vote by all the Members of this great body so, again,
we can send a strong message to the House that this is the path
Pennsylvania needs to take to insure public trust.

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

Bucks, Senator Tomlinson.
Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, as one of the prime

sponsors and prime movers of gaming in Pennsylvania to help
save the horseracing industry and to give money back to the tax-
payers, I want to congratulate Senator Earll for her great job as
chairman in ushering this through. She showed great leadership
in bringing compromise together. I want to thank Senator Raffer-
ty and Senator One and Members on the other side of the aisle
for all of their great work and their interest in this issue. It is not
an issue that is easy to deal with.

I think this body has done a great job in coming together to
put this bill forward. I think we can be very comfortable in voting
for this affirmatively. I do not think this is the end. This is a pro-
cess. We have amended this bill before. We have put reforms up
before. We voted on reforms in the past. We are voting on re-
forms again today. I think in the future, we will be back voting on
more reforms. All the time, we are making this a better bill. We
passed this bill 5 years ago, and in just the few short years that
this bill has been enacted, we have had $44 billion of revenue bet
in Pennsylvania. The winners, the betters, have won $40 billion
back. So these people have had a pretty good time in Pennsylva-
nia with the $44 billion that they bet, the gross revenues.

We have given $1.5 billion back to the taxpayers in Pennsyl-
vania. That is not an insignificant amount of money. We have
given $433 million to the horseracing industry in purses to go to
the trainers and to the breeders. We have given $180 million to
economic development so far. We have given $75 million to the
volunteer fire companies. My local community alone, my local
town of Bensalem, received $25 million to this day. My county
has received $17 million. I have 1,000 construction workers
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working right now, today, on the site at Philadelphia Park. I have
another thousand jobs working in the casino.

The economic development that our original bill has put forth
is incredible. These things that we are doing today are very im-
portant. I ask for an affirmative vote on this. I think the work has
been very good on both sides of the aisle. The cooperation, even
from people who never supported gaming in the first place, has
been very, very constructive. I think we will be back again look-
ing at this. This is a process. This is not the end of it but just part
of the process of looking at it.

We were a little bit in the wilderness when we put gaming in
Pennsylvania. A lot of things, we did not anticipate. A lot of
things were a little bit different than we thought, and we are cor-
recting those. So I want to thank the Senators on both sides of the
aisle, particularly Chairman Earll, for all the work that she has
done on this bill. I ask for an affirmative vote.

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

Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I just want to rise to provide

a few remarks and echo the comments of my colleagues, particu-
larly those given by Senator Tomlinson. As it relates to Senate
Bill No. 711, I want to just take a few moments to commend the
work of Members on our side of the aisle. I know a few Members
have already mentioned the efforts of Senator Mellow, who
worked very closely with Senator Earll and so many others to get
this thing done. I would be remiss if I did not mention my col-
league from Allegheny County, Senator Wayne Fontana, who is
the Democratic chairperson of the committee, who has jurisdic-
tion, along with Senator Earll, over this very important issue.

But I also think it is important that we talk about some of the
things that Senator Tomlinson talked about. In 5 years, what has
transpired in this Commonwealth as it relates to the development
of the gaming industry--and we all know that over this process,
we all had some warts that we had to deal with, and we will con-
tinue to do that, and today, we are taking steps toward that end to
address that, and no doubt, we have other things that we need to
do.

But on behalf of our Senate Democratic Caucus, we are very
proud to be able to say that when this piece of legislation passed
5 years ago back in 2004, we were there, the full Caucus, 21
Members, supporting the gaming industry and continuing to work
in a cooperative way with our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle to make certain that we got the industry up and running. It
is an industry that, as my colleague, Senator Farnese, has talked
about, is above reproach, and we need to do away with the ap-
pearance of impropriety, and that is what we are trying to do
through this legislation.

So I commend all those involved and thank them very much
for the fine work that they have done. Again, I very much look
forward to continuing dialogue about this very important indus-
try.

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

Montgomery, Senator Rafferty.
Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, I will be very brief, but

I want to dovetail on Senator Tomlinson's comments. This is the

second amendment to the gaming bill that we have passed since
I have been in the legislature. As Senator One has so emphati-
cally said, we know the gaming industry is here in Pennsylvania,
but we want to make sure the operations of the Gaming Commis-
sion are transparent and remain above-board for public percep-
tion and in reality. I was very interested in working on both
amendments to the gaming legislation.

I remember co-writing a letter to the Governor with Senator
One asking for a Special Session, and working with Senator
Orie, Senator Eichelberger, and Senator Farnese on letters to the
Gaming Commission recently, criticizing them for their modus
operandi. I am very pleased that we reached an accord. It was at
times a heated discussion among all the parties interested, but
Senator Earll, Senator Tomlinson, and Senator Mellow did a fine
job with Senator Fontana and his staff to make sure that we were
able to gel and to mold all those ideas into this amendment and
this bill today, which, I believe, is a fine step forward.

There will be issues that will continue to arise, as there are in
any events or circumstances here within the Commonwealth, and
we will continue to address those. But this effort today, biparti-
san and really airing a lot of differences and ideas, I think, is a
good culmination and a good piece of legislation. I urge an affir-
mative vote.

Thank you, Mr. President.

And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEA-47

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

NAY-1

Mcllhinney

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

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER

SB 746 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.
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BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

SB 851 (Pr. No. 1242) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 31, 2003 (P.L.73, No.17), known
as the Volunteer Fire Company and Volunteer Ambulance Service
Grant Act, providing for an exemption from the Right-to-Know Law.

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-47

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

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.

SB 973 (Pr. No. 1248) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of October 17, 2008 (P.L.1645, No.132),
known as the Home Improvement Consumer Protection Act, providing
for the definition of "home improvement retailer"; and further providing
for procedures for registration as a contractor and for prohibited acts.

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-48

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

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.

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

HB 109 (Pr. No. 913) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act authorizing Lower Merion Township, Montgomery County,
to sell and convey certain Project 70 lands free of restrictions imposed
by the Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing Act, in return for the
imposition of Project 70 restrictions on other land to be acquired by the
township.

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

ation.

BILL OVER IN ORDER

HB 115 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

SB 143 (Pr. No. 939) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consoli-
dated Statutes, providing for prohibiting the operation of motor vehicles
while using electronic wireless communications devices.

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

ation.

HB 263 (Pr. No. 268) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 28, 1978 (P.L.87, No.41), known
as the Pennsylvania Appalachian Trail Act, further providing for the
content of zoning ordinances; and extending the time period necessary
to implement certain provisions.
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Considered the second time and agreed to,
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for third consider-

ation.

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

SB 303, HB 348 and SB 369 -- Without objection, the bills
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

BILL REREFERRED

HB 372 (Pr. No. 390) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (P.L.130, No.48), known
as the Health Care Facilities Act, in licensing of health care facilities,
further providing for definitions; and providing for complaint investiga-
tions.

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER

HB 416, SB 491, SB 492, SB 624, SB 825, SB 881, SB 891,
SB 899, SB 900, SB 908, SB 909, SB 910, SB 911, SB 912, SB
913, SB 929, SB 951, SB 968, SB 971 and HB 1533 -- Without
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the request
of Senator PILEGGI.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE ON RULES

AND EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS

Senator ROBBINS, from the Committee on Rules and Execu-
tive Nominations, reported a communication from His Excel-
lency, the Governor of the Commonwealth, recalling the follow-
ing nomination, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

July 7, 2009

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

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Gover-
nor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated
April 22, 2009, for the reappointment of Guido M. Pichini, 24 Upland
Road, Wyomissing Hills 19609, Berks County, Forty-eighth Senatorial
District, as a member of the Board of Governors of the State System of
Higher Education, to serve until December 31, 2012, and until his suc-
cessor is appointed and qualified.

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of
nomination on the premises.

EDWARD G RENDELL
Governor

NOMINATION RETURNED TO THE GOVERNOR

Senator ROBBINS. Mr. President, I request that the nomina-
tion just read by the Clerk be returned to His Excellency, the
Governor.

A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.

The PRESIDENT. The nomination will be returned to the
Governor.

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

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

for the purpose of considering certain nominations made by the
Governor.

Which was agreed to by voice vote.

NOMINATIONS TAKEN FROM THE TABLE

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

The Clerk read the nominations as follows:

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE STATE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION

April 22, 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, Kenneth Jarin, One Greenbriar Circle,
Newtown 18940, Bucks County, Tenth Senatorial District, for reap-
pointment as a member of the Board of Governors of the State System
of Higher Education, to serve until December 31, 2012, and until his
successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

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

June 12, 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 Barry C. Dozor, 44
Cambridge Road, Broomall 19008, Delaware County, Twenty-sixth
Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the Council of
Trustees of West Chester University of Pennsylvania of the State Sys-
tem of Higher Education, to serve until the third Tuesday of January
2015, and until his successor is appointed and qualified.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor
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MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE

June 24, 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, Jennifer Y. Vandine, R.R. 1, Box 551,
Muncy Valley 17758, Sullivan County, Twenty-third Senatorial Dis-
trict, for appointment as Magisterial District Judge, in and for the Coun-
ties of Sullivan/Wyoming, Magisterial District 44-3-03, to serve until
the first Monday of January 2010, vice The Honorable Linda M.
Baumunk, resigned.

EDWARD G. RENDELL
Governor

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

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

YEA-47

Alloway Ferlo OPake Vance
Argall Folmer Ode Vogel
Boscola Fontana Piccola Ward
Browne Gordner Pileggi Washington
Brubaker Greenleaf Pippy Waugh
Corman Hughes Rafferty White, Donald
Costa Kasunic Robbins White, Mary Jo
Dinniman Kitchen Scarnati Williams
Earl! Leach Smucker Wonderling
Eichelberger Logan Stout Wozniak
Erickson Mellow Tartaglione Yaw
Farnese Musto Tomlinson

NAY-1

Amend Resolution, page 1, line 1, by striking out 12 through 18"
and inserting:

19 through 25
Amend Resolution, page 2, line 6, by striking out "12 through 18"

and inserting:
19 through 25

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

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, would the offerer of the
amendment stand for interrogation?

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests that Senator Costa
stand for interrogation. Will the gentleman agree?

Senator COSTA. Yes, Mr. President, I agree to stand for in-
terrogation.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman so agrees. The gentleman
may proceed.

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, my understanding is that the
amendment simply corrects a mistake in a date on the previously
adopted resolution. Is that correct?.

Senator COSTA. That is correct, Mr. President. This corrects
a typo or error in the original resolution.

Senator PILEGGI. Thank you, Mr. President.

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

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

in the affirmative.

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS
Mcuhinney

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

Ordered, That the Governor be informed accordingly.

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES

Senator ROBBINS. Mr. President, I move that the Executive
Session do now rise.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
RECONSIDERATION OF SR 143

SR 143 (Pr. No. 1243) -- Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote by which Senate Resolution No. 143,
Printer's No. 1243, was adopted on June 30, 2009.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
Senator COSTA, on behalf of Senator DINNIMAN, offered

the following amendment No. A2427:

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 Kevin Mi-
chael Mink by Senator Boscola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Alexander
Kuhn and to the Lititz Rec Center by Senator Brubaker.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the Honorable
and Mrs. J. Barry Stout, Trooper Timothy C. Knapp and to
Charles L. Depp by Senator Kasunic.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jack Anthony
Banducci by Senator Piccola.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Albert G.
Ritson and to Robert J. Ritson, Jr., by Senator Rafferty.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Donald Gerber, Mr. and Mrs. Donald Reed, Kyle Andrew
Swanson, Robert D. Burgess, Jacob Swink and to Wilda Jane
Shughart by Senator Vance.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Patrick M.
Pushic by Senator Ward.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Bret Joseph
Stewart by Senator Washington.
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Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Frank Miller, Mr. and Mrs. Donald Weiland and to Mr. and Mrs.
Jack Miller by Senator D. White.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Samuel
Schwieters by Senator Wozniak.

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES

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

Senator ERICKSON. Mr. President, in February, the Gover-
nor presented his budget. The budget, at that time, was a bal-
anced budget, and in my opinion, it also presented a number of
proposals for initiating some worthwhile projects, such as ex-
tending the alternative energy portfolio standards. It did not re-
quire a broad-based tax increase. It did propose initiating some
more narrowly focused taxes, which could even be considered as
use taxes. Since that time, however, revenue collections have
been less than anticipated, and therefore, as Senator Baker stated,
that budget became out of balance and out of date.

On May 6, in this body, we passed a budget, Senate Bill No.
850. That budget contained some very deep cuts, but it continued
programs that were necessary to support the core functions of our
government. As that bill sat over in committee in the House, the
revenue picture deteriorated even further, so that budget became
out of balance and out of date. However, we did advance the
process.

It has been stated on the floor of the Senate that the Governor
now has a balanced budget proposal. Perhaps so, but as we un-
derstand that proposal, it requires the increase in these use taxes,
it requires an increase in spending level, and it requires a sub-
stantial 16-percent increase in the broad-based personal income
tax. Last week, the Senate Republicans had a press conference.
We stood together, unanimously rejecting this increase in spend-
ing and the increase in a broad-based tax.

So I have to ask the question, then, where are we with this
budget process? Well, we are in a position, I believe, where we
cannot tax our way out of a recession. In this economy, it would
be a huge mistake to increase a broad-based tax. We should live
in the Commonwealth as we live with our personal budgets. That
is, we cut back expenses to meet our income levels. We must live
within our means. I would also, Mr. President, suggest that that
is advice that the municipalities and school districts should ad-
here to. There have been statements that our action on Senate
Bill No. 850 simply will require that the municipalities and
school districts increase their taxes. Again, I say they should look
at what they are doing, and they should cut back on their spend-
ing.

The Governor has been traveling through the Commonwealth.
He has been using scare tactics and building pressure on us by
virtue of telling people that State workers would not be paid, that
he would close the parks, to try to get us in a position where we
would consider accepting this increase in the personal income
tax. But as I stated earlier, we are unanimous in not doing that.

We are told that the Democratic leadership in the House
claims to support an increase in the personal income tax. But I
ask, has a bill been introduced? Where is that bill? We are told,
again, that the Governor has a balanced budget proposal. Where
is it? Has it been introduced as a bill? We need to have those

questions answered. Once we get those questions answered, and
once the Democrats in the House seriously begin to move this
process, then we will be in a position in this Senate to begin to
take a look at the plans that are presented and begin, then, to
negotiate. The Republicans in the House have been advocating
that they move a bill out of committee and that that bill be con-
sidered on the floor of the House. That is a great way to begin
this process.

So again, we need to take a look at our friends on the other
side of this building and ask, when are they going to advance this
process as we have advanced the process?

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

Allegheny, Senator Logan.
Senator LOGAN. Mr. President, I rise today, at 5:30 p.m. on

July 7, to talk about the passage of our State budget. It is impera-
tive, I think, Mr. President, that all parties involved in the budget
negotiations abandon the misleading partisan rhetoric and redi-
rect all of our efforts toward striking a rational and workable
budget agreement.

Mr. President, while I commend the efforts of those who seek
to produce a balanced budget through program cuts alone, as this
side of the aisle spoke when Senate Bill No. 850 was passed,
they are Draconian and will make a difference in people's lives
in Pennsylvania. The cuts to the National Guard or the State
Troopers or to some of our higher education institutions, the
PHEAA grants, are Draconian. And it is important to reiterate
that we have yet to see any proposed balanced budget that would
be balanced through just cuts alone.

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 850, which we keep referring
to, remains an outstanding $1.5 billion short of being balanced.
We are not the Federal government. We do not have a printing
press in the basement. We cannot just move numbers around. It
is $1.5 billion short of being balanced. The severe cuts contained
in Senate Bill No. 850 amount to only about half of the cuts nec-
essary to reach a constitutionally balanced level.

So to those, Mr. President, who insist they will only support
a budget that contains no tax increases, I would respectfully ask
them to show us, show us where you would make the additional
$1.5 billion in cuts. I think when we travel around Pennsylvania,
back to our districts, and keep talking about Senate Bill No. 850
and how it was passed almost 2 months ago, I mean, we need it.
We need to show the people of Pennsylvania. They deserve to
see the additional $1.5 billion in additional cuts, that may lead to
additional dollars being taken from recipients of PHEAA grants,
where it may lead to folks who receive PHEAA grants receiving
less, where it may lead to folks who go to schools like Pitt or
Temple or Lincoln or IUP or Clarion, who undoubtedly would
receive a massive tuition increase.

We owe it to the people of Pennsylvania to show what a bal-
anced budget would look like. And right now, we do not have
one. And Senate Bill No. 850, which we keep referring to - we
need to cut another $1.5 billion out of that budget. Mr. President,
undoubtedly, there are many Democratic Senators who would
love to join in voting for a budget that holds the line on taxes, but
no one in this legislature, to this point, has showed us a balanced
budget. Criticizing the Governor's budget, which is the only bal-
anced budget offered to date, reeks of hypocrisy when you lack
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the willingness, transparency, and accountability to show the
alternative.

Mr. President, the time for political positioning and rhetoric
is over. Let us sit down together on July 7 and, moving forward,
work cooperatively to pass a budget that limits taxes while pre-
serving crucial government services and programs like
healthcare, job investment, State Police protection, veterans ser-
vices, and aid to kids trying to get a higher education. As part of
the leadership team for the Senate Democrats, I look forward to
working with the other side of the aisle to craft a State budget
that provides some of the services that we owe our residents and
that our residents depend on, Mr. President.

So with that, our side is willing and ready to work on crafting
an alternative budget that is balanced and provides those services
to the people of Pennsylvania.

Thank you, Mr. President.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Dauphin, Senator Piccola.

Senator PICCOLA. Mr. President, as has been alluded to by
the prior speakers this afternoon, 2 months ago yesterday, this
body, the Senate of Pennsylvania, passed Senate Bill No. 850,
which was an operating budget for fiscal year 2009-10. That was
one of the earliest passages of a budget by either Chamber of the
State legislature in recent memory. And since that date, 2 months
ago, in the House of Representatives, nothing budget-related has
occurred. That is very, very rare. In fact, in my memory, that has
never happened before.

I was here in 1977, when we did not get a budget resolution
until late August of 1977, and I recall very vividly how budget
bills literally passed back and forth between the House and the
Senate almost on a weekly basis. In 1991, we did not get a bud-
get resolution until early August, and again, budget bills passed
back and forth between the House and the Senate literally, some-
times, on a weekly basis. And occasionally, stopgap measures
were enacted to make sure that State workers and other vendors
were paid.

But this year, the House has failed to do anything. Senator
Erickson triggered my memory on what has happened in the past,
and I cannot quite understand why our friends in the House of
Representatives have not brought forth a budget. But actually, I
think I do know why. Back 2 months ago when we debated.Sen-
ate Bill No. 850, I spent a bit of time on the floor that afternoon
indicating why I thought Senate Bill No. 850 was a good piece
of legislation for public education in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania.

Education, as I said at the time, was a big winner in Senate
Bill No. 850. I still believe that is the case. Since that time, Gov-
ernor Rendell and Secretary Zahorchak have engaged in a bus
tour around the Commonwealth, in late May, telling the school
districts and trying to tell Pennsylvanians how Senate Bill No.
850 inadequately funded public education.

In March, prior to the passage of Senate Bill No. 850, the
President of the Senate, the Majority Leader, the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations, and I sent a memorandum to all

the superintendents of the Commonwealth of all the public
schools and all the presidents of the school boards, indicating to
them that this was going to be a tight year, please do not rely on
the Governor's numbers, because historically, school districts
have taken the Governor's initial February proposals and used
those for formulating their budgets. We cautioned them, I believe
the House Republicans cautioned them, and I believe the Senate
Democrats cautioned them, in March of this year, not to use
those numbers, necessarily; be cautious, be prudent when you
budget for the coming fiscal year.

On May 6, we passed Senate Bill No. 850, and in June, we
once again sent a memorandum to the superintendents and the
school directors, telling them what was in Senate Bill No. 850,
telling them to be cautious, to be prudent, to try to make cuts and
restrain increases in spending. Senate Bill No. 850 is, however,
a great winner for public education. Every school district in this
Commonwealth receives increased funds under Senate Bill No.
850.

Now the Governor is at it again. I just got a press release is-
sued today from the Governor's Office, indicating that he was in
the South Middleton School District in Cumberland County ad-
vocating for his education spending levels, which are astronomi-
cal and unsustainable, over the provisions of Senate Bill No. 850,
which are generous and increase spending in public education.
Unfortunately, he used the superintendent of the South Middleton
School District and the president of the school board, Patricia
Sanker and Pamela Martin, at his press conference. And I urge
them--they are intelligent women; they are educators; they should
know better--they are being used by this Governor to try to pro-
mote his agenda for higher taxes and unsustainable spending in
education and in other areas of State government.

Now, let us look at what Senate Bill No. 850 would do, if it
were enacted, for South Middleton Township. South Middleton
Township would receive, under Senate Bill No. 850, a
9.2-percent increase in funds for education over what it received
from the Commonwealth and the Federal government last year.
I do not understand how a 9.2-percent increase in funds would
require some school district to increase local taxes. That is an
incredibly generous increase in spending. But the Governor's
argument is that South Middleton School District, because they
used the Governor's higher level--which we cautioned them not
to do; we cautioned them to use the lower levels of spending
from the Commonwealth; they used the Governor's levels--they
were able not to raise taxes.

Well, Mr. President, I am here to tell you today that I am go-
ing to trump the Governor by 10, because I found 10 school dis-
tricts in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania that not only used
the figures coming from Senate Bill No. 850, but they did not
increase taxes as well. And I am going to give them the gold star
for education budgeting in Pennsylvania this year:

East Allegheny School District in Allegheny County; Penn
Hills School District in Allegheny County; Sto-Rox School Dis-
trict in Allegheny County; Wilkinsburg Borough School District
in Allegheny County--we ought to find out what they are drinking
in Allegheny County, because they are doing the job--Cambria
Heights School District in Cambria County; Union School Dis-
trict in Clarion County - Union School District actually cut taxes
and used our figures - Middletown Area School District in Dau-
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phin County--yes, we do have some prudent people here in Dau-
phin County--Montoursville Area School District in Lycoming
County; Berlin Brothersvalley School District in Somerset
County; and the Valley Grove School District in Venango
County.

Now, there are other school districts who used various num-
bers, sometimes a little higher than Senate Bill No. 850, some-
times Senate Bill No. 850, increased taxes a little bit, they de-
serve some recognition. The point of these 10 districts, Mr. Pres-
ident, is that it can be done. You can use, if you budget
prudently, if you have a business manager who knows how dis-
tricts are to operate, if you have a superintendent and a board
who are committed to saving taxpayer dollars, you can budget
with the numbers that are contained in Senate Bill No. 850,
which are very generous numbers, and I am not going to go into
those in great detail again. They are very generous numbers. You
can use those numbers, along with keeping taxes at a reasonable
level. In fact, you can lower taxes in some instances or keep taxes
from increasing at all.

There are other States that are doing the exact same thing that
we are proposing in Senate Bill No. 850 to do here in Pennsylva-
nia. Michigan, New Jersey, Florida, and North Carolina all have
done the same kinds of things in funding public education, given
the economic circumstances that we are in. We simply cannot
afford--and when I say "we," I am speaking for the taxpayers of
Pennsylvania, not for the State legislature--the taxpayers of Penn-
sylvania cannot afford the kind of spending that the Governor is
proposing. We cannot afford it this year, and we cannot sustain
that kind of spending, and we cannot afford that into the future.

Keep in mind, Mr. President, over the last 6 years, this Gover-
nor, with the complicity of the General Assembly, has increased
spending in education, public education, by 40 percent. It is time
that we slow down a bit. It is time to slow down. We are not
saying cut education. We are saying, let us keep those increases
at a modest and affordable level. So Mr. President, my message
is, to the school boards of Pennsylvania, and specifically today,
to those in South Middleton, please, use the intelligence that you
were given. Use the education that we have provided to you. Do
not be used by this Governor for his tax-increase agenda.

I also would like to remind, as Senator Erickson referred to,
next Thursday, the State employees are going to be in the same
boat--next Friday, I guess, July 17. They are going to miss a pay-
check if we do not pass a budget by then. They also are being
used, as this Governor has used them every year since he has
been in office, with threatened furloughs and payless paydays.

Mr. President, Senate Bill No. 850 was and is an affordable
and responsible budget. It is particularly so for education. We
need to pass that bill in the final form, and I challenge my col-
leagues in the House of Representatives to bring it forward and
let the chips fall where they may.

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

man from Montgomery, Senator Leach.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, I would just like to respond

to a'few of the points made today regarding the current budget
debate, because I think that there are some misconceptions and
assertions that I disagree with.

First, my good friend with whom I share Delaware County
said that not only should we just cut, but then, we are not pushing
the burden to municipalities and counties, because they should
just cut as well. And I respect his comments, and I understand
that is a legitimate philosophy of government. I just think it is
important that we lay out what the consequences of that are, be-
cause these cuts are not magical. It is not like we just cut some-
thing, and no one notices, and there is no pain, and there is no
disruption in people's lives. So let us go through just a little bit
of it.

For example, if you just cut, as Senate Bill No. 850 did, elimi-
nating legal services for poor people, what happens? I can tell
you, as someone who litigated in courtrooms across the Com-
monwealth for 17 years, the justice system just grinds to a halt.
People who are in the court system without an attorney do not
have the wherewithal, often, to conduct themselves in a trial the
way that is necessary, the way that conforms with the rule of
evidence, and the courtroom just comes to a grinding halt, as the
judge tries to walk that person or that entity through it. That does
not even touch the issue of what the moral ramifications are of
denying people, essentially, access to justice.

When you cut funding--51 percent, I think, as Senate Bill No.
850 did--for public libraries, that is not a magical cut. What is
going to happen is public libraries are going to close. I know in
my own district, they have had to close because of local tax reve-
nues. They have had to cut back significantly because local tax
revenues have gone down. If the State subsidy goes down as
well, we are going to see libraries closing. We are going to see
communities not being served by libraries. We are going to see
the hours cut, we are going to see the money spent on keeping
current on books and CDs and other things eliminated, and we
are going to suffer as a Commonwealth from having a poorer
library system.

Senate Bill No. 850 eliminated money for crime prevention
programs, evidence-based crime prevention programs. As some-
one who served on both the House and Senate Committees on
Judiciary and did criminal law for a number of years, I know how
devastating that is going to be in terms of, A, the people
involved, and B, keeping the recidivism rate down. These pro-
grams work. We know that. We know that people will re-offend
who would not have re-offended if they had access to these pro-
grams. And of course, that is going to cost us money in the long
run, because incarceration is far more expensive than the pro-
grams that Senate Bill No. 850 eliminated.

And keep in mind--and I will repeat this throughout this dis-
cussion to punctuate the point--Senate Bill No. 850 is a billion
and a half dollars out of balance. So even those cuts, without any
additional revenues, are not even the tip of the iceberg as to what
we are going to have to do to the people of the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania in terms of decimating their services.

Veterans homes. When you cut veterans homes, it is not magi-
cal. Veterans homes have to close. People who served our coun-
try do not get the services that they were promised.

Medicaid. When you cut people off from their healthcare,
what happens? There is the moral issue. They do not get the
treatment that they need to combat disease, as every American
and every Pennsylvanian should get when they are sick. But be-
yond that, we have a situation where hospitals are not compen-
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sated for uncompensated care. Where we lose, and it is estimated
under Senate Bill No. 850, which is a billion and a half dollars
short, we will lose 8,000 jobs in the healthcare profession. Up to
six hospitals could be closed. These are not magical cuts;
healthcare services, of course, denied to many, many people.

Let me say a word about education, because my colleague
from Dauphin County talked about education, and I was a little
confused because, at first, there was an assertion that we are actu-
ally spending much, much more on education than we were be-
fore. Then, at the end, there was an assertion that we have in-
creased spending on education quite a bit, it is time to slow
down, which implies that we are actually not spending a lot more
on education than we were before. In fact, we are not, Mr. Presi-
dent. What the gentleman, I believe, was referring to was stimu-
lus money that is passing through our State and going to school
districts. But that is not, again, magical.

What happens is the stimulus money has to go to three partic-
ular programs. It has to go to Title 1 programs, special education,
or technology. If your school district needs to hire another
third-grade teacher, it cannot do that without money. And we are
dramatically cutting the amount of money that is available for
general services and for basic education. Further, there are an
additional $250 million in Senate Bill No. 850, $250 million that
were cut from specific education programs. For example, Class-
rooms for the Future, a program that had great benefits in my
district, is eliminated, completely eliminated. That money cannot
be replaced with stimulus money.

And keep in mind, stimulus money is only a 2-year infusion
of money. It goes away after that. If we do not come up with a
structural system with the appropriate revenues to pay for educa-
tion--it is not magic--we are going to have a poorer education
system. Our kids will not be as competitive. They will not be as
well educated. Our State will not do as well either economically
or in terms of its attractiveness to businesses and citizens to come
and move here.

And again, that is Senate Bill No. 850. Senate Bill No. 850 is
a billion and a half dollars short. When you eliminate--when you
cut funding for State Police, you are going to have to fire police
officers. That is not magic. That is simple mathematics. Interest-
ingly, when you cut money from the child welfare programs,
those services are often mandated by the Federal government,
which will require a tax increase at the local and county levels.
When you cut funding for MHIMR, Mental Health/Mental Retar-
dation Services - not magic. What is going to happen is people
will not get the services. Mentally retarded people, people with
mental health issues will not get the services they need. Again,
that is not going to save us money in the long run.

All of these cuts are Draconian. All of these cuts will affect
people's lives. Many of these cuts are going to result in us losing
additional money from the Federal government as we do not
meet our obligation in order to get matching funds. So this is,
you know, when we just sort of blithely say, let us just cut every-
thing, and we will be fine, I just want people to understand that
there are real-life consequences in people's lives to doing this.

As we approach the final hours of the budget, hopefully--final
days of the budget, final months, hopefully the last decade of the
budget debate, you know--I think it is important that we all em-
bark upon the spirit of compromise. But the thing about the spirit

of compromise is that it requires compromise on both sides.
There has been some talk that we have to make tough decisions.
Over here and at the Governor's Office, we have made a lot of
tough decisions. I think I am going to have to vote for a budget
that is going to cut a lot of programs that I think are very impor-
tant, programs that I do not think should be cut, programs that,
I think, the cutting of which will hurt Pennsylvania. But I am
going to have to vote for that, because I feel like, you know, we
have no choice. These are tough economic times.

But--and I said this the last time I spoke on this issue--we see
no tough choices, with all due respect, from my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, because failure to fund programs that
many people did not want to fund in the first place is not really
a tough choice. A tough choice is to do things you do not want to
do. We have had to do things we do not want to do, and we may
have to do more. You do not get everything in a negotiation. If
you want a budget with no revenue increases and just cuts in all
the programs that people on this side of the aisle support, you are
not going to get that. I do not think, with the composition of the
House and the Governor's Office, you are going to get that. So
we have to cut where it is uncomfortable. I believe my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle are going to have to make tough
choices and find revenues where, maybe philosophically, they
would prefer not to. But that is what is necessary when we are all
pulling together to try to solve the problem.

Because after all, Mr. President, this is a fiscal problem. At its
core, it is a mathematical problem. We do not have enough
money to perform core services of government. Maybe we have
to cut back even more on those core services, but we also have
to find additional revenues. It is a fiscal, mathematical issue. This
is not a theological issue. This is not an issue where, you know,
if we have to raise a tax one penny per year, we are not going to
do it because it has the word "tax" in it. That is not a thoughtful
and intelligent way to address a budget negotiation.

So I am hoping, in the next little bit of time, that we all aban-
don our, sort of, rigid ideologies and move forward in a spirit of
compromise and problem-solving for the people of Pennsylvania,
keeping in mind that while taxpayers have to be considered, so
do parents, so do sick people, so do poor people, so do people
who drive on our roads, so do people who go to our schools, so
do the people who are the victims of crime. They are all part of
the mix here, and I think that we have to keep our eye on that
fact.

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

woman from Cumberland, Senator Vance.
Senator VANCE. Mr. President, much has been said about

education funding in the budget bill the Senate passed. It is ap-
propriate, I think, to restate some of the points that may get over-
looked by the administration as it holds media events throughout
central Pennsylvania.

In the Senate plan, no school district will receive less basic
education funding than it received in the prior year. Overall, the
school districts that I represent will receive increases ranging
from 8.5 percent to 15 percent when you count the Federal stimu-
lus dollars that go directly from the Federal government to the
school districts. At the State level, we have increased education
funding by about 50 percent over the last 6 years for education.
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How many other departments in this State government can say
they have received a 50-percent increase? Or more importantly,
how many households in our district can say that their income
has increased 50 percent over the last 6 years?

However, the dire fiscal situation we now face requires shared
sacrifice. While some budget items will be slashed or eliminated,
school districts will have been spared severe cuts by being
funded at prior-year levels. Additional Federal funding promises
meaningful increases. School districts also cannot continue to
award discretionary raises while crying that they are not getting
enough money from State government. The State funding in-
creases of recent years are simply unaffordable in today's climate.
My constituents believe firmly that State government should live
within its means. I am confident that school districts will commit
their best efforts toward maintaining a quality education for our
children in these challenging times.

I am very discouraged with all the talk about Senate Bill No.
850. It is very easy to criticize, and I suggest that those who criti-
cize offer an alternative. Bring a bill out. Let it be voted upon.
This has not happened. The scare tactics are constantly brought
out. Today, the Governor, at his press conference, talked about
eliminating 800 positions, perhaps empty positions, unfilled posi-
tions, but the intent is to scare people. I think to use State em-
ployees as tools is very, very bad.

One of our former speakers said we are talking about real-life
consequences. I think we need to step back and look at the real
consequences for the forgotten person - the taxpayer. They are
trying to meet their own limited budget, and they simply cannot
afford a 16-percent increase. I think it is time that we all come to
reality. We are in a very, very difficult fiscal situation, and we
need to stop the rhetoric and sit down and really get to work.
Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Philadelphia, Senator Williams.

Senator WILLIAMS. For those who cannot hear this because
they are not in these halls, they are suggesting that I am not a
gentleman. But thank you, Mr. President. You at least got my
name right. I really do appreciate that.

We tend to talk to each other on this floor. We do not tend to
talk to the person who is watching us. So I want to try to talk to
them, because if I were listening--and I am going to try to talk as
if, my grandparents have passed on, but one in particular used to
call me about State government activities all the time. And she
would talk about how we would confuse her, so she wanted us to
make it plain. So I want to try to make it plain.

For all the fiction that I keep hearing on the floor, let us start
with some basic facts. The Governor, on February 4, introduced
a budget. That is called a Budget Address. That is not for the
Senators, folks. That is not for the State Representatives. That is
for you who are listening. There was a budget introduced. It was
followed by suggestions about how to pay for that budget. May
6, the fuse was lit. Now, how many months was that? February,
March, April, May. That is 4 months later, 4 months later that
Senate Bill No. 850 was passed, the Governor's suggestions were
rejected, and somebody, in 4 months, came up with a plan. By
the way, we are now waiting in July, which is 2 months after that
time in May.

I want to suggest to you that all the commentary about the fact
that we have not had ideas, that there have been no discussions
from our friends in the House--Grandma, I cannot suggest to you
that that is true. That is just not the truth. So she would say to me,
baby, are they lying? I am not going to say they are lying. I am
just going to say they may be a bit confused, Grandma, because
they have had public hearings in almost every county across
Pennsylvania when it comes to Senate Bill No. 850. You know
why? Because people on the other side of the aisle wanted it to
be such, so they had the hearings.

The problem is, Grandma, I think that they might not have
heard what the people said. They said they want better schools,
not slower schools. They said they want us to spend money on
their children in school, not in prisons. They want us to make
sure our children have jobs, job training, unemployment compen-
sation. And by the way, Grandma, they want us to stop talking
out of both sides of our mouth.

Scare tactics? Scare tactics are the truth. The truth is that pro-
grams will be cut. There will be consequences for those cuts, and
people will lose their jobs. How do I know? How do I know?
Because people who are Democrats and Republicans called me
to ask me questions about their jobs. One hospital in particular,
Grandma, is one that she used, a small hospital which receives
about $30 million in pay-for-performance programs, which is cut
out of Senate Bill No. 850. That is not fiction. That is not scare
tactics. That is truth.

By the way, Grandma, when I could not talk to you the other
day, it was because a lobbyist was in my office talking to me
about these programs that we are going to cut. Oh, they are talk-
ing to me because other people will not talk to them, from dis-
tricts that I do not represent, in party affiliations that are not a
part of mine.

Now, the truth of this conversation is this: Senate Bill No. 850
happened, and for some reason, we are trying to put a little eraser
to it. Every press report I heard was, that was a starting point. If
that is a starting point, then I do not know what the Governor has
been doing, or the Republican chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations has been doing, or the Democratic chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations has been doing at the Gover-
nor's house. They have been talking about the budget. Now, for
some, that is not negotiations. I guess that is just dinner, or as my
Grandma would say, that is supper. They are talking about what
they disagree about. They have been talking about it since Febru-
ary, when the Governor first introduced his ideas.

So let us stop fibbing, because I cannot use the word "lying,"
because my Grandma does not like it. Let us stop fibbing to the
taxpayer. We disagree. And the Governor--I do not understand
all the emotion about the Governor walking around, talking about
his perspective, because we sure as heck are talking about stimu-
lus package money. And by the way, everyone is balancing their
school districts on stimulus package money. Oh, that is right,
because the Federal government, Obama, has a printing press that
a year from now, we will be talking about how we are running
into debt because that administration has printed more money
that we are going to depend upon to run these school districts at
sufficient levels.

Now, Grandma, that is not a liar, that is just a hypocrite. That
is not a Democrat. That is not a Republicrat. That is Hypocrat.
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You cannot have it both ways. And the reason why we are spend-
ing 40 percent more is because we were not spending enough
before.

These ridiculous stories that I keep hearing about - well, you
know, in the good old days, you know, when you did not have
enough money to pay your bills, you just buttoned up your
jacket, and you sucked it up, and you turned off the lights, and
you did the hard thing, and you saved money. Well, I do not
know what you did in your household, but I know one thing.
After we stopped buying meat and just ate white bread with may-
onnaise on it, and after we cut off all the air conditioners, and
after we turned off all the televisions, and after we stopped all the
luxuries of cable, et cetera, you had to pay a mortgage. You had
to pay the utility bills. You had to provide for your children. So
you had better get additional revenue through a second job. And
some people around here want to refuse that.

Now, the other obvious thing--I know, Grandma, this is both-
ering you. "They keep talking about taxes, baby. I do not want to
pay more taxes." Nor do I, Grandma. I do not want to pay more
taxes either. "They keep talking about that. By the way, how do
you get paid?" Through taxes. "How do they get paid?" Through
taxes. "The floor you sit on, who pays for those light bills?" You
do, Grandma. "The Chamber in which you work, how does that
work?" You pay for that, Grandma. "The State Capitol?" That is
yours. As a matter of fact, Grandma, the moment you work in
government, there is a tax that supports it. This place is
100-percent taxed. So all the fiction about, we cut it, we raise it,
we--come on, cut the nonsense. Make it plain. You pay taxes for
something. The question is the value of what you are paying for.

Now, there is a fair debate about what we are paying for. Is
there a return for what we are paying for? That is a great conver-
sation to have. But to suggest you start with "you do not pay for
it" is ridiculous. Taxes are a part of this conversation. Because it
rolls out of my mouth freely means I am an honest person. It does
not mean that I am rushing to do it, but it means I start in an en-
gagement at an honest point.

The honest point is February 4, not May 6. The honest point
is that we have been disagreeing for the last 2 months in private,
not in public. The honest truth is the Governor is walking around
saying his perspective, and somebody is running right behind him
saying their perspective. And the fact that somebody is scared of
it means you are scared of it, not me. I greet the truth. I embrace
the truth, and I also face the truth.

The truth is that we are woefully short of revenues because
everybody around this place spent a lot of money. And every-
body participated in the party during the good times. And every
Governor since Tom Ridge has done the same thing. They built
a bridge, they named a highway, they paved a road, they sup-
ported a school, they opened some institution, they created new
venues for sports. They spent taxpayers' money.

So cut the crap. The Governor is not holding anybody hos-
tage. Senate Bill No. 850 sits over in the House because people
disagree with it. But you know what? It may come out pretty
soon. And woe be you when your hospital has to lay off 20 work-
ers, 30 workers, or whatever it may be. Do not come looking for
me. And if on July 17, somebody is not paid, do not blame Ed
Rendell. He sent us his ideas. And whether we disagree with

them or agree with them, he sent them. It is our job to sit in a
room and negotiate fair terms.

And by the way, Grandma, his budget was out of whack, and
Senate Bill No. 850 was out of whack. Everybody needs an
eraser around this place. If the 10 school districts can balance
their budgets on stimulus money, God bless them. Three years
from now, they will not. The problem is there are 490 others that
did not. The truth is if we had political courage around this place,
you would not have 500 school districts. You would save a lot of
money after that, would you not? When the Governor talked
about reducing school districts to 100, I did not see anybody
running up to sign up for that. I did not see anybody running up
to sign up for cuts in the healthcare process. All the tough deci-
sions, we seem to avoid. Whoops, step to the side.

Grandma, that is the plain truth. The plain truth is that we play
Mickey Mouse games, we hide behind labels, we use slogans, we
talk about party politics, and the truth is on the holiday that just
passed, we could not run from State workers fast enough, Demo-
crats or Republicans, because they were all asking us the same
questions: Am I going to be able to pay my mortgage payment?
My car payment? Is my kid going to be able to go to school in
the fall? And by the way, if they do not, I am going to be mad at
you all. And they are not talking about Democrats or Republi-
cans. They are talking about all of us. They are talking about all
of us.

And by the way, they have a right to be contemptuous of us,
because we sit on the floor, and we spend a lot of time talking
back and forth, but the truth is, for every year I have been here,
we do the same thing. We rush to the last second, just under the
headline. The scare tactic is right then and there. That is where
the scare tactic is, because every year, we have done the same
thing. We scare the State worker into passing a budget. We force
them to make decisions, borrowing money out of their Christmas
fund, from their grandmother, from their auntie, from their uncle,
somebody, to make sure that they have enough money to pay a
bill that they are not sure they are going to be able to pay. That
is the truth of the matter.

And by the way--that is right, everybody is nodding "yes,"
because that is the way it works. Do not blame the Governor for
the scare tactics. We are responsible for that. We play around
until the last second and talk about--because we are doing it
based upon our positions. That is bull nonsense. We do it be-
cause we think there is political advantage to it, and then we slip
into the dark and slip a little deal in there. We get our own little
situations in the budget, every one of us.

Last year was particularly hilarious, when I sat on this floor,
and I listened to people argue from the other side, talking about,
we have to be fiscal conservatives, and I looked at the budget,
and I saw a bunch of line items that were nondescript and de-
tailed. Then, when I researched them, I discovered whose dis-
tricts they were in. Little League baseball diamonds. Shall I go
down the list? Because I have it. Should I embarrass all of us? Or
should I just get to what my grandmother wants us to get to, that
is, the business of this. Make it plain, she says. Get to the bottom
line. Be at the heart of where people are. They are suffering
enough. Pennsylvania is in pain. Get to the bottom line.



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE 883

And I do not want to take any days off. All that nonsense in
the newspaper talking about, well, it costs you X amount of dol-
lars. It is not my fault people do not want to talk. I will sit on this
floor for 24 hours a day. We do not have to leave. We can stay
right here and do this budget right here in public, starting today.
We can do it. We do not have to wait for the Governor. The Gov-
ernor has nothing to do with this. It is us.

We can get Dwight--I can call Dwight Evans right now. We
can go right down to that Rotunda and have a nice conversation
in front of everybody. There are 10 marbles - you get 5, we get
5. We will agree to that. You get your five decisions, we get our
five decisions. You get your five priorities, we get our five priori-
ties. That seems fair to me. No, we are going to sit on principle,
position, party. That is what we are going to sit on, party deci-
sions. I guarantee you, July 17, if we vote on a budget, it will be
along party lines. Guarantee.

We will put all these people through all this pain. Workers in
hospitals, who are scared, and they are not scared because the
Governor is saying so. They are scared because they looked at
Senate Bill No. 850. We are all talking to teachers, who are
scared. We are going to talk to the administrators of all these
social programs who are going to turn people away, because they
are scared. These cuts are not make-believe. They are real. Now,
for some people, they are a starting point. They are a conversa-
tion point. They are leverage. They are tactics. They are strate-
gies.

Well, God rest her soul, she does not have to see this any-
more. She does not have to worry about, is that hospital she goes
to, is it going to close, or is it going to be barely open, or is the
emergency room going to be backed up? She does not have to
wonder, is somebody going to be laid off who needs a job, be-
cause they are making minimum salaries with minimum benefits.
As it is, working for the State, now they have no job at all. She
does not have to worry about, will her grandchild or
great-grandchild have an adequate education, based upon the
limited amount of money that we spend on public education as it
is.

My grandmother was a basic, plain person. We collectively
are embarrassing the traditions of Pennsylvanians, Pennsylvani-
ans who work hard to provide the foundation for what we do
every day. And every one of us collects taxpayers' dollars. Every
one of us does. We are not giving them full value in their real
return.

We need to get a budget passed before the 17th. It needs to be
balanced, not based upon the Federal government spending
money, but what Pennsylvanians contribute. We need to be com-
passionate to those of us who need it the most. And most impor-
tantly, we need to look past our political, partisan positions. I
hope and pray that, you know, my grandmother's wisdom will
knock on your hotel door tonight and bug you a little bit, because
I know it bugs me a lot.

Thank you.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Montgomery, Senator Wonderling.
Senator WONDERLING. Mr. President, I actually was not

intending to stand up for remarks today, but listening to prior
colleagues address this Chamber, I felt compelled to make a cou-
ple of observations. The first is to my friend and colleague, the

gentleman from Philadelphia. I know, wherever she is, your
grandmother is proud of your passion, your enthusiasm, and your
energy in this debate.

Because that, really, I think, is where we are philosophically.
It is a debate about the direction and the future of this Common-
wealth, and what approximately 12 million citizens in Pennsylva-
nia expect from their elected representatives, expect in terms of
our obligation to be proper stewards of their treasure that is con-
fiscated, if you will, once a year, and paid into our Treasury.

Senator Vance, at the conclusion of her remarks, commented
on the forgotten people. She said there is a forgotten person in
this debate, who are the taxpayers of this Commonwealth. And
it struck me of a famous quote in the late 1800s that was offered
about the forgotten man. And of course, there was a chauvinist
era in our history, but the quote essentially pointed out that in
America, and I think in this Commonwealth back then and today,
that the forgotten citizen, the forgotten individual, is that individ-
ual who takes a risk, who creates an enterprise, who goes in, day
in and day out, to create wealth, jobs, and economic opportunity,
then ultimately, ultimately, taxes for our Treasury. An ironic
twist on that famous quote in the late 1800s is that it was com-
mandeered by the New Dealers in the Roosevelt administration.

I cite that point of history, particularly, as I listened to the
gentleman from Montgomery County and the gentleman from
Philadelphia, that I think we are at a historical point here. We
have gone through generation after generation, really since the
Great Depression, from which the presumed solution has been,
up until recent history, that government can solve everybody's
problems, that additional burden on taxpayers through a form of
program and relief is the right result, that--I even heard earlier
this afternoon that perhaps it is old-fashioned and passe to tighten
one's belt and live within their means.

And so, I know that this is a fiscal discussion. I know that we
need to apply mathematics. But I also firmly believe that this is
an ideological discussion. It is an ideological discussion from
which, yes, the many programs that this government has funded
over the years that have touched many lives in Pennsylvania are
worthy, are worthy and can be measured using any newfangled
metrics you want to show a demonstrated result, whether it be on
the social side of our budget, in terms of law enforcement, in
terms of intervention in troubled lives. If you want to measure
economic development impact for programs that are traditionally
supported by this side of the aisle, I have no doubt that there is
a measure that will show that the expense had a positive benefit
and outcome for Pennsylvanians. I wish we had the luxury and
the dollars in our Treasury today to be able to continue to fund
the myriad of programs that we know we cannot sustain, not only
in this fiscal cycle but in the years to come.

So let me, if I might, Mr. President, return back to the forgot-
ten man, the entrepreneur in this Commonwealth, particularly as
it relates to some of the Governor's proposals and some of the
rhetoric we heard earlier this afternoon. First of all, the statistics
are pure and simple, and that is that over 50 percent of the jobs
that will be created in this Commonwealth between now and
2020 will be created by one individual Pennsylvanian with an
idea. And that idea will be formulated with some risk and some
capital, and lo and behold, a company will be spawned. People
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will be hired. Jobs will be created. Wealth will be created. Com-
munities will be sustained.

So it makes no sense to me to embrace the Governor's pro-
posal to raise the personal income tax by 16 percent, a little over
16 percent. Because as we all know in this Chamber, and I think
most intelligent Pennsylvanians recognize, when one is starting
an enterprise, the personal income tax is the start-up business tax.
So at a point in time when we know that our economic future is
reliant on a start-up economy, on that one individual with an
idea, why would we want to increase their taxes?

Now, someone asked me--before I was elected in 2002, I
spent a fair amount of my time in the private sector--and they
said, Rob, what is the difference between serving here in the
Pennsylvania Senate and working in the private sector? And I
think this time of year, the difference is so crystal clear. And that
is, when you are in the private sector, dollars and cents mean
something. When you are in the private sector, revenues and
expenses have real meaning. Around here, we throw these num-
bers around, and then we measure and use high-falutin rhetoric
to suggest there are consequences if we do this and do that. Re-
ally, at the end of the day, there are no real consequences to us,
other than what we are doing for the citizens of this Common-
wealth wisely and through principles.

So when I served in the private sector, I got measured on my
revenues and expenses twice a week. One of the things I find
now, in public service, is I only really get measured once every
4 years - how we result at the ballot box, whether we do a good
job or not.

I think the people of Pennsylvania are really truly watching
this budget debate this year, in 2009. And it is not about starting
points and Senate Bill No. 850. And it is not about scare tactics,
and bus trips, and press releases, and media spin, and sound
bites. It is peeling away all that and saying, wait a minute, wait
a minute, at least in this case, this afternoon, the Senate of Penn-
sylvania, well-meaning public servants are at a philosophical
divide.

And the differences could not be more clear. The other side of
the aisle wants to restore funding for programs. I heard that at
least some Members are willing to put up a tax vote to support
that, during a recessionary period of time in this Commonwealth
and this country. Our side of the aisle has stated our point very
clearly: We need to live within our means. We cannot raise taxes
at a point in time on the working men and women in this Com-
monwealth, on the fledgling entrepreneurs.

By the way, it goes beyond the personal income tax. I was
struck by the anecdotal example from the gentleman from Phila-
delphia, talking about potential layoffs in the hospital communi-
ties in which he resides. The largest non-governmental employer
in the city of Philadelphia, in the city limits, is a hospital. They
are on the record in opposition to the Governor's proposed
2-percent provider tax. They get it. Tax increases decrease their
ability to operate efficiently, to deliver quality goods and ser-
vices, and then ultimately, what results is it puts their employees
at risk, whether it is a hospital that has 10,000 employees or that
individual who is living right down the street from you and me,
who has that germ of an idea for a business.

And so, I firmly believe that this is a philosophical debate. I
firmly believe that we are at a crossroads in this Commonwealth.

I firmly believe that, boy, when the Treasury was robust, and we
could fund a myriad of programs and do great things for folks on
both ends of the ideological spectrum and all across this Com-
monwealth, that there was a time and a place to do that. The time
and the place now is to tighten our belts, live within our means,
and not support a general tax increase, which we do not even
have a sustainable financial model to support in the future.

My final observation, Mr. President. I thought I heard some
of the Members on the other side of the aisle saying, geez, there
are Democratic Senators who would like to find a way to get
through this process without raising revenues as well. Well, I
know the chairman of our Committee on Appropriations, and
perhaps the Democratic chairman would agree, let us convene a
working group, a bipartisan working group, to find more cuts to
Senate Bill No. 850, to put it further in balance. Because at the
end of the day, living within our means is the only way to avoid
a tax increase for the citizens of this Commonwealth.

And I firmly believe it is the right path, not only for the short
term between now and whenever we pass a budget in this Com-
monwealth, but for the long term, for the long-term health and
prosperity of this Commonwealth, for the fact that we are a Com-
monwealth that is built on free enterprise, not on X, Y, or Z gov-
ernmental program, that we are a Commonwealth whose history
is rooted in the individual taking the risk and the chance, with
unfettered freedom and liberty to create the next large corpora-
tion of tomorrow, so that many people have opportunities to
work and not to be discouraged or threatened or frightened, or to
remain on that unemployment benefit line for the 72nd week.

To me, that is not uplifting. To me, that is immoral. To me,
the right path is for us to live within our means and reach a con-
clusion here that is in the best interest of all the citizens of this
Commonwealth:

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

man from Allegheny, Senator Fontana.
Senator FONTANA. Mr. President, I understand the debate

about taxes, and obviously, that is a legitimate debate and a dis-
cussion we should be having. But being out in my district, espe-
cially about a month or so ago, Memorial Day, and of course this
weekend, Independence Day, the folks I talked to did not want to
see cuts to our veterans, to our National Guard, to our State
Troopers. So I think, Mr. President, our residents deserve to
understand the consequences of Senate Bill No. 850's cuts to our
National Guard, our veterans, and our State Troopers.

The simple fact is that Senate Bill No. 850 calls for cutting
$7.6 million from veterans homes and $2.5 million from Pennsyl-
vania's National Guard operations. These are devastating impli-
cations, according to Adjutant General Jessica Wright. The cuts
to our National Guard would impact operations in 90 towns
across Pennsylvania. Eliminating a supplemental life insurance
program for active troops sends a bad message to our service
men and women and their families, especially at a time when
more of our troops are serving overseas on dangerous missions.
And their families certainly deserve more.

The Republican budget also calls for cutting $7.6 billion from
veterans homes, which, by the way, would jeopardize $5.9 mil-
lion in Federal matching funds. The Department of Military and
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Veterans Affairs says that nearly 300 military veterans could be
forced out of the State's six homes.

Eighty-four million dollars in cuts, also, to our State Troopers
is also somewhat devastating, Mr. President. It will undoubtedly
put communities at risk. The State Police Commissioner recently
indicated that the cuts in Senate Bill No. 850 could result in as
many as hundreds of Troopers being laid off. And also, it adds
more cuts to technology, which protects our Troopers and helps
them keep communities safe. Many rural communities, Mr. Presi-
dent, with those cuts, depend solely on State Police patrols, and
they would lose out on those patrols. An estimated 1,700 commu-
nities would be impacted.

Senate Bill No. 850, Mr. President, would make some drastic
cuts and, as we know and we have discussed here today, is out of
balance. And the frightening part of this equation is that you
would need to nearly double those cuts in order to make this
proposed budget balanced. Mr. President, I think the residents of
Pennsylvania deserve to know what the cuts will implement, how
they would implement into their neighborhoods, into their fami-
lies, into their friends, and I think we need to point that out when
we have this discussion about taxes or not having taxes.

Thank you.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-

man from Centre, Senator Corman.
Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, it has been an interesting

dialogue, and it is an important dialogue, as we are here on July
7. The differences are significant. And a lot of times, I think peo-
ple get frustrated and say, why do you not just go down there and
get things done? It is a little easier said than done, unfortunately,
as our differences are significant.

There has been a lot of talk about Senate Bill No. 850 here
this evening. And Senator Erickson, from Delaware County,
started out the conversation quite forthrightly talking about Sen-
ate Bill No. 850, and how when it was passed in the first week of
May, it was in balance, but because the deficit has grown more
significantly than we thought in the first week in May, it is now
out of balance. That is part of the reason why it is out of balance.

Part of the reason it is out of balance is the Governor has
heaped on a lot more spending since the first week of May. Some
of those freezes--remember back in January when he announced
$500 million in freezes of spending in the 2008-09 budget? They
sort of disappeared, and we were given more increases in spend-
ing in some of those line items, more rebates and things that go
back to Pennsylvania. Either way, there is no question that Senate
Bill No. 850 is out of balance.

We were challenged, earlier this evening, to balance it and to
bring it out again, and we certainly could do that. I do think it is
sort of curious that the one Chamber that has actually passed a
budget is being challenged to pass another one, while we have
the largest House of Representatives in the country, 203 Mem-
bers, sitting over in that Chamber--it is July 7--and they have not
voted on a budget yet. It is July 7, 203 Members, and they have
not voted on a budget yet.

What are they doing? Why are they not voting on a budget?
They voted down Senate Bill No. 850 in committee. That is their
right. I respect that. We all have differences of opinion. Okay.
What is your idea? Is it the Governor's? Introduce the Governor's
bill. Pass it out. Have you got something in between Senate Bill

No. 850 and the Governor's? Fine. Pass that. Do something. Any-
thing. You are the largest House of Representatives in the coun-
try. Do something. Do not sit there and wait for a negotiated
settlement, behind closed doors, that has a tax increase and that
the people of Pennsylvania are not prepared to pay. Put it out in
public. This is what you are for? Introduce it. Vote it out of com-
mittee. Vote it on the floor, and get it over to the Senate, and we
will take it under consideration.

It was told to us that we should rebalance Senate Bill No. 850.
I guess my question would be, what would be the point? I mean,
clearly, the other side, the Governor and the Democrats in the
House, thinks that the cuts are Draconian and do not like them,
and I respect that. So why would we think going out and coming
up with billion-dollar-plus more cuts would make them any hap-
pier?

You know, you are not for cuts in Senate Bill No. 850. I get
that. We are not for the personal income tax increase. I think you
get that by now. So there are the parameters to work from. Some-
where in the middle is a compromise. You know, us refocusing
and rebalancing Senate Bill No. 850 is not going to get us closer
to a settlement and getting us out of here and getting the people
of Pennsylvania, State employees, out from the fear of not getting
their paycheck.

Let us come to a compromise. Senator Pileggi has said it
many times. You know, what we are looking for is a budget that
does not increase the personal income tax, any broad-based tax;
a budget that spends less money than we spent last year, as every-
body is figuring out how to do with less; and a budget that bal-
ances in the out-years. That is a large parameter to negotiate
within, and hopefully find ways to appease everybody as best as
we possibly can during a recession.

You know, the gentleman from Philadelphia talked about
hospitals, and certainly, that is probably our biggest concern. It
was my biggest concern when the Tyrone Hospital shut down in
Blair County. It was my concern when the Philipsburg Area Hos-
pital in Centre County shut down a couple of years ago. They did
not get money from the State, but they shut down nonetheless,
and those people had to drive farther to get to the nearest
healthcare.

Unfortunately, hospitals have much bigger issues to deal with
than what we can necessarily deal with here at the State. If we
could get the money back in the budget, that would be great, and
that would probably prolong some of these hospitals' problems.
But, you know, their bigger issue is in Washington, D.C., and
hopefully--I know the President is on a path to try to do some-
thing about healthcare. I do not know what exactly the final con-
clusion is going to be. But clearly, our hospitals are going to
need a lot more help than what we can do here at the State level.
And if we can get some more money back in the budget to assist
them, that would certainly be one of my top priorities. I think that
would be great, as I thought it would have been great if we could
have helped Philipsburg and Tyrone. But unfortunately, they are
gone.

When you are in a recession, it does call for difficult deci-
sions, and you know, we are all wrestling with this. We do not
have any pleasure in some of the cuts. I have not found a lobbyist
who has come into my office and asked me to cut spending yet.
I do not know if the Senator from Philadelphia gets different
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lobbyists in his office than I do, but I have not had any lobbyists
come in yet looking for less spending.

Challenges are great, those are nice. But we know what you
are not for. I think you are pretty clear on what we are not for.
The balance is somewhere in the middle. And if we can get the
Governor and everyone else to just back away from the
broad-based tax--or we could vote it. We can call up a bill and
see if there are votes here for it. I talked about that last week. We
could do that, if that is what everyone wants to do. Let us see if
there are votes for the tax increase, and if there are, we can do a
budget from there, and if there are not, we can do a budget from
there. That is the light of day. That is what was being advocated
for. Let us bring the tax bill up, and let us vote it. If the votes are
there, we know how much money we have to spend, and if they
are not, then we know how much money we have to spend. There
is nothing more light-of-day than that. So maybe that is what we
need to get to.

But I do not think rebalancing Senate Bill No. 850 is going to
move us any closer in the direction of passing a budget. If you
did not like the spending cuts that dropped us down to $27.3
billion in spending, I do not think you are going to like getting
$26.1 billion much more. So we know what you are not for. You
know what we are not for. The compromise is in the middle.
Senator Pileggi has many times laid out, I think, a very reason-
able compromise, parameters to operate within, and as soon as
we get the broad-based tax off the table--it was challenged that
we were being ideological and we were being partisan, and I do
not know if that is true or not.

But I met with the dairy farmers in my district, who are just
getting crushed by milk prices right now. They are getting about
$11 per hundredweight for their milk, and it costs them $15 per
hundredweight to produce. They are losing money. They are
losing equity. Right now, they are spending their equity to keep
their farms alive. And as much as the agriculture budget took a
hit, they said to me, Senator, as much as we would like some of
these programs restored, we just cannot afford a tax increase. It
would just kill me, and I would probably have to give up my
farm, or it would at least be a bigger problem than I have today.
I do not think they came to me because I was a Republican. I do
not think they came to me for any reason other than that is their
situation in life. That is where they are.

I had a chance to go to a small township in Centre County on
Sunday, Miles Township. Rebersburg, a little town, was celebrat-
ing its bicentennial. They started their week-long celebrations
this week by dedicating a monument to all the troops who have
grown up and lived in Miles Township who either died in battle
or survived the wars. It is a large monument with all their names
on it. It is very beautiful, very fitting for the Fourth of July, to
begin their celebration, their bicentennial.

Miles Township was sort of the frontier of the Revolutionary
War. That is about as far west as they got. And person after per-
son came up to me - Senator, I cannot afford a tax increase. We
are a small rural community. I cannot pay any more taxes. We
are paying a lot of taxes as it is. And their school districts are
going to be charged and challenged with the same thing.

Unfortunately, because of Act 1 a couple of years ago, any
school district that wants to raise property taxes over a certain

level is going to have to go to the voters. Good luck with that.
See how you make out.

You know, it is a difficult time for all of us. It is a difficult
time for the State. It is a difficult time for the Federal govern-
ment. It is a difficult time for our counties. It is a difficult time
for our school districts. We are all challenged to spend our tax-
payer dollars as wisely as possible. We just do not believe that it
is time to go back to the taxpayers and say, you know what, we
cannot operate State government on the money we have. We
need more. A billion dollars more is what the Governor has pro-
posed.

So the time for resolution is now. The time for compromise is
now. We have laid out very broad parameters for a compromise
by which, I think, we can all come to some kind of agreement.
Again, no broad-based taxes, spend a little bit less than we did
last year, and balance in the out-years. That is all we are asking.
I think those are reasonable parameters for a compromise. Are
we going to have to sacrifice? Yes. We will probably have to
come up with ways to pay for that. We will probably have to
come up with ways to cut that and do what the Governor wants.
That is the spirit of compromise. That is the spirit that we are in,
and hopefully, we can get it accomplished soon.

But I am not embarrassed by our activities here in the Senate,
because we acted. Two hundred and three House Members over
there have not had a chance to vote on a budget yet. It is July 7.
They have not had a chance to vote on a budget bill yet. That is
astonishing. So if they do not like Senate Bill No. 850, fine. If
they like the Governor's plan, fine. If they like something in be-
tween, fine. But just vote. Let the 203 Members of the House,
who represent approximately 60,000 people each, represent their
constituents and vote. And when they vote and move a bill over
here, then we will have something to go for. But until then, we
laid out very broad parameters for compromise that, I think, are
very reasonable. I look forward to getting into that spirit and
getting this accomplished in the very near future.

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

man from Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, first, let me commend all of

my colleagues for their very passionate comments about this
very, very important situation that we find ourselves in. I think,
as Senator Wonderling indicated, we have a significant differ-
ence of opinion, and our differences are significant, and I think
that is an understatement.

I think that what I would like to do first, Mr. President, is to
talk about a couple of things. I want to go back to Senate Bill No.
850, because a number of times, it has been stated on this floor
that Senate Bill No. 850 was in balance when we voted on it on
May 6. That is not accurate, Mr. President. That is not true. And
to begin a conversation and have a dialogue about where to go
from here by consistently stating that Senate Bill No. 850 was
balanced is just not appropriate, in my opinion. Mr. President, on
May 6, we received a balance sheet accompanied by the budget
bill itself. And very clearly, a couple of things need to be pointed
out as to how we arrived at the conclusion that Senate Bill No.
850 was not in balance and how it was out of balance by nearly
$900 million.
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The first fact. On May 6, we knew, everyone in this building
knew, that the budget deficit on June 30 was going to be at least
$3.2 billion. At that time, my colleagues, on May 1, indicated
that it was going to be $2.9 billion short. The reality was, and the
fact is, that everyone knew that it was $3.2 billion. So the differ-
ence is $300 million. That was reflected in the 2008-09 budget
discussion, and that begins to address why we believe that there
was a shortfall of $300 million.

Secondly, when you carry that over into the next fiscal
year--as it does on the balance sheet that I have right here which
was provided to us, that very clearly says the preliminary balance
was $884 million going into the next year, and accompanied with
that was that additional $300 million that I pointed out as it re-
lates to the shortfall of $3.2 billion. In addition, there is an as-
sumption of a nearly 1-percent growth. Let us be clear. The Gov-
ernor's budget was zero-growth. I think, initially, he may have
put into place a minus 1-percent growth. A zero-percent growth
for the next fiscal year was optimistic, yet this one has a
1-percent growth, another $300 million, nearly $300 million.

So to stand up and say that Senate Bill No. 850 was in bal-
ance, knowing that information, is inaccurate. And that is why we
consistently contend that Senate Bill No. 850 was nearly $900
million out of balance on May 6 when we voted on it. We said it
loud and clear on that day, and we have said it consistently since
then, and the other side insists on saying that the budget was
balanced when they passed it. It was not.

As I stand here today, as our colleagues sit here today, we are
now in excess of $1.5 billion short. To allow us to go down a
path where we need to continue to cut, without new revenues in
this conversation, without any new revenues in this conversation,
is going to have dramatic and drastic effects on the residents of
this Commonwealth.

One area in particular, as a result of the actions of the Gover-
nor just last week, deals with State-related universities, extracting
out in excess of an additional $60 million from our four
State-related universities, because we do not have a budget deci-
sion, a budget compromise at this point in time. That is dramatic.
On July 20, I believe, Temple has indicated to us that they need
to make a decision about tuition for next year, for the upcoming
school year. July 20. They need to tell the thousands of students
at Temple University what their tuition rate is going to be. If we
do Senate Bill No. 850, there is a percentage increase that they
recognize. If we do Senate Bill No. 850 with the additional $1.5
billion in cuts, they do not know where it is going to go. And if
they do the Governor's budget, in light of what he has done with
respect to his more recent spring updates, as it relates to the de-
classification of them as a public institution in Washington, they
may be looking at a 12-percent increase in their tuition.

But as I stand here today, they do not know where they are
going to be, and that is our responsibility to make certain that we
give them clear direction as it relates to what the tuition is going
to be. That is just one example of individuals and institutions that
will be impacted by our failure to act, our failure to recognize
that we need to put more revenues into this budget conversation.

I am very pleased that my colleague on the other side of the
aisle, Senator Corman, has talked about wanting to compromise
and has talked a little bit about the rhetoric that has been pro-
vided in this dialogue along the lines of stating that they do not

want to spend any more money than what we spent this past fis-
cal year that we just concluded. We just concluded a budget that
was $27.9 billion. Our budget analysts tell us that $27.9 billion
was our number. That tells me that they are willing to listen to
something and have a conversation up to $27.9 billion with re-
spect to a spending plan. Senate Bill No. 850 was at $27.3 bil-
lion. My question is, how do we go from $27.3 billion up to
$27.9 billion, or a little shy of that, if that is where they want to
go, which again meets the criteria that there is no PIT and that we
are spending less than last year? How do we go from $27.3 bil-
lion to $27.9 billion? What are we going to do to get to that end?

We want to compromise. We want to work with our
colleagues on the other side of the aisle to get to thatend. But I
do not know how to get there without talking about new revenues
somewhere. If we think we are going to be able to look to the
Rainy Day Fund and parcel out and save some of the Rainy Day
Fund, the fact is, the Rainy Day Fund is part of the 2008-09 bud-
get, and that is gone. Healthcare Provider Retention Account - I
cannot see how that survives. Just about every single pot that is
out there, we are going to have to tap into and beyond. So we
need to have a conversation along those lines as it relates to that.

We are not alone. Forty-one other States in this country are
dealing with budget shortfalls. Forty-one. Let me just run off a
couple of them. California is in excess of $33 billion. Some have
said it is up to $42 billion. I am not sure what the number is this
month, but nevertheless, it is significant. New York is at $17.9
billion. New Jersey is at $7 billion. Florida is at $5 billion. Of
those 41 States, five passed either a PIT increase or a sales tax
increase. So we are not alone when the conversation is about
raising revenue, because everyone in this country is dealing with
this economic crisis, and other States have shown leadership to
try to find ways to raise the revenue to address the needs of their
Commonwealth or their State. Eleven other States have raised a
variety of other taxes, whether they be cigarette taxes or car reg-
istration taxes or things of that nature. Other States are stepping
forward and doing it, raising the revenue to get where they need
to get to.

I also want to talk about a couple of comments that some of
our colleagues stated earlier. Our colleague from Dauphin
County mentioned some of the school districts, and I was pleased
that he mentioned one of mine. In fact, he mentioned four from
Allegheny County. And maybe we do have some good govern-
ment in Allegheny County. I agree with that. But the one school
district he mentioned, not in my district, but in one of my col-
league's, Sto-Rox School District, a school district that has been
struggling for a number of years - there are great people in the
school district, and they have been improving very well over the
past several years.

But the fact of the matter is, the budget he did not tell you
about is going to lay off 11 teachers. It is going to cut tutors for
math and reading. It is going to cut security guards. It is going to
cut a variety of other programs. It is going to cut custodial staff.
It is going to cut transportation. That is not me saying that. Those
are the actions of the school board. Those are the statements of
the school board at Sto-Rox that voted on this budget they talked
about - 10 teacher positions and one other teacher aide position,
security staff, custodial staff, transportation, math tutors, and
reading tutors. Those are the folks we are going to be laying off
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when we talk about Senate Bill No. 850, zero budget. That is
what Sto-Rox did, as my colleagues said. They took the zero
increase, they took the Federal money, the stimulus money that
was talked about, and that is what they ended up doing.

I assure you, I assure you there is no increase in basic educa-
tion as we go forward in this process. I assure every one of my
colleagues in this Chamber that you will see countless school
districts, mine and yours, Democrat and Republican, rural, subur-
ban, and urban, will be providing for a reduction in their payroll
in terms of their staff. Teachers will be laid off, property taxes
will be increased, and most importantly, some of the most funda-
mental programs that we need to have in place for our kids will
be reduced or eliminated. That is a fact as I see it.

Mr. President, finally, our good friend, Senator Wonderling,
talked about what they do in the private sector. Mr. President, we
are not the private sector. The private sector does not have to
worry about educating kids, does not have to worry about provid-
ing resources for higher education to educate our kids at the
highest level possible. They do not need to worry about the pro-
grams that we put together for the Department of Education, that
they are required to put together and to provide.

They do not have to take care of the disabled and the elderly,
like we do through DPW, the Department of Public Welfare.
That is not their responsibility. It is our responsibility to do that.

They do not have to take care of our highways and our roads
throughout this Commonwealth, through the Department of
Transportation. That is not their responsibility. That is our obli-
gation. That is our responsibility.

They do not have to worry about the unemployed. They do
not have to worry about helping the unemployed retrain or help-
ing the unemployed find new jobs. And most importantly, what
we do not have to do and what we should not do is eliminate the
very programs designed to help the unemployed get back on
track, to find work or to retrain. And that is exactly what Senate
Bill No. 850 did, and that is exactly what we may have to do if
we do not provide additional revenues or begin a conversation
about how we get to a point in time when we have an opportunity
to craft a budget.

They do not have to deal with Corrections, a Corrections sys-
tem that is growing. You know, it is great when we pass all this
legislation that locks them up and throws away the key, or we
clamp down on or shut down the parole process, but the effect of
that is that you are going to have new prisoners in our system,
maybe 2,000 this year is what they are telling us, requiring us to
build three new prisons, three new prisons in the next 18 months
at a cost of $200 million each, $50 million a year in actual ongo-
ing revenue that we need to spend to operate those new prisons.
We will be spending $173 million more on prisons this year,
because the net gain of the prison system is that we have more
people coming in than are going out. Consequently, we have to
spend more money. The private sector does not have to worry
about that, but we do. It is our obligation. It is our responsibility.
We need the revenues to be able to do that.

Mr. President, look at the State of Illinois. The State of Illi-
nois, one of those States that is experiencing a budget deficit, is
going to be laying off 1,000 Corrections workers, 500 in Septem-
ber and, I think, 500 later in the year. You know what that
means? At the end of the day, you know, the folks who are going

to be laid off are going to be Corrections officers. Those are the
types of people in the Corrections system who are going to be let
go. You do not have 1,000 administrative folks to lay off. You
are going to be hitting the core of the security system and the
Illinois State prison system.

We do not need to do that in Pennsylvania. We should not do
that in Pennsylvania. If we adopt a budget that does not acknowl-
edge that we have the need for new revenues, we will be doing
that in Pennsylvania. The Members on this side of the aisle will
not want to support that. We will not be supporting that. But that
is, at the end of the day, where we are going to end up.

We have a lot of work to do, Mr. President, and I recognize
that the House has not worked on a budget or adopted Senate Bill
No. 850. But it is pretty hard to take a bill that already decimates
a number of departments and then try to extract an additional
$1.5 billion out of it to try to pass it. It is our process. We spent
10 hours, 2 weeks ago, at the Governor's Mansion trying to figure
out where we can go and figure out a compromise with respect
to a number of the line items that we addressed. And the best we
can do after yesterday's meeting, when we concluded the conver-
sation about DPW's budget, was about $120 million, and that
took us 10 hours to do, with all four Caucuses participating.

We have a long way to go. There is no question about it. But
I want to reiterate my earlier point that the dialogue that is taking
place about balanced budgets and unbalanced budgets has to end.
Now is the time to get together and put our working groups to-
gether. Yesterday, the Governor put on the table an opportunity
to get working groups together to begin this process, recognizing
that we need to do four or five of them, and nothing has hap-
pened toward that end. We are ready to go to work. We are ready
to compromise. We are ready to negotiate. But we need to nego-
tiate honestly and with the opportunity to be able to be flexible
with respect to where to go and how to get there. That has not
been the case up to this point in time.

And I apologize for sounding very frustrated with this process,
because I am. Like my colleague, Senator Corman, he and I are
both new to this process, as it relates to the positions that we
hold. And we want to make certain that we get through this pro-
cess as expeditiously as possible. But it is frustrating when there
is no movement. There is no movement. We need to change that.
And I am happy to hear him say that, what appears to me, based
on his conversation and his comments, there is a willingness to
go to a number less than the Governor's budget number. And I
hope he is sincere in that regard, because we will be proposing
something along those lines and working with them to try to get
to that end and to try to grow that number as much as possible,
because we feel that we need to provide the revenue to try to get
done for Pennsylvanians what needs to be done.

Mr. President, let me conclude. As Senator Wonderling said,
the differences are significant, and they are. We believe that we
have a responsibility, that we have an obligation to make certain
that we meet the needs of our Pennsylvanians, our residents in
this Commonwealth. We believe, philosophically, that it is our
responsibility to provide the appropriate healthcare for folks. We
believe that it is our responsibility to make sure our communities
are safe, and that we adequately fund State Police to make certain
that there are enough State Police Troopers on the highways, and
that our Corrections system is sound and solid and that we are
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keeping those people in the prisons who need to be in the prisons
and not releasing them. We believe we have a responsibility and
an obligation to make certain that we take care of our disabled
and our elderly and our veterans, as Senator Fontana talked
about. We believe that we have an obligation to educate our kids
and provide an environment where they can learn, and a safe
environment.

It takes resources to do all of those things. And absent the
resources, we will not be able to do it. We will not be able to do
what we believe is our core responsibility in government. And
again, it is the government. It is not a private business. It is the
public's business, not private business. We need to make certain
that we do what needs to be done right, and we need to do it
sooner rather than later.

Thank you, Mr. President.

BILL SIGNED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wishes to announce
the following bill was signed by the President in the presence of
the Senate:

SB 33.

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY

The following announcements were read by the Secretary of
the Senate:

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

COMMITTEE MEETINGS

WEDNESDAY, JULY 8, 2009

9:30 A.M. LAW AND JUSTICE (joint hearing with  Hrg. Rm. I
the House Liquor Control Committee - PA North Off.
Liquor Control Board Chairman Patrick
Stapleton to answer questions regarding
wine boutique stores)

12:30 P.M. APPROPRIATIONS (to consider Senate Room 461
Bills No. 917 and 925; and House Bill Main Capitol
No. 703)

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from York, Senator Waugh.

Senator WAUGH. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
now recess until Wednesday, July 8, 2009, at 1 p.m., Eastern
Daylight Saving Time.

The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate recessed at 6:50 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving

Time.


