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The Senate met at 11 a.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Jim Cawley) in the 
Chair. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Reverend WILLIAM L. BORROR, of Media 
Presbyterian Church, Media, offered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Lord God Almighty, our Creator, our Redeemer, we thank 

You for this day that You have given us, and we thank You for 
the great honor to serve the people of this Commonwealth. I ask 
that You would bless each Senator and staff member represented 
here. Be with them in the work that they do, give them wisdom 
and prudence, and also give them blessings, guidance, and care 
in their own lives and their concerns. We thank You for their 
sacrifice, and we ask that You would honor it. 

Lord, in this time of great challenge in our State and our coun-
try, we are reminded on the 70th anniversary of one of the great-
est challenges and crises that ever faced this nation how, in spite 
of legitimate differences of opinion and conviction, we came 
together and ultimately were victorious. So, Lord, I ask that there 
be peace and grace as they do their work together. Help them 
truly work for the common wealth, the common good of all the 
people of this State, particularly those who are most vulnerable. 
We pray this in Your holy name. Amen. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Borror, who is 
the guest today of Senator Pileggi. 

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: 

December 6, 2011 

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, Bryan Troop, 2 South Market Street, 
Apartment 205, Elizabethtown 17022, Lancaster County, Forty-eighth 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Pennsylvania 
Housing Finance Agency, to serve until July 20, 2014, and until his 
successor is appointed and qualified, vice Jeremy Nowak, Wynnewood, 
resigned. 

TOM CORBETF 
Governor 

MEMBER OF THE WORKERS COMPENSATION 
APPEAL BOARD 

December 6, 2011 

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, Alfonso Frioni, Jr., Esquire, 210 Main 
Entrance Drive, Mount Lebanon 15228, Allegheny County, Thirty-
seventh Senatorial District, for reappointment as a member of the 
Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, to serve until the third Tuesday 
of January 2015, and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

TOM CORBETI' 
Governor 

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILL 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 361, with the information the House has passed the 
same without amendments. 

HOUSE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives presented to the 
Senate the following bills for concurrence, which were referred 
to the committee indicated: 

December 7. 2011 

HB 120, 121 and 2009 -- Committee on Community, Eco-
nomic and Recreational Development. 
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BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

December 7, 2011 

Senators ARGALL, SOLOBAY, FONTANA, KASUNIC, 
RAFFERTY, COSTA, TARTAGLIONE, ERICKSON and 
TOMLINSON presented to the Chair SB 1342, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, in powers and duties of the 
Department of Corrections, prohibiting certain private operation funds. 

Which was committed to the Committee on JUDICIARY, 
December 7, 2011. 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

December 7, 2011 

Senators STACK, RAFFERTY, ORIE, BROWNE, 
ALLOWAY, TARTAGLIONE, FONTANA, BREWSTER, 
FERLO, FARNESE, YUDICHAK, PIPPY, McILHINNEY and 
BOSCOLA presented to the Chair SR 235, entitled: 

A Resolution supporting a United Ireland. 

Which was committed to the Committee on RULES AND 
EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS, December 7, 2011. 

BILL SIGNED 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Jim Cawley) in the 
presence of the Senate signed the following bill: 

SB 361. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Piccola, and a legislative leave for Sen-
ator Tomlinson. 

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

Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave 
for Senator Leach, and temporary Capitol leaves for Senator 
Hughes and Senator Yudichak. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Piccola, and a legislative leave for Sen-
ator Tomlinson. 

Senator Costa requests a legislative leave for Senator Leach, 
and temporary Capitol leaves for Senator Hughes and Senator 
Yudichak. 

Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Hughes and Senator Piccola have 
returned, and their temporary Capitol leaves are cancelled. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. The Journal of the Session of October 26, 
2011, is now in print. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the Session of 
October 26, 2011. 

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

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-49 

Alloway Erickson Piccola Vogel 
Argall Farnese Pileggi Ward 
Baker Ferlo Pippy Washington 
Blake Folmer Rafferty Waugh 
Boscola Fontana Robbins White Donald 
Brewster Gordner Scarnati White Mary Jo 
Browne Greenleaf Schwank Williams 
Brubaker Hughes Smucker Wozniak 
Corman Kasunic Solobay Yaw 
Costa Leach Stack Yudichak 
Dinniman Mctlhinney Tartaglione 
Earl! Mensch Tomlinson 
Eichelberger One Vance 

NAY-0 

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

The PRESIDENT. The Journal is approved. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
GUESTS OF SENATOR DOMINIC F. PILEGGI 

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE 

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, it is my pleasure this morn-
ing to introduce the Senate Chaplain today, Reverend William L. 
Borror, of the Media Presbyterian Church, in Media Borough, 
Delaware County. Reverend Borror has been the senior pastor of 
the church since 1995. He is a graduate of Princeton Theological 
Seminary, and is a doctoral candidate at Drew University in 
Madison, New Jersey. Prior to seminary, Reverend Borror served 
in youth ministry for 7 years and was an area director for Young 
Life. Reverend Borror is joined today by the head deacon of the 
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church, Kate Meehan, who is seated in the gallery. Mr. President, 
I ask that we extend our traditional warm welcome to Reverend 
Borror and Deacon Meehan. 

The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Pileggi please 
rise so that the Senate may give you its usual warm welcome. 

(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 purposes, first, of a meeting of the Committee on State 
Government to be held in the Rules room immediately, to be 
followed by a meeting of the Committee on Environmental Re-
sources and Energy also to be held in the Rules room, to be fol-
lowed by a Republican caucus to be held in the Majority Caucus 
Room. 

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

Senator FONTANA. Mr. President, Democratic Members are 
to go to the committee meetings and then we will caucus after 
those committee meetings. Thank you. 

The PRESIDENT. For purposes of a meeting of the Commit-
tee on State Government, to be followed by a meeting of the 
Committee on Environmental Resources and Energy, to be fol-
lowed by Republican and Democratic caucuses, without objec-
tion, the Senate stands in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Piccola, and legislative leaves for Sena-
tor Corman and Senator One. 

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

Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I request a temporary Capitol 
leave for Senator Hughes. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests a temporary 
Capitol leave for Senator Piccola, and legislative leaves for Sena-
tor Corman and Senator One. 

Senator Costa requests a temporary Capitol leave for Senator 
Hughes. 

Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 

CALENDAR 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 242 (Pr. No. 2815) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (RL.90, No.21), known 
as the Liquor Code, further providing for definitions, for authority to  

issue liquor licenses to hotels, restaurants and clubs, for sales by liquor 
licensees and restrictions, for prohibited interlocking business, for pub-
lic venue license, for malt and brewed beverages retail licenses, for 
prohibitions against the grant of licenses, for sales by manufacturers of 
malt or brewed beverages and minimum quantities, for distributors' and 
importing distributors' restrictions on sales, storage, for retail dispens-
ers' restrictions on purchases and sales, for brand registration, for brew-
eries, for licenses not assignable and transfers, for renewal of licenses 
and temporary provisions for licensees in armed service, for responsible 
alcohol management, for unlawful acts relative to liquor, alcohol and 
liquor licensees, for unlawful acts relative to malt or brewed beverages 
and licensees, for hours of operation relative to manufacturers, import-
ing distributors and distributors, for unlawful acts relative to liquor, 
malt and brewed beverages and licensees, for rights of municipalities 
preserved, for reporting of worthless checks, for limited wineries and 
for distilleries. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

AMENDMENT OFFERED 

Senator WILLIAMS offered the following amendment No. 
A7073: 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 5 and 6, by striking out "FOR RIGHTS 
OF MUNICIPALITIES" in line 5 and "PRESERVED," in line 6 

Amend Bill, page 32, lines 3 through 20, by striking out all of said 
lines 

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

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

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I offer this amendment 
for some very basic reasons of fairness. While the issue at hand 
really relates to a specific section of Pennsylvania which I do not 
represent, there are friends who actually reside in the area and 
have brought to my attention that within the body of legislation 
that we are trying to move forward and have made great strides 
in moving forward, unfortunately, there is a preservation for a 
specific winery, the conditions around that winery. It is a local 
problem. It talks at some length about a disturbance from the 
winery to the surrounding community and disruptions to some of 
the neighbors who live in that community. The neighbors have 
asked for relief, and unfortunately, they have not gotten to the 
level of understanding and the relationship that they want to have 
with that winery. 

Subsequently, there has been an amendment that has been 
introduced, and passed, that further erodes the powers of that 
local consideration and the neighbors who live in that area. So 
this amendment just redirects the language that simply preserves 
the local powers and puts in place the ability for the control of 
noise around the local winery to be disposed of at that local 
level. 

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

Senator McILHINNEY. Mr. President, the winery in question 
is in my district in Bucks County. And what the original bill 
provides for is to remove the LCE's supervision for the noise 
provision, which is at zero tolerance, and then turn it over to the 
local Upper Makefield noise ordinance so that the winery and 
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neighbors would be subject to the same ordinance and noise 
levels as all the other businesses in that particular township. So 
I ask for a negative vote on the gentleman's amendment. 

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

Philadelphia, Senator Williams. 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think that, as described, 

that would be wonderful, but what should draw anyone's atten-
tion to this is that the amendment and the language as drafted 
gives a specific exemption to this winery, and this winery alone, 
in Pennsylvania. So if the language was consistent with all win-
eries and all activities of commerce across Pennsylvania, that 
would be fine, but it does not. It defines and specifically carves 
out this particular winery, which would draw anyone's attention, 
regardless of where it is in Pennsylvania. And these concerns, 
which I think are much more legitimate not only by those neigh-
bors but by all of us as legislators, should be that there is a par-
ticular amendment crafted for a specific winery doing a specific 
type of business in a particular community. 

I think it should have been left alone. I think those matters 
should have been managed. Frankly, I think, unfortunately, what 
will happen is that the entire body of legislation will end up in 
litigation. So all the work that people and Members are working 
toward--the compromises have been carved out, unfortunately, 
because it is now attached to this bill--will find itself in front of 
a court and may delay the process for some very creative think-
ing and thought processes that Members have laid out. 

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

Senator PIPPY. Mr. President, I know the maker of the 
amendment has just been recently notified of that language. Let 
me give everyone the whole history on this bill in particular, and 
then that language specifically. We have been working on some 
noise ordinance issues, because the challenges, for example, in 
Philadelphia and some of the urban areas in Pittsburgh and others 
are different than the rural areas and sometimes different than the 
suburban areas. So we have been working on noise ordinance 
language for a very, very long time. And the gentleman is cor-
rect, the response to the issue in which the Senator from that 
county was asked to engage is unique to that area, but it is not 
precedent-setting. 

We have looked for a way, and if you look into the history of 
this issue, both parties have cooperated, and the Representatives 
who are involved in that district are also supportive. The town-
ship in question has a local noise ordinance. They have a local 
noise ordinance that applies to everyone but this licensee, so 
there is a debate within this township. I believe if a township has 
a local noise ordinance, that should supercede because local con-
trol, especially when it comes to noise and other issues relative 
to the quality of life of an individual, you should allow the locals 
to have the greatest amount of say in those types of issues. 

Now, we were trying to craft an amendment that used terms 
such as "reasonable" to maybe a decibel level, but we do not 
have agreement across the Commonwealth yet on that. Because 
of the local ordinance already in place--and I want to make it 
very clear, if there was not a local ordinance, then this would be 
a unique situation, but there is a local ordinance--it would fall 
back upon the local elected officials who, hopefully, have a 
better understanding or a more detailed understanding of the 
unique issue. 

So, I truly understand the gentleman's concern, but I want to 
make sure that everyone is aware that there is a local ordinance 
in place. So what this says is that the State will not step into this 
fight and that, frankly, our local elected officials, whether at the 
State or the municipal level, will have to deal with it. And that 
was agreed to by Members of both Chambers, at least in the ap-
propriate committees, and that is what we ask. 

So, the gentleman's comments relative to the importance of 
local involvement are still very strong and valid. I argue, in many 
ways, the amendment that was offered on behalf of that area 
allows more local control, and I will even offer up that we are 
not done yet, that we are still working on a much larger noise 
ordinance bill. We are trying to deal with, for example, my col-
league's issues in Philadelphia with nuisance bars. Those are very 
strong issues, and we want to work with him on them. So, I want 
to make sure that everyone has all the information, that when this 
bill passes, if that language is still in the bill, it would defer now 
to the local municipality that has already adopted an ordinance, 
and we would just say that you have to have uniformity, and they 
would then have the ability to provide supervision on the ordi-
nance. 

I thank you, Mr. President, for the ability to speak. 
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Williams. 
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think that what Mem-

bers need to understand is that while much of what was laid out 
is accurate, there are many places in Pennsylvania that the State 
Police, based upon this unique set of circumstances, will now be 
complied and required to do certain things. They are not in sup-
port of this amendment. I have spoken publicly about their con-
cern with this amendment--not my amendment, the language to 
which we are referring. And so they would be very comfortable 
with it if it were resolved at the local level. The problem is, we 
are put in the position where it has to be resolved at the local 
level. It has been kicked up to another entity, and now we are 
carving out language that does not deal with the problem, but 
creates a new law and precedent. 

So while those people who are responsible for enforcing it 
truly are on the front lines of it and created the situation, they 
have not effectively put in the situation the power of local com-
munities. My amendment speaks to the power of a local commu-
nity, a local constituency, and those people who live in those 
communities. That is further supported by those who are in law 
enforcement, the State Police specifically, who are not in favor 
of the language as it is currently constructed. 

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

Senator PIPPY. Mr. President, I speak as the chairman of the 
Committee on Law and Justice. We spoke to the LCE this morn-
ing concerning this amendment, and at that time, we were not 
told that they had any issues, so if the gentleman has been made 
aware of some opposition, then he has knowledge that no one 
else who has been working with them over the last 6 months has 
heard in particular relative to this bill. We have not heard that 
from those members recently. I will once again say that, as writ-
ten, the State Police does not enforce the noise ordinance. The 
LCE for the licensees would not be enforcing it on that, and I 
would also argue that there is already an area in Philadelphia that 
is given the same privilege for which the Senator is asking. 
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So I want to make it very clear that we have not heard from 
the LCE, who does the enforcement, who would be the individu-
als involved on the amendment. We talked to them today, so if 
they changed their minds in the last few hours, they usually have 
the ability and have been very quick to notify me when they have 
had concerns in the past. If this goes through, the local commu-
nity with the local ordinance would be the individuals involved. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Williams. 

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the person in question is 
Major Lutz. To my knowledge, he is with the State Police. They 
do have concerns, and the LCE is, of course, the enforcement 
entity, but as we also know, it frequently overlaps with the State 
Police, based upon one's ability to do that. 

So I could not tell you what occurred in terms of conversa-
tions. All I can tell you is who called and contacted our office 
this morning. 

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

Senator FERLO. Mr. President, I serve as the Minority chair 
of the Committee on Law and Justice, and obviously I have a 
good, strong, working relationship with Senator Pippy as the 
Majority chair. On this amendment, I think it is mindful that we 
pause and look at House Bill No. 242 as a compilation of some 
21 separate issues and amendments that have been compiled 
together. I think we know the history of moving so-called liquor 
bills in the House and Senate. They do not move without strong 
bipartisan support. They always try to be the expressed opinions, 
thoughts, and needs of each and every colleague. 

We have the ability to move this bill on final passage today, 
and I believe it is an agreed-upon bill with the House. I certainly 
respect not only the right of my colleague to introduce this 
amendment and to argue strenuously as he does for its passage, 
but I just want to clarify, at least speaking for myself, I am urg-
ing passage of House Bill No. 242, sans this amendment. Thank 
you. 

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Williams. 

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, while I recognize and 
respect both chairmen of the Committee on Law and Justice, I 
recognize the work that they have done is quite effective and 
ground-shaping, and I am not here to, unfortunately, try to derail 
that work at the last hour. What I am saying, though, is that what 
concerns me is the substance of one detail of that work which is 
very important. But even that aside, what I suggested to my col-
league, Senator Ferlo, and which I will suggest to my other col-
league, the chairman, Senator Pippy, is that you are putting in 
jeopardy some 20-odd compilations that you all drew compro-
mise on. I truly do believe there will be litigation as a result of it, 
so the consequence of introducing that language puts the entire 
product in jeopardy, and I do not have anything to do with that. 

But I am here to say that I respect that work. I am not here to 
take task for that work, but that detail is a very specific detail and 
draws a yellow flag in terms of how we are going to conduct 
ourselves, and, frankly, draws into question the constitutionality 
of the bill. I am not going to ask that question on the floor today. 
I will allow that for the lawyers, with other fees at another time. 
But I am here to say that that is another issue that is very con-
cerning to me. If the chairmen and Members, who spent so many 
hours doing this work, are going to put their work product in  

jeopardy, then I think that is something they and the body should 
be aware of as they move forward. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Pippy. 
Senator PIPPY. Mr. President, just a couple of final com-

ments. I have the greatest respect for my colleague. We work on 
a lot of different issues together. I will say, when you are looking 
at legislative issues, a couple of questions come up. As Chairman 
Ferlo has mentioned, we worked on this bill as a whole, over 20 
items, and we have been able to gamer consensus on all of them. 

Some of the noise issues are challenging, but when I look at 
it, I say, what does a Senator who represents the area, what is his 
opinion when it comes to legislative action? Then, as important, 
what are the House Members' opinions? In this case, we are for-
tunate enough, what a great community to have a Democrat and 
a Republican representing that area. Both the House Democrat 
and the House Republican said they are supportive because they 
want to deal with the issue locally. So, all things being equal, 
that is what we would defer back to. 

As it relates to the lawsuit, I hate to have the threat of litiga-
tion be tossed out there, but I understand--and the gentleman is 
very upfront, which I like. What I will argue is that you can have 
litigation on any bill. If they were to pursue that, our assumption 
under our constitutional law is that the bill, unless stated other-
wise, is severable. So if there ever would be a challenge--and I 
think they would have a tough time because there is precedence, 
but I am an engineer, not an attorney, so I will not argue the legal 
merits of it--but if they were to go down that path, the 
severability clause would allow for all the other items that we 
have already discussed, and for which we have significant sup-
port. 

So I appreciate the gentleman's effort. I hold it out to him, 
working with Senator Ferlo and other colleagues, to bring him 
into some of the working groups as we deal with the noise ordi-
nances and maybe look at that. But in the end, I think if a local 
community has a noise ordinance, we should allow that noise 
ordinance to have precedence, and that is what this does. 

Now, maybe the individuals who contacted the gentleman do 
not want the local ordinance and would prefer to look at a loop-
hole under our law which allows the LCE--and the Major you 
mentioned works with the LCE, so the LCE and the Major are 
interchangeable--is using that loophole to try to gamer whatever 
their local goals are, but I would say, and I hope that we pass a 
bill in the future that says, if your township cares about it 
enough, the local ordinance has precedence. In the absence of a 
local ordinance, as related to liquor licensees, then the LCE 
would come in. 

So, I will stop on that, and ask for a "no" vote on the amend-
ment, and, hopefully, a "yes" vote on the bill. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

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

The yeas and nays were required by Senator WILLIAMS and 
were as follows, viz: 
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YEA-15 

Blake Dinniman Leach Washington 
Boscola Famese Schwank Williams 
Brewster Hughes Stack Yudichak 
Costa Kasunic Tartaglione 

NAY-34 

Alloway Ferlo Pileggi Vogel 
Argall Folmer Pippy Ward 
Baker Fontana Rafferty Waugh 
Browne Gordner Robbins White Donald 
Brubaker Greenleaf Scarnati White Mary Jo 
Corman Mcllhinney Smucker Wozniak 
Earli Mensch Solobay Yaw 
Eichelberger One Tomlinson 
Erickson Piccola Vance 

Less than a majority of the Senators having voted "aye,' the 
question was determined in the negative. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
It was 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-40 

Alloway Earli Mensch Tomlinson 
Argall Eichelberger Piccola Vance 
Baker Erickson Pileggi Vogel 
Blake Farnese Pippy Ward 
Boscola Ferlo Rafferty Waugh 
Brewster Folmer Scarnati White Donald 
Browne Fontana Schwank White Mary Jo 
Corman Greenleaf Solobay Wozniak 
Costa Kasunic Stack Yaw 
Dinniman Mdllhinney Tartaglione Yudichak 

NAY-9 

Brubaker 	Leach 	Robbins 	Washington 
Gordner 	One 	Smucker 	Williams 
Hughes 

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. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES 

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

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request temporary Capitol 
leaves for Senator Yaw and Senator Mary Jo White, and a legis-
lative leave for Senator Scarnati. 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests temporary Capitol  

leaves for Senator Yaw and Senator Mary Jo White, and a legis-
lative leave for Senator Scarnati. Without objection, the leaves 
will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 371 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 639 (Pr. No. 640) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the Penn-
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, in optional affordable housing funding, 
further providing for affordable housing programs fee in cities of first 
class. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEA-46 

Alloway Erickson Pileggi Vogel 
Argall Farnese Pippy Ward 
Baker Ferlo Rafferty Washington 
Blake Fontana Robbins Waugh 
Boscola Gordner Scarnati White Donald 
Brewster Greenleaf Schwank White Mary Jo 
Browne Hughes Smucker Williams 
Brubaker Kasunic Solobay Wozniak 
Corman Leach Stack Yaw 
Costa Mdllhinney Tartaglione Yudichak 
Dinniman Mensch Tomlinson 
Earl! Piccola Vance 

NAY-3 

Eichelberger 	Folmer 	One 

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

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

SB 1237 (Pr. No. 1837) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of October 6, 1998 (P.L.705, No.92), 
entitled, as amended, 'An act providing for the creation of keystone 
opportunity zones and keystone opportunity expansion zones to foster 
economic opportunities in this Commonwealth, to facilitate economic 
development, stimulate industrial, commercial and residential improve-
ments and prevent physical and infrastructure deterioration of gee- 
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graphic areas within this Commonwealth; authorizing expenditures: 
providing tax exemptions, tax deductions, tax abatements and tax cred-
its; creating additional obligations of the Commonwealth and local 
governmental units; and prescribing powers and duties of certain State 
and local departments, agencies and officials," in keystone opportunity 
zones, further providing for extension for unoccupied parcels and for 
additional expansion zones; providing for expansion for new job cre-
ation; further providing for application, for corporate net income tax 
and for capital stock franchise tax; and, in tax administration, further 
providing for application time; and providing for monitoring data. 

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 Erickson Piccola Vance 
Argall Farnese Pileggi Vogel 
Baker Ferlo Pippy Ward 
Blake Folmer Rafferty Washington 
Boscola Fontana Robbins Waugh 
Brewster Gordner Scarnati White Donald 
Browne Greenleaf Schwank White Mary Jo 
Brubaker Hughes Smucker Williams 
Coiman Kasunic Solobay Wozniak 
Costa Leach Stack Yaw 
Dinniman Mcllhinney Tartaglione Yudichak 
Earll Mensch Tomlinson 

NAY-2 

Eichelberger 	One 

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 1335 (Pr. No. 1824) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of November 30, 1965 (P.L.847, No.356), 
known as the Banking Code of 1965, further providing for names per-
mitted to be used and for prohibition of adoption, use or advertisement 
of certain names, titles and descriptions. 

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

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEA-49 

Alloway 	Erickson 	Piccola 	Vogel 
Argall 	Farnese 	Pileggi 	Ward 
Baker 	Ferlo 	Pippy 	Washington 

Blake Folmer Rafferty Waugh 
Boscola Fontana Robbins White Donald 
Brewster Gordner Scarnati White Mary Jo 
Browne Greenleaf Schwank Williams 
Brubaker Hughes Smucker Wozniak 
Corman Kasunic Solobay Yaw 
Costa Leach Stack Yudichak 
Dinniman Mcllhinney Tartaglione 
Earll Mensch Tomlinson 
Eiclielberger Otie Vance 

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. 

SB 1336 (Pr. No. 1839) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 18, 1996 (P.L.1066, 
No. 159), known as the Accident and Health Filing Reform Act, divid-
ing the act into Federal compliance and Commonwealth exclusivity; in 
Federal compliance, further providing for definitions, for required fil-
ings, for review procedure, for notice of disapproval, for use of disap-
proved forms or rates, for review of form or rate disapproval, for disap-
proval after use, for filing of provider contracts, for record maintenance, 
for public comment and for penalties and providing for regulations and 
for expiration; in Commonwealth exclusivity, providing for regulations 
and for action by the Insurance Commissioner; and making editorial 
changes. 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

AMENDMENT OFFERED 

Senator FERLO offered the following amendment No. 
A7087: 

Amend Bill, page 3, lines 19 and 20, by striking out "45 days, or" 
in line 19 and "a shorter period of time as the department may estab-
jj" in line 20 and inserting: 

60 days 
Amend Bill, page 4, lines 8 and 9, by striking out "45 days, or a 

shorter period of time "in line 8 and "as the department may establish," 
in line 9 and inserting: 

60 days 
Amend Bill, page 5, line 11, by striking out "4" and inserting: 

60 
Amend Bill, page 5, lines 12 through 29, by striking out all of said 

lines and inserting: 
(2) Proposed changes to an approved base rate or any ap-

proved component of an approved base rating formula which effect an 
increase or decrease in the approved base rate or in an approved compo-
nent of an approved base rating formula of [more than] 10% or more 
annually in the aggregate shall be subject to filing, review and prior 
approval by the department in accordance with the provisions of section 
304. The filings required by this paragraph shall be made no less than 
60 days prior to their effective dates. 

(3) Proposed changes to an approved base rate or any ap-
proved component of an approved base rating formula which effect an 
increase or decrease in the approved base rate or in an approved compo-
nent of an approved base rating formula of [not morel less than 10% 
annually in the aggregate shall be subject to filing and review in accor-
dance with the provisions of section [4] 

Amend Bill, page 6, lines 7 and 8, by striking out "45 days, or a 
shorter "in line 7 and "period of time as the department may establish," 
in line 8 and inserting: 
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60 days 
Amend Bill, page 14, lines 10 and 11, by striking out "At the de-

rartment's "in line 10 and "discretion, the department may" in line 11 
and inserting: 

The department shall 

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

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

Senator FERLO. Mr. President, as my colleagues are fully 
aware, I want to give credit and thanks to Senator Don White, the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Insurance, for mov-
ing quickly to submit this formal piece of legislation. As we are 
aware, the Federal Healthcare Act passed in 2010 did require 
what they refer to as effective rate guidelines to be in place 
throughout every State in the Union. However, it was in their 
determination, if I believe correctly, that our State, along with a 
few others, fell short and somewhat inadequate in the rate guide-
lines and review process. Senator Don White has expressed the 
urgency of passing this bill, rightfully so, so that we meet Fed-
eral compliance, and we can continue to have our own State 
prerogatives as it relates to rate review for a smaller class of 
health insurance providers. 

I cannot speak for the rest of the State, but certainly out in our 
Pittsburgh region, where it is the larger so-called not-for-profit 
health insurance companies or even smaller for-profit health 
insurance companies, on each end of the scale, we have suffered 
significantly from double-digit rate increases for more than a 
decade. We have the opportunity here--and again, sometimes 
when we move bills at the end of the year, or the end of a Ses-
sion, or when there is a lot of controversy on several other bills 
that we focus on, we seem to push through some bills. I am not 
suggesting we are doing this irrationally or in any expedited form 
that would not allow full review or debate. 

I think it is important now that we have the bill before us to 
protect the interest of consumers. Basically, my amendments are 
aimed at three things: Allowing a greater allotment of time for 
the formal review by the Insurance Department, from 45 days to 
60 days for rate review, that the amendment would express the 
opportunity to maintain and expand the current rate review pro-
cess and standards that are lacking and not in place in the depart-
ment, and most notably and most importantly--again, I got 
elected to represent my constituents, not just the health insurance 
corporations--health insurance corporations, be they private, 
for-profit, or nonprofit, need to be sustainable. They need to have 
revenues in excess of their obligations. They need to be finan-
cially solvent. I am not here to dispute that, but I am concerned 
about proper notification to consumers, a proper review and not 
a rubber-stamping process that goes on in the Pennsylvania In-
surance Department, regardless of what previous administration 
we are talking about. I think it is important that the individual 
consumers are notified properly and have a right to public com-
ment on that review process by the department. 

So my three amendments together, from a comprehensive 
approach, would amend the bill that is up right now for final 
passage and make it more of a level playing field to protect the 
rights of individual consumers, those who are suffering from 
high insurance rates. When we say consumers, we are not just  

talking about individuals. This bill, with my amendment, would 
reach out to that smaller class of the smaller business commu-
nity, the small business entrepreneurs. Much has been talked 
about at the Federal and State level about our obligations to this 
class of individual consumers, the small business community 
producing a great preponderance of jobs in the economy, strug-
gling with a lot of tax obligations, Unemployment Compensa-
tion, Workers' Compensation, and now, again, suffering from 
rate increases by the insurance companies, be they for-profit or 
not- for-profit. 

So again, I would like to restore some level playing field here 
with public notification, rate review by the Insurance Depart-
ment, and the ability of the public to weigh in on some formal 
comment period. So that is the intent of the amendment as I have 
offered it. I do not see why we cannot do something here, not 
just for special interests all the time as in this Chamber, but for 
those who do not formally have a voice in this Chamber and rely 
on the good work of each and every one of our colleagues to 
create a level playing field when there is a need to do so. Thank 
you. 

The PRESIDENT. Further on the amendment, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Indiana, Senator Don White. 

Senator D. WHITE. Mr. President, I have deep and utmost 
respect for my colleague and neighbor out in western Pennsylva-
nia, Senator Ferlo. He has always been consistent in his advo-
cacy for transparency in government, and especially in some-
thing as important as the pending Federal Healthcare Reform Act 
that the Federal government has proposed to enact shortly. So, 
we do have an obligation to come in compliance with the Federal 
Healthcare Reform Act, and this is a step that we must take. I 
think I have made my objections quite clear to some parts of the 
Federal Healthcare Reform Act, but this is something to put us 
in compliance. We have been out of compliance since September 

What this does do--something we have struggled with for 
many, many years--is it gives us the opportunity to have small 
group rate reform. I think that is very important. Also, before, all 
of the commercial carriers' rate reviews were done strictly on the 
Blue Cross/Blue Shield entities in this State. Now we will have 
the opportunity to also review the rates from the commercial 
carriers and also the for-profit Blues subsidiaries that have been 
set up in recent years. I think Senator Ferlo's amendment would 
add unnecessary administrative costs to the Insurance Depart-
ment, and we certainly do not have the resources as we would all 
like to have, and I do not see where it will really add any addi-
tional benefit for the consumer. 

There are several thousand filings submitted to the department 
every year. Every company that wants a rate change or rate re-
view has to do it on every one of their products, so I think it is 
important there. The timeframes for review and comment are 
reflective of the current law, and in the case of Senate Bill No. 
1336, extended to those rates not previously subjected to filing 
or prior approval. It is a process that worked well and is accessi-
ble to the consumer. I think it gives the Commissioner the neces-
sary flexibility to make determinations and timeframes that work 
for the marketplace and ultimately, hopefully, the consumer. 

I understand the concerns of Senator Ferlo, but I have to ask 
at this time, for the case of expediency and getting us into com-
pliance, for a negative vote on Senator Ferlo's amendment. 
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And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

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

YEA-15 

Blake 	Ferlo 	Leach 	Washington 
Brewster 	Fontana 	Schwank 	Wozniak 
Costa 	Hughes 	Solobay 	Yudichak 
Farnese 	Kasunic 	Tartaglione 

NAY-34 

Alloway Eichelberger Pileggi Vogel 
Argall Erickson Pippy Ward 
Baker Folmer Rafferty Waugh 
Boscola Gordner Robbins White Donald 
Browne Greenleaf Scamati White Mary Jo 
Brubaker Mcllhinney Smucker Williams 
Corman Mensch Stack Yaw 
Dinniman One Tomlinson 
Earl Piccola Vance 

Less than a majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the 
question was determined in the negative. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?  

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-48 

Alloway Eichelberger One Tomlinson 
Argall Erickson Piccola Vance 
Baker Farnese Pileggi Vogel 
Blake Folmer Pippy Ward 
Boscola Fontana Rafferty Washington 
Brewster Gordner Robbins Waugh 
Browne Greenleaf Scarnati White Donald 
Brubaker Hughes Schwank White Mary Jo 
Corman Kasunic Smucker Williams 
Costa Leach Solobay Wozniak 
Dinniman Mcllhinney Stack Yaw 
Earl Mensch Tartaglione Yudichak 

NAY-i 

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. 

BILL AMENDED 
LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED 

The PRESIDENT. Senator Hughes has returned, and his tem-
porary Capitol leave is cancelled. 

And the question recurring, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
It was agreed to. 
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 

required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, I have been working 
with a group of physicians here in Pennsylvania, and they asked 
me to make the following remarks. Senate Bill No. 1336 is an 
important piece of legislation to insure the Pennsylvania Depart-
ment of Insurance will have primacy over the regulations of vari-
ous healthcare insurers in the face of Federal healthcare reform. 
Should healthcare reform be enacted fully, Senate Bill No. 1336 
is absolutely necessary to guarantee Pennsylvania officials, not 
the Federal government, will continue to regulate this important 
industry within our State. 

Pennsylvania's physician community has a few concerns re-
lated to this legislation, but given the need to quickly move Sen-
ate Bill No. 1336, representatives of several physicians' organiza-
tions decided to seek remedy of their concerns in other legisla-
tion, and not hold up this important bill. I intend to work with 
them in the future, and I thank you, Mr. President. 

HB 1458 (Pr. No. 2817) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consoli-
dated Statutes, in general provisions, further providing for definitions; 
in drivers' licenses, further providing for judicial review and for cancel-
lation; in commercial drivers, further providing for definitions and for 
requirement, providing for certification requirements, for medical certif-
ication and for noncompliance and further providing for license and for 
disqualification; and further providing for nonreciprocity of operational 
limitations. 

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

A6930: 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 3, by inserting after "DEFINITIONS;": 
in registration of vehicles, further providing for display of 

registration plate; 
Amend Bill, page 1, line 8, by inserting after 'DISQUALIFICA-

TION;': 
in general provisions, further providing for automated red light enforce-
ment systems in first class cities and providing for automated red light 
enforcement in certain cities; 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 8, by inserting after "SECTIONS": 
1332(b)(2), 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 9 and 10: 
§ 1332. Display of registration plate. 

(b) Obscuring plate.--It is unlawful to display on any vehicle a 
registration plate which: 

(2) is obscured in any manner which inhibits the proper opera-
tion of an automated red light enforcement system in place pursuant to 
section 3116 (relating to automated red light enforcement systems in 
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first class cities) or 3117 (relating to automated red light enforcement 
systems in certain cities); or 

Amend Bill, page 8, line 25, by striking out '6154' and inserting: 
3116(d)(3)(ii), (e)(3), (i)(3), (I) and (q) 

Amend Bill, page 10, by inserting between lines 4 and 5: 
§ 3116. Automated red light enforcement systems in first class cities. 

(d) Penalty.-- 

(3) A fine is not authorized during: 

(ii) The first [60] 45 days for each additional intersection 
selected for the automated system. 

(e) Limitations.-- 

(3) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, information 
prepared under this section and information relating to violations under 
this section which is kept by the city of the first class, its authorized 
agents or its employees, including recorded images, written records, 
reports or facsimiles, names[,] and addresses [and the number of viola-
tions under this section], shall be for the exclusive use of the city, its 
authorized agents, its employees and law enforcement officials for the 
purpose of discharging their duties under this section and under any 
ordinances and resolutions of the city. The information shall not be 
deemed a public record under the act of [June 21, 1957 (P.L.390, 
No.212), referred to] February 14, 2008 (P.L.6. No.3), known as the 
Right-to-Know Law. The information shall not be discoverable by court 
order or otherwise, nor shall it be offered in evidence in any action or 
proceeding which is not directly related to a violation of this section or 
any ordinance or resolution of the city. The restrictions set forth in this 
paragraph shall not be deemed to preclude a court of competent juris-
diction from issuing an order directing that the information be provided 
to law enforcement officials if the information is reasonably described 
and is requested solely in connection with a criminal law enforcement 
action. 

(i) System administrator.--
*** 
(3) The system administrator shall submit an annual report to 

the chairman and the minority chairman of the Transportation Commit-
tee of the Senate and the chairman and minority chairman of the Trans-
portation Committee of the House of Representatives. The report shall 
be considered a public record under the Right-to-Know Law and in-
clude for the prior year: 

(I) The number of violations and fines issued. 
(ii) A compilation of fines paid and outstanding. 
(iii) The amount of money paid to a vendor or manufac-

turer under this section. 

(I) Payment of fine.-- 
(1) An owner to whom a notice of violation has been issued 

may admit responsibility for the violation and pay the fine provided in 
the notice. 

(2) Payment must be made personally, through an authorized 
agent or by mailing both payment and the notice of violation to the 
system administrator. Payment by mail must be made only by money 
order, credit card or check made payable to the system administrator. 
The system administrator shall remit the fine, less the system adminis-
trator's operation and maintenance costs necessitated by this section, to 
the department for deposit into the Motor License Fund. [Fines depos-
ited in the fund under this paragraph shall be used by the department to 
develop, by regulation, a Transportation Enhancements Grant Program.] 
Except as otherwise provided under paragraphs (4) and (5), the deøart-
ment shall use the fines deposited in the fund under this paragraph as 
prescribed under 67 Pa. Code Ch. 233 (relating to transportation en-
hancement grants from automated red light enforcement system reve- 

nues). (3) Payment of the established fine and applicable penalties 
shall operate as a final disposition of the case. 

(4) Distribution of fine revenue under paragraph (2) shall be 
as follows: 

(i) Fifty percent of the revenue generated through an 

grants. 

(q) Expiration.--This section shall expire December 31, [2011] 
2017. 

Section 5.1. Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 

mendation. 
(iii) The location of an alternative intersection in the city 

that the department determines is appropriate for an automated red light 
enforcement system. 

(3) If the department does not issue a recommendation to the 
system administrator within 60 days, the department shall be deemed 
to recommend the intersection proposed by the system administrator as 



(A) A copy of the recorded image showing the vehicle. 
(B) The registration number and state of issuance of the 

vehicle registration. 
(C) The date, time and place of the alleged violation. 
(D) Notice that the violation charged is under section 

3112(a)(3). 
(E) Instructions for return of the notice of violation. 
(ii) The text of the notice must be as follows: 
This notice shall be returned personally, by mail or by an 

agent duly authorized in writing, within 30 days of issuance. A hearing 
may be obtained upon the written request of the registered owner. 

(j) System administrator.-- 

of the offense. 
(I) Mailing of notice and records.—Notice of violation must be sent 

by first class mail. A manual or automatic record of mailing prepared 
by the system administrator in the ordinary course of business shall be 
prima facie evidence of mailing and shall be admissible in any judicial 
or administrative proceeding as to the facts contained in it. 
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(i) The intersection is being manually controlled. 
(ii) The signal is in the mode described in section 3114 

(relating to flashing signals). 
(3) A fine is not authorized during any of the following: 

(i) The first 60 days of operation of the automated system 
at the initial intersection. 

(ii) The first 45 days for each additional intersection Se- 

partment of any state or municipality as having been stolen, it shall be 
a defense to a violation under this section that the vehicle has been 
reported to a police department as stolen prior to the time the violation 
occurred and had not been recovered prior to that time. 

(3) It shall be a defense to a violation under this section that 
the person receiving the notice of violation was not the owner of the 
vehicle at the time of the offense. 
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(m) Payment of fine.-- 
(I) An owner to whom a notice of violation has been issued 

may admit responsibility for the violation and pay the fine provided in 

(i) safety improvements for intersections within the city 
at which red light camera enforcement is installed; 

(ii) safety improvements for intersections located within 
the city; or 

(iii) actual construction, maintenance and repair of streets, 
roadways and highways. 

(3) Payment of the established fine and applicable penalties 
shall operate as a final disposition of the case. 

(4) Distribution of fine revenue under paragraph (2) shall be 
as follows: 

owner. 
(3) The hearing shall be informal: the rules of evidence shall 

not apply; and the decision of the hearing officer shall be final, subject 
to the right of the owner to appeal the decision to the magisterial district 
i249L.  

(4) If the owner requests in writing that the decision of the 
hearing officer be appealed to the magisterial district judge, the system 
administrator shall file the notice of violation and supporting documents 
with the magisterial district judge, who shall hear and decide the matter 
de novo. 

(0) Compensation to manufacturer or vendor.--lf a city has estab-
lished an automated red light enforcement system deployed as a means 
of promoting traffic safety and the enforcement of the traffic laws of 
this Commonwealth or the city, the compensation paid to the manufac-
turer or vendor of the automated red light enforcement system may not 
be based upon the number of traffic citations issued or a Portion or 

Amend Bill, page 10, line 26, by striking out ' 1606(B)(7)" and 
inserting: 

H 1607(b)(7) and 3117 
Amend Bill, page 10, line 27, by striking out " 6154" and insert- 

ing: 
§§ 1332(b)(2), 3116(d)(3)(ii), (e)(3), (i)(3), (1) and (q) and 

6154 

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, this amendment is essen-
tially the red light camera bill that we voted on in the Senate 
earlier this Session as Senate Bill No. 595. This amendment in-
corporates that bill into this House bill. I think we have had full 
discussion of the issue on the Senate floor, and I will not repeat 
the discussion again today. 

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

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

YEA-33 

Alloway Fontana Rafferty Waugh 
Argalt Greenleaf Scamati White Donald 
Blake Hughes Smucker Williams 
Browne Leach Solobay Wozniak 
Brubaker Mcllhinney Stack Yaw 
Corman Mensch Tartaglione Yudichak 
Costa Piccola Tomlinson 
Erickson Pileggi Ward 
Famese Pippy Washington 

NAY-16 

Baker 	Earl 	Gordner 	Schwank 
Boscola 	Eichelberger 	Kasunic 	Vance 
Brewster 	Ferlo 	One 	Vogel 
Dinniman 	Folmer 	Robbins 	White Mary Jo 

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

Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 
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BILL OVER IN ORDER 

HB 1630 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1792 (Pr. No. 2295) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act designating a portion of S.R. 642 in Northumberland and 
Montour Counties, as the United States Army Specialist Zachariah W. 
Long Highway. 

Considered the third time and agreed to, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Senator GORDNER. Mr. President, I have remarks I would 
like to submit for the record. 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks will be spread upon the re-
cord. 

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

Mr. President, today the Senate is poised to consider House Bill 
No. 1792 sponsored by Representative Lynda Schlegel Culver 
(Northumberland and Snyder Counties) which designates a portion of 
State Route 642 from the intersection with State Route 54 in Montour 
County to the border of Northumberland and Union Counties as the 
United States Army Specialist Zachariah W. Long Highway. 

Specialist Zachariah Long died from injuries suffered while serving 
in Iraq on May 30, 2003. Specialist Long was a 2001 graduate of Milton 
Area Senior High School, where he enlisted in the Army Delayed Entry 
Program during his junior year. After completing basic training. Spe-
cialist Long was assigned to the 519th Military Intelligence Battalion 
and served as a long-range surveillance specialist. Despite being eligible 
to attend Army Ranger School, he instead chose to be deployed to Iraq 
with his team. As Representative Culver stated when House Bill No. 
1792 was unanimously approved by the House of Representatives on 
October 18, 2011: 

"Instead of choosing to focus on additional training to become an 
Army Ranger, Zachariah instead wanted to go to Iraq and participate in 
Operation Enduring Freedom. Although his loss has been felt by every 
member of his family and our community, we are proud of his sacrifice 
and his willingness to want to serve our country at a very dangerous 
time." 

It is only fitting and proper that a portion of Route 642 in Montour 
and Northumberland Counties be named for Specialist Long to serve as 
a reminder to all who travel that roadway of the ultimate sacrifice he 
made for his country. 

The designation of this portion of Route 642 as the United States 
Army Specialist Zachariah W. Long Highway will serve as a permanent 
tribute to the life of an outstanding American who put service to his 
country above all else. Thank you. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEA-49 

Alloway Erickson Piccola Vogel 
Argall Famese Pileggi Ward 
Baker Ferlo Pippy Washington 
Blake Folmer Rafferty Waugh 
Boscola Fontana Robbins White Donald 
Brewster Gordner Scarnati White Mary Jo 
Browne Greenleaf Schwank Williams 
Brubaker Hughes Smucker Wozniak 
Corman Kasunic Solobay Yaw 
Costa Leach Stack Yudichak 
Dinniman Mcllhinney Tartaglione 
Earli Mensch Tomlinson 
Eichelberger One Vance 

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 without amendments. 

SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 152 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL REREFERRED 

HR 169 (Pr. No. 2819) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1988 (P.L. 1262, 
No. 156), entitled, as amended, 'An act providing for the licensing of 
eligible organizations to conduct games of chance, for the licensing of 
persons to distribute games of chance, for the registration of manufac-
turers of games of chance, and for suspensions and revocations of li-
censes and permits; requiring records; providing for local referendum 
by electorate; and prescribing penalties," further providing for legisla-
tive intent, for definitions, for games of chance permitted, for prize 
limits, for limits on sales, for distributor licenses, for regulations, for 
licensing of eligible organizations and for special permits; providing for 
club licensees; further providing for revocation of licenses, for enforce-
ment, for local option, for advertising and for prohibited persons; pro-
viding for civil penalties; further providing for penalties; and making 
editorial changes. 

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

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 170 (Pr. No. 114) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Consoli-
dated Statutes, further providing for driving on right side of roadway, 
for overtaking vehicle on the left, for no-passing zones, for required 
position and method of turning and for minimum speed regulation. 

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

ation. 
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BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 201 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
AND REREFERRED 

HB 210 (Pr. No. 2503) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L. 1234, 
No.204), known as the Family Caregiver Support Act, further providing 
for intent, for definitions, for caregiver support program, for reimburse-
ments and for entitlement not created. 

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

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

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

1111 344 and SB 382 -- Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 413 (Pr. No. 399) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

A Joint Resolution proposing separate and distinct amendments to 
the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further provid-
ing for qualifications for members of the General Assembly and the 
executive branch. 

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

SB 433 (Pr. No. 1714) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated Asso-
ciations) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, authorizing incor-
poration of benefit corporations; providing for rights, duties and obliga-
tions of benefit corporations and their shareholders, directors and offi-
cers; and imposing powers and duties on the Department of State. 

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

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 477, SB 532, HB 584, HB 608 and SB 707 -- Without 
objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the request 
of Senator PILEGGI. 

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394), 
known as the Local Tax Collection Law, further providing for defini-
tions; and providing for collection of municipal taxes by county trea-
surer. 

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

ation. 

SB 730 (Pr. No. 1822) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L103, No.69), known 
as The Second Class Township Code, in corporate powers, further pro-
viding for real property and for personal property; and, in contracts, 
further providing for letting contracts. 

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

ation. 

HB 755 (Pr. No. 846) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No. 130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for other meeting ex-
penses paid by counties. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 866, SB 878 and SB 884 -- Without objection, the bills 
were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
PILEGGI. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

SB 894 (Pr. No. 911) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 
as The Second Class Township Code, further providing for compensa-
tion of supervisors. 

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

ation. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 903, SB 939, SB 968, SB 1004, SB 1019 and SB 1036 --
Without objection, the bills were passed over in their order at the 
request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILLS REREFERRED 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

HB 715 (Pr. No. 729) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

SB 1049 (Pr. No. 1717) - The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 
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An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in fishing licenses, further providing for form and expiration 
of licenses; providing for license and permit packaging options; and 
further providing for expiration of licenses and permits. 

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

HB 1052 (Pr. No. 2822) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act establishing an independent informal dispute resolution 
process for long-term care nursing facilities to dispute Department of 
Health survey deficiencies; and providing for the powers and duties of 
the Department of Health. 

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

SB 1066 (Pr. No. 1220) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consoli-
dated Statutes, further providing for powers and duties of enforcement 
officers and for trespass on private property while hunting. 

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

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 1092 (Pr. No. 1270) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 20 (Decedents, Estates and Fiduciaries) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in powers of attorney, further 
providing for general provisions, for form of power of attorney and for 
liability. 

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

SB 1092 TAKEN FROM THE TABLE 

Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that Senate Bill No. 
1092, Printer's No. 1270, be taken from the table and placed on 
the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 
The PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1141 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL REREFERRED 

SB 1150 (Pr. No. 1721) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act providing tax credits for the rehabilitation of historic struc-
tures. 

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 1164, SB 1201 and SB 1252 -- Without objection, the 
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
PILEGGI. 

BILLS REREFERRED 

SB 1279 (Pr. No. 1634) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in fishing licenses, further providing for provisions relating to 
disabled veterans and former prisoners of war. 

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

SB 1301 (Pr. No, 1803) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the Penn-
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, in assessments of persons and property, 
further providing for definitions; and providing for applicability. 

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

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1302 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL REREFERRED 

HB 1349 (Pr. No. 1558) -- The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 25, 1982 (P.L.633, No.181), 
known as the Regulatory Review Act, further providing for legislative 
intent, for definitions and for proposed regulations and procedures for 
review. 

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 1355 and HB 1399 -- Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator PILEGGI. 

BILL REREFERRED 

HB 1417 (Pr. No. 2634) - The Senate proceeded to consider-
ation of the bill, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 30 (Fish) and 
34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in assault, further 
providing for the offense of aggravated assault; in enforcement, further 
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providing for interference with officers of the Pennsylvania Game Com-
mission and of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission; providing 
for the offense of assaulting an officer; further providing for jurisdiction 
and penalties and for disposition of fines and penalties; and, in game or 
wildlife protection, further providing for killing game or wildlife to 
protect person, for unlawful importation of game or wildlife, for unlaw-
ful taking and possession of protected birds, for possession or interfer-
ence with active nests or eggs of birds, for unlawful sale of protected 
birds and plumage and for hunting or furtaking prohibited while under 
influence of alcohol or controlled substance. 

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 1500, HB 1582 and 11111862 -- Without objection, the 
bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
PILEGGI. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES 

Senator M.J. WHITE, from the Committee on Environmental 
Resources and Energy, reported the following bill: 

HB 1950 (Pr. No. 2837) (Amended) 

An Act amending Title 58 (Oil and Gas) of the Pennsylvania Con-
solidated Statutes, consolidating the Oil and Gas Act with modifications 
relating to definitions, well permits, well location restrictions, protec-
tion of water supplies, well reporting requirements, bonding, enforce-
ment orders, penalties, civil penalties and local ordinances; providing 
for containment, for transportation regulations, for emergency response 
information, for notification to public drinking water systems, for corro-
sion control requirements, for gathering lines and for model ordinance; 
providing for local ordinances relating to oil and gas operations; and 
making a related repeal. 

Senator McILHINNEY, from the Committee on State Gov-
ernment, reported the following bill: 

SB 1249 (Pr. No. 1520) 

An Act apportioning this Commonwealth into congressional dis-
tricts in conformity with constitutional requirements; providing for the 
nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring publication of 
notice of the establishment of congressional districts following the 
Federal decennial census. 

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS 

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

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Holliday 
Giles and to Theodore H. Streeter by Senator Alloway. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Robert Dillan 
Taylor, Tim Granata, Keith Mattern, Denny Guo, Garrett Zeiler 
and to Jonathan Reed by Senator Baker. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Cadet Lieu-
tenant Colonel Jake R. Martin, Cadet Second Lieutenant Felicia 
J. Martin and to Nicholas Michael Arnold by Senator Blake. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Ryan 
Donohue and to Matthew Patrick Duffy by Senator Boscola. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Cynthia 
Caddoo by Senator Browne. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs. 
Clarence L. Allen and to David K.Wagner by Senator Corman. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Emmett 
Golden Hunt, Sr., by Senators Dinniman and Rafferty. Congratu-
lations of the Senate were extended to Nathaniel Thornton by 
Senator Erickson. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs. 
Charles Mannello and to Dollie Schroyer by Senator Gordner. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Robert Pro ifi 
by Senator Greenleaf. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dale Leonard 
and to Sarah Shashura by Senator Kasunic. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. H. George 
Bonekemper by Senator Mensch. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Gary W. Foltz 
and to Roll Forming Corporation-Sharon of Farrell by Senator 
Robbins. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Berks Women 
in Crisis of Wyomissing by Senator Schwank. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Emily 
Rohanna, Mary Luckasevic Tutena, Hopewell High School Girls' 
Volleyball Team of Aliquippa and to CJ's Furniture of New Ea-
gle by Senator Solobay. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Abraham C. 
Reich by Senator Stack. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Robert Vin-
cent Parrish by Senator Tartaglione. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Edward 
Callahan and to Christopher Schrier by Senator Tomlinson. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Michael An-
drew Coyne by Senator M. J. White. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Bishop James 
McNeal, Jr., by Senator Williams. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Evan Mat-
thew Morello and to Tricia P. Miller by Senator Wozniak. 

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs. 
David Behrend, Mr. and Mrs. Ray Coker and to Mr. and Mrs. 
Carlton Whitehead by Senator Yaw. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION 

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

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of the 
late S. Sidney Newhouse and to Clayton A. Rinehimer by Sena-
tor Baker. 

BILLS ON FIRST CONSIDERATION 

Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
do now proceed to consideration of all bills reported from com-
mittees for the first time at today's Session. 

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 
The bills were as follows: 

SB 1249 and HB 1950. 

And said bills having been considered for the first time, 
Ordered, To be printed on the Calendar for second consider-

ation. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

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

SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7,2011 

Off the Floor 	ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 	Rules Cmte. 
AND ENERGY (to consider House Bill 	Conf. Rm. 
No. 1950) 

Off the Floor 	STATE GOVERNMENT (to consider 	Rules Cmte. 
Senate Bill No. 1249) 	 Conf. Rm. 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2011 

9:00 A.M. 	COMMUNITY, ECONOMIC AND House Maj. 
RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT Caucus Rm. 
and LOCAL GOVERNMENT (joint 140 Main 
public hearing on the impact of Act 47 Capitol 
on the stakeholders, i.e. local governments, 
business and communities, and labor) 

MONDAY. DECEMBER 12. 2011 

11:00 A.M. STATE GOVERNMENT (joint Room G-50 
informational hearing with the House livis Off. 
State Government Committee on Senate 
Bill No. 1249) 

12:30 P.M. STATE GOVERNMENT (to consider the Rules Cmte. 
nomination of John Stevens, State Civil Conf. Rm. 
Service Commission; and Senate Bill No. 
1089 and House Bill No. 934) 

3:00 P.M. LEGISLATIVE REAPPORTIONMENT Hrg. Rm. I 
COMMISSION (Public Administrative North Off. 
Hearing to vote on the adoption of a 
Final Plan) 

Off the Floor AGING AND YOUTH (to consider Rules Cmte. 
Senate Resolution No. 250) Conf. Rm. 

Off the Floor APPROPRIATIONS (to consider Senate Rules Cmte. 
Bills No. 344,375, 1133, 1301, 1308 and Conf. Rm. 
1322; and House Bills No. 169, 210, 332, 
333, 398 and 1052) 

Off the Floor RULES AND EXECUTIVE Rules Cmte. 
NOMINATIONS (to consider certain Conf. Rm. 
executive nominations) 

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES 

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

Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, I rise at this moment to 
speak on a matter that I really wish would not have to be spoken 
about, but there were comments distributed across the Common-
wealth to most legislators and Senators and other folks that I 
really think cannot be left unanswered. I speak very specifically 
about an e-mail, e-blast, whatever you want to call it, that was 
sent out by the Commonwealth Foundation. The Commonwealth 
Foundation sent a notice out on 12/2, on December 2, and it 
came to my attention this past Tuesday in reference to the 4,300 
white roses that were distributed to Members in the House and  

the Senate, I believe, yesterday. While those roses are beautiful, 
and I am sure they adorn most of our offices, and they try to, I 
guess to some extent, make light of or bring attention to a partic-
ular issue, they do refer to, in this e-mail dated December 2, the 
issue of violence occurring in a number of our schools across the 
Commonwealth, and that is a legitimate issue to bring attention 
to. I do not think anyone would disagree that in too many schools 
and in too many communities across the Commonwealth, there 
is far too much violent activity that occurs, and we should do our 
best to try to change that reality and that course of direction. 

But the thing that gives me great pause and causes me great 
concern and, quite frankly, really is outrageous, are in fact the 
outrageous comments that were made by the author of this 
e-blast on 12/2/11 from the Commonwealth Foundation. I want 
to speak specifically about, I guess, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, it is para-
graph 7 here, where it talks about the schools and the students 
who attend those schools. I am going to quote here, Mr. Presi-
dent, and I think it is important that everyone take note of that. 
In this statement, it says, "Because you and I," and I quote, "are 
stuck paying for these hellholes - not to mention for future jail 
stays and welfare for the students whose lives are ruined in 
them." 

Mr. President, my problem here is not that there is a disagree-
ment between the Commonwealth Foundation and me about the 
policy for which they are advocating. I do not have a problem 
with a disagreement in policy. We can disagree on policy. We 
may even be able to disagree on tactics and strategy in terms of 
how to achieve that policy initiative, but what I have a serious 
problem with, Mr. President, is the decision by Mr. Mitchell, the 
vice president and chief operating officer of the Commonwealth 
Foundation, where he chooses to call these schools and the stu-
dents who attend these schools hellholes, future jail members and 
welfare recipients. That is his language, that is what he is saying. 
Quite frankly, Mr. President, it is outrageous, and quite frankly, 
Mr. Mitchell needs to apologize publicly to every one of the 
students, every one of the family members, and every one of the 
communities where these schools exist that he has decided to use 
the language "hellhole" specifically, or he has decided to make 
the decision that the students attending these schools are jail 
members or will be welfare recipients. 

We can disagree on policy, but the choice to use that kind of 
language is unacceptable. This is 2011, Mr. President. We do not 
have to use that kind of language. We can agree on the fact that 
we do not like the quality of the schools that exist in these com-
munities. We can agree on that. We can work toward trying to 
improve these schools. We can agree on that. We can agree to 
disagree on what is best for those schools. That is not a problem. 
But to use the language "hellhole," to refer to these students as 
students who will eventually wind up in jail, to refer to these 
students as students who will be welfare recipients and not have 
a future and not have an opportunity, what kind of stigma does 
that put on these schools? What kind of stigma does that put on 
these students? What does it say about them? What is the pall 
that is put across these students about what some individuals 
think of them? Hellholes? Could the gentleman, Mr. Mitchell, 
not find some better language that could be utilized in trying to 
communicate his message? 

We could even disagree on how he spent his money for the 
4,300 roses that were sent out. Maybe the money for those 4,300 
roses would have been better spent to provide for some deserving 
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students to help them attend college, since most of our colleges 
in Pennsylvania had to raise their tuition almost 10 percent. 
Maybe we could have used that money that was spent on the 
roses in another way. But I do not have a problem with the fact 
that he decided to spend his money on roses. They are beautiful. 
We love them. They are sitting behind the desk of my executive 
assistant, Lorraine, in my office. She loves the roses. She thinks 
they are beautiful. But she cannot stand the comments that were 
made by Mr. Mitchell in terms of how he refers to these students 
and the communities that exist. That is the problem, Mr. Presi-
dent. Hellholes? Going to jail? Welfare recipients? 

Mr. President, most of these schools exist in communities 
where this Commonwealth and nation have forgotten them and 
left them far behind in terms of economic advancement. They do 
not get a chance to participate in the overall economic agenda of 
this State because we do not have enough policies to help them 
in that area. But to refer to these schools as hellholes--this is his 
language. It is right there. If you want to see it, 12/2/11, go to the 
Commonwealth Foundation, it is right there. Hellholes. That is 
what he said, Mr. President. He needs to apologize to every one 
of those students. He needs to write an apology on his Web site 
and send it out to everybody to whom he sent this e-mail. 

It is fine to disagree on a policy, it is fine to disagree on a 
direction. We had that conversation on the floor of the Senate 
several weeks ago. We voted one way, and those who won the 
vote won; those who lost the vote lost. But to refer to the schools 
as hellholes, that is unacceptable. Mr. Mitchell needs to apolo-
gize, and these students deserve an apology. There are tons of 
students in many of these schools who have a bright future. 
There are tons of graduates of many of these schools who have 
gone on to college, graduate school, who have made a contribu-
tion in life already. They are doctors, they are lawyers, they run 
businesses, they have started small businesses. They have done 
well, even in the context of poor academic performance. They 
have done all right. But he can have his roses back, because all 
he wants to do is call these students names and make negative 
comments about them. That is unacceptable. 

Mr. President, we are asking--he will receive a letter from me 
this afternoon. Everybody will get a copy of it, and everybody 
will see how he happens to feel about the schools that are in dis-
tress. And if he wants to help them, that is fine, but do not say 
that they are hellholes and do not say that these students are 
headed to jail automatically, or that they are headed to be welfare 
recipients automatically. These students need people to talk 
about them in encouraging ways, to lift them up, to give them 
hope and opportunity so that they see that there is an opportunity 
available for them. 

We brought the veterans here to the floor of the Senate of 
Pennsylvania the week after Veterans Day. And do you know 
that a number of the students who attended with the veterans 
who were here were in their high school Junior ROTC program? 
And do you know that each one of those students are currently 
attending the schools to which that Mr. Mitchell refers? They 
were dressed here in uniform. They made a commitment, a mili-
tary obligation to serve their country, joining the Junior ROTC, 
standing with the veterans, understanding what that mind set is 
about. Each one of those students are students at one of these 
schools that Mr. Mitchell decides he wants to call a hellhole. 
What do you say to those students? They stood up in the bal-
cony, right there, Mr. President, in the balcony, and when the  

veterans who fought and were injured in wars stood up, those 
students stood next to them. What message is Mr. Mitchell send-
ing to these students? These are the students he wants to help, 
but then he wants to talk about them in such a disparaging way. 

Grow up, Charles Mitchell. Wake up, Charles Mitchell. This 
is 2011. Wake up. These students deserve better than that, espe-
cially those students who came up here the week after Veterans 
Day, who joined Junior ROTC, who are taking the course, taking 
the pledge, are ready to go to college, and you want to cast a pall 
on them? Hellhole? Damn you, Charles Mitchell. Damn you. 

Mr. President, these students deserve an apology. Mr. Mitch-
ell has a responsibility to apologize to everyone and those 
schools that he refers to as hellholes. How would he have liked 
it if he were in school as a high school student, a middle school 
student, or a first-grader or second-grader? Mr. President, we 
have had first grade students, second grade students, third grade 
students, little beautiful, charming children come on the floor of 
the Senate of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and those 
students have been from those schools. How would it--what kind 
of message are we sending to those first-graders, 10 years old, 9 
years old, 11 years old, to say that they are from schools that are 
hellholes? 

When I was in grade school, a long time ago, Mr. President, 
the mayor of the city of Philadelphia came to my school, a nice 
little public school in west Philadelphia, the H.C. Lea School, the 
Henry Charles Lea School. The mayor of the city of Philadel-
phia, James H.J. Tate, that long ago, came to the school and said 
to all the students, I am so proud of all the students at H.C. Lea 
School, because H.C. Lea School is the best school in the city of 
Philadelphia, and that stuck with me, that I went to the best 
school in the city of Philadelphia. I do not know if it had an im-
pact on where I am right now and the important position that I 
hold right now, the responsibility to deal with public policy for 
the 12 million people across the Commonwealth of Pennsylva-
nia, I do not know that. But I do know that I remember that mo-
ment and can say, many years later, that he made that statement. 
I do remember that he made that statement. 

What message is Mr. Mitchell sending to these students right 
now, and will they remember the fact that someone called their 
school a hellhole, destined to produce members of jail and wel-
fare recipients? Mr. Mitchell owes these students an apology, at 
the very least, Mr. President. Thank you. 

RECESS 

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

Senator BROWNE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now recess until Monday, December 12, 2011, at 1 p.m., Eastern 
Standard Time, unless sooner recalled by the President pro tern-
pore. 

The motion was agreed to by voice vote. 
The Senate recessed at 2:55 p.m., Eastern Standard Time. 


