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I

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

The Senate met at 10 a.m., Eastern Daylight Saving Time.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE GOVERNOR

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

RECALL COMMUNICATION
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE

PRAYER

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following communication 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:

The Chaplain, Reverend Dr. KAREN-LEE BROFEE, Clerk
of the Meeting, London Grove Friends Meeting, Kennett Square,
offered the following prayer:
Good morning.
I come before you this 15th day in the 10th month of the year
2014 as the guest of Senator Andy Dinniman in recognition of
London Grove Friends Meeting, a Chester County Quaker community, celebrating its 300th anniversary later this month. Thank
you for this honor.
Let us pray.
Father God, our living spirit, we gather today seeking Your
guidance as we go about our work. We recognize our shortcomings and limitations, but we have confidence in Your goodness
within us to direct our actions toward greater understanding and
peace among all whom we serve. Guide us to know well of the
needs of the communities we serve, to mindfully manage our
resources, to truthfully represent each and all within our communities with fairness and honor, and to make decisions that promote the greatest good.
We come before You as diverse individuals choosing many
forms of worship but with a common prayer that through Your
grace, our personal faiths may give us strength to act wisely today and well in all matters before us, replacing fear with insight,
haste with patience, and doubt with clarity. Grant us a wisdom
and understanding that is beyond ourselves. We come together
in goodwill, strong mind, and earnest heart seeking inspiration
and the capacity to bond and trust with one another, seeking
common ground for common good. We pray that through the
shared purpose and the light within us, we may truly know community among one another and together we might stretch beyond
our reach, touching all Pennsylvanians as our brothers and sisters, Americans as our neighbors, and those around us as our
friends. This we ask in this moment and throughout the future.
Amen.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Dr. Brofee, who is the
guest today of Senator Dinniman.

MEMBER OF THE WORKERS
COMPENSATION APPEAL BOARD
October 15, 2014
To the Honorable, the Senate
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania:
In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomination dated June
13, 2014, for the appointment of Danielle L. McNichol, Esquire, 201
Locksley Road, Glen Mills 19342, Delaware County, Ninth Senatorial
District, as a member of the Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, to
serve until the third Tuesday of January 2015, and until her successor
is appointed and qualified, vice add to complement.
I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of
nomination on the premises.
TOM CORBETf
Governor

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:
October 15, 2014
Senators SMITH, FONTANA, YUDICHAK, SCHWANK,
COSTA, HUGHES, STACK, SOLOBAY and BROWNE presented to the Chair SB 1352, entitled:
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, authorizing assessments for energy
improvements in areas designated by municipalities; and imposing a
fee.
Which was committed to the Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, October 15, 2014.
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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:
October 15, 2014

Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger
Erickson

Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach
Mdllhinney
Mensch

OCTOBER 15,
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson
Vance

Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

Senators SMITH, FERLO, SCHWANK, FONTANA,
COSTA and HUGHES presented to the Chair SR 479, entitled:
A Resolution declaring it to be in the interest of the citizens of this
Commonwealth for the Department of Environmental Protection to
make full use of available technology to preserve clean drinking water,
guarantee public safety and minimize environmental impacts associated
with Pennsylvania's production of oil and natural gas.

A majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the question
was determined in the affirmative.
The PRESIDENT. The Journals are approved.

Which was committed to the Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY, October 15, 2014.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

The SECRETARY. Permission has been granted for the Committee on Law and Justice to meet today off the floor in the
Rules room to consider the nomination of Michael Negra to the
Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a temporary
Capitol leave for Senator Smucker.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I request temporary Capitol
leaves for Senator Leach and Senator Tartaglione.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests a temporary
Capitol leave for Senator Smucker.
Senator Costa requests temporary Capitol leaves for Senator
Leach and Senator Tartaglione.
Without objection, the leaves will be granted.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Senator COSTA asked and obtained a leave of absence for
Senator WASHINGTON, for today's Session, for personal reasons.

JOURNALS APPROVED
The PRESIDENT. The Journals of the Sessions of September
15, 2014, September 16, 2014, September 22, 2014, and September 23, 2014, are now in print.
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journals of the Sessions of
September 15, 2014, September 16, 2014, September 22, 2014,
and September 23, 2014.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that further reading
of the Journals be dispensed with and that the Journals be approved.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the motion?

YEA-49
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer

Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins

RECESS
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a brief recess of
the Senate for the purpose of a Republican caucus to be held in
the Rules room beginning immediately.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, Senate Democrats will meet
in the rear of the Chamber as well.
The PRESIDENT. For purposes of Republican and Democratic caucuses, without objection, the Senate stands in recess.

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

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
MEMORIAL SERVICE FOR FORMER
SENATOR MICHAEL WAUGH
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Jefferson, Senator Scarnati.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, it is with a
heavy heart that I offer this resolution on behalf of the entire
Senate of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in condolence of
the loss of our former colleague, Mike Waugh.
SENATE RESOLUTION No. 480 ADOPTED

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

Alloway
Argall
Baker

NAY-0

Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner

Senators SCARNATI, PILEGGI, WAGNER, ALLOWAY,
ARGALL, BAKER, BLAKE, BOSCOLA, BREWSTER,
BROWNE, BRUBAKER, CORMAN, COSTA, DINNIMAN,
EICHELBERGER, ERICKSON, FARNESE, FERLO,
FOLMER, FONTANA, GORDNER, GREENLEAF, HUGHES,
HUTCHINSON, KASUNIC, KITCHEN, LEACH,
McILHINNEY, MENSCH, RAFFERTY ROBBINS,

2014

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE

SCHWANK, SMITH, SMUCKER, SOLOBAY, STACK,
TARTAGLIONE, TEPLITZ, TOMLINSON, VANCE, VOGEL,
VTJLAKOVICH, WARD, WASHINGTON, WHITE, WILEY,
WILLIAMS, WOZNIAK, YAW and YUDICHAK, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 480, entitled:
A Resolution
Honoring the life of former Senator Mike Waugh and extending
condolences to his family.
WHEREAS, Senator Mike Waugh, who dedicated more than
twenty years to public service, died on October 8, 2014, at 58 years of
age; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh, who worked in his family's contracting business and served with the Shrewsbury Volunteer Fire Company
until 1993, started his political career in 1989 when he was elected to
the Shrewsbury Township Board of Supervisors; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh was elected to the House of Representatives in 1992 and served in the House of Representatives from January
1992 to November 1998; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh served as a member of the Senate,
where he represented the 28th District from January 1999 until January
12, 2014; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh served as the chairman of the Senate
Agriculture and Rural Affairs Committee; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh served as the Governor's appointee to
the Chesapeake Bay Commission; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh was elected by his colleagues to serve
as Majority Caucus Chairman in 2007; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh served on the Pennsylvania Stimulus
Oversight Commission; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh was one of the most beloved members
of the Senate and was known for his country attire, including his Western jacket, cowboy boots and the biggest and best mustache in the
Capitol; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh was one of the prime authors of Pennsylvania's Statewide building code; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh's commitment to agricultural education, promotion and advocacy was a mainstay of his political career and
his personal life; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh was the Governor's appointee to the
Pennsylvania Farm Show; and
WHEREAS, At the time of his death, Senator Waugh was serving
in his dream job as the Executive Director of the Pennsylvania Farm
Show Complex and Expo Center; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh, together with his wife, Wanda, was
the owner of Glen Ridge Farm where they raise hay and raise and train
Percheron draft horses; and
WHEREAS, In 2010, Senator Waugh became a founding member
of the Friends of the PA Farm Show Foundation and organized the
annual Celebrity Draft Horse Competition at the Farm Show as a
fundraiser for the foundation; and
WHEREAS. Senator Waugh is survived by his beloved wife,
Wanda, their son, Joseph, and granddaughter, Camdyn; and
WHEREAS, Senator Waugh's innate sense of decency and integrity
and his calming demeanor will be sorely missed; therefore be it
RESOLVED, That the Senate express profound sorrow over the
loss of this outstanding public servant; and be it further
RESOLVED, That the Senate express gratitude for the service
rendered and genuine friendship shared; and be it further
RESOLVED, That the Senate extend condolences to the family of
a cherished former member, Senator Mike Waugh, and direct a copy of
this resolution be transmitted to his family.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, Senator Mike Waugh will
be long remembered for his unquestioned honesty, his rock-solid
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steadiness, and his unwavering dedication to the people of York
County. Mike was a true gentleman and family man dedicated to
his wife, Wanda, his son, Joe, and his granddaughter, Camdyn.
Mike's patient and methodical approach to problem-solving fit
the model of a Senator perfectly. The Senate is, after all, a deliberative body, as the writers of our Constitution intended,
Mike became chairman of our Caucus in 2006, the same year
I became Majority Leader. I believe, if my memory is correct,
that his election was the only uncontested election in that year.
We sat next to each other in the Caucus Room for literally thousands of hours as hundreds of bills and amendments were discussed. Mike was a fantastic Caucus Chairman. His calm demeanor and his strong voice were steady influences, even as the
most controversial issues were discussed, and he was universally
respected. But Mike was not just a leader in our Caucus. He was
a statewide leader on agricultural issues, fire service issues, and
issues important to the construction industry. He also loved serving as a member of the Chesapeake Bay Commission, nearly as
much as he loved spending time on the Chesapeake Bay on his
beautiful boat, which I had the privilege of visiting a few times
on a mission.
Mr. President, Mike will be remembered for all of those
things, but I will remember Mike Waugh most of all not as a
State Senator, but as my good friend. We spent many hours discussing his interests outside of the Senate, including his experiences with his granddaughter, Camdyn, and his work as a board
member of the PeoplesBank in York County. He was very proud
of their growth during his tenure there. We spent a lot of time
talking about his draft horses, which I knew absolutely nothing
about when I first met Mike, but I became somewhat of a knowledgeable person on different kinds of draft horses. He invited not
only me but other Members of the Senate, and some of us had
the privilege of going to the Farm Show and participating in the
celebrity draft horse team driving competition. I never, ever
thought that I would be in the Farm Show arena on a wagon with
these fancy draft horses pulling me around the Farm Show arena,
but there I was, thanks to Mike Waugh and his thoughtfulness,
and doing it to raise money for charity for a good cause, not just
for a good time.
Mr. President, at the top of today's Senate Calendar we find
a quote. I do not know if it was intentional or just divine intervention, "The key is to keep company only with people who
uplift you, whose presence calls forth your best." That is the
quote on the top of everyone's Calendar today. I am a much
better person for the time I was privileged to spend with my
friend Mike Waugh, someone whose presence always called for
our best. I want to thank his wife, Wanda, for sharing Mike with
us. I extend to her, to Mike's entire family, and to his many
friends, my deepest sympathy.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lancaster, Senator Brubaker.
Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, Wanda, Joseph, family
of Mike Waugh, thank you for being here. What do you say at a
moment like this? Today is my last day on the Senate floor after
8 years. During those 8 years, I served the entire 8 years on the
Chesapeake Bay Commission with Mike Waugh. He was everything that Senator Pileggi just said he was, and more. A man of
unquestioned integrity. We use that word all the time, "integrity,"
but Mike Waugh had it with every fiber of his being. Steady,
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honest, faithful, quiet, and humble. What do you say? These jobs
that we have here are more than a job, and it is really hitting me
hard. We forge relationships here that are deep and meaningful.
Our colleagues are more than just colleagues. Yeah, we argue
back and forth on the Senate floor, but it is because every single
person in this body has a deep passion for their districts and for
what they believe in, and Mike Waugh also had that. Senator
Waugh was not frequent to the microphone on this floor, but he
was steady as a rock in what he believed in. When the hours get
late here and we are on break, many colleagues will share about
their personal lives. They do that in some level of confidence,
and Senator Waugh did that 100 percent of the time with his
reverence to his wife, Wanda, and his strong dedication to his
family. It just emerged from every sense of the man. How can
you be around someone like that and have that not yield a positive influence?
I have chosen to talk without notes because I wanted to speak
from the heart and let God guide my words, and I hope that is
happening. I spoke with Wanda as I came onto the Senate floor.
My wife and I have a deep faith and I know Mike Waugh well,
not knew but know. I told his wife there is no doubt in my mind
where he is today - heaven. Wanda responded, she concurs, and
more than that, he is with us right now. Wanda is nodding in
acknowledgment right now. He is with us. He loved this Chamber, this body, not for the brick and mortar, but for the
meaningfulness of our jobs. And again, I reflect on last night. It
was late here, it was tense, but I applaud every single Member
standing up, fighting, arguing, and debating what they believed
was right. Both sides of the aisle. I know Mike Waugh would be
proud of the passion each and every single Member has here
today, had here last night, and he would want us to continue to
not lose that passion for our Commonwealth and for our country.
If he were here, and he is -- Senator, I know you are here with us,
and I know you knew this job to be an important one, but by far
the most important thing in your life is your family, who is sitting here today. There was never, ever a doubt about that. God
bless you, Senator Waugh.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Luzerne, Senator Baker.
Senator BAKER. Mr. President, there are a lot of positive
ways to describe Mike Waugh, but the one that really strikes me,
and it has already been said a couple of times, is that he was rock
solid, as in straightforward, sensible, and stalwart. Mike was not
a glory-seeker, he was not given to grabbing those glamorous
issues, or making grandiose statements. He had the experience
in the construction trade so he knew how to build things that
would last. And around here, he carried that because it meant
building trust, building solutions, and building balanced and
responsible laws. He had experience in agriculture, and that
taught him the prudence to set aside the good times and the patience to weather the tough times. He had experience in the fire
services, so you could count on him never giving in to panic in
politics. While some folks delighted in setting political fires,
Mike Waugh's specialty truly was putting them out. He had the
sort of personality and approach that could get the fire services
and emergency responders together to develop a common
agenda. They hammered out a set of priorities, and those measures guided our actions for years because of his leadership, dedication, and understanding. When Mike had something to say, it
would always be practical, informed, and filled with homespun
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humor. He always got his point across. Mike Waugh did not fit
the stereotype of a politician in look, manner, or approach, but he
truly was effective. He was a good person, in line with what I
believe people want in their elected officials: honest, earnest,
capable, and respectable. He was a friend, a guide, and someone
I know who will be greatly missed by colleagues and constituents. As it has been said, he even got me to drive a team with a
hitch wagon.
Mike was rooted in all that mattered - his family, his faith,
and his service to others. It is with deep sympathy that I extend
to Wanda, to Joe, to Camdyn, and his parents, Mike Waugh will
truly be missed. He left a mark, a very important mark.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Cumberland, Senator Vance.
Senator VANCE. Mr. President, I rise to share a few fond
memories about my friend Mike Waugh. I first met him more
than 20 years ago when he was elected to the House 2 years after
I had arrived. Our counties bordered each other and we shared
many similar interests. Mike was a really striking figure with his
cowboy boots and droopy mustache, but he was never pretentious, rather someone who was very comfortable in his own skin.
His interests were varied: volunteer fire and ambulance from his
days when he had been a fire chief, his farm and love of nature
were reflected in his large horses, his interest in the Chesapeake
Bay, and his boat. I was particularly delighted that he actually
had the opportunity to do his dream job at the Farm Show. He
really yearned for that for a long time and I was delighted that he
got that opportunity.
He had a strong loving partnership with his wife--and it was
a partnership--and his son, and his parents as well. But he would
light up when he wanted to tell us about Camdyn. She was the
joy of his life and he just radiated that joy. He was an intensely
private man but a terrific listener who really cared about other
people. I always valued him for his integrity and honesty. The
world would be a far better place if we had more people with the
character and strength of Mike Waugh. My condolences.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Beaver, Senator Vogel.
Senator VOGEL. Mr. President, memorial services and funerals are something I do not do well, so bear with me, please. I met
Mike Waugh 5 1/2 years ago sitting in that seat right back there.
I knew of Mike Waugh through my agricultural experiences, but
I did not know Mike Waugh. He made me feel very comfortable
coming to the Senate because every Monday morning we talked
about agriculture. Did you get any corn planted this weekend?
Did you get your hay made? Did it rain at your place? So that
was our Monday morning chat to start our week here in Harrisburg, and that made me very comfortable. I was very glad that I
had someone, the only person in this Chamber, I could talk to
about making hay.
A lot of things have been said about Mike. He was very proud
to get the horse-driving contest started at the Farm Show to raise
money for his foundation. That was one of his big passions. The
Farm Show was a huge passion of his, and to be able to get, like
they said, his dream job of being the director of the Farm Show.
We talked several different times. He had a lot of dreams and
ideas that obviously he will not get fulfilled, as far as what he
had planned for the Farm Show, events he wanted to do, and
things he wanted to do to make it bigger and better and make it
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a bigger jewel than it already is for the State of Pennsylvania.
His cowboy boot collection was something I admired every week
because he had two or three different pair on every week.
His wife, Wanda, I want to thank her because everyone in this
Chamber knows there is always someone at home behind you
doing the work. In farming it is doubly true because a lot of
times we would be here late and Mike would say, I guess I have
to call Wanda because she will have to feed the horses tonight.
I know many times she did the work while Mike was doing his
Senate work, or whatever we had to do in Harrisburg, and it
takes a special person like that back home to keep the home fires
burning and get the work done while you are doing your public
service in Harrisburg. I know it is the same with my situation as
well. My parents and my hired man are home doing the work
while I am here doing this, and I appreciate that very much as
well. I can understand that.
I know he said he loved his granddaughter very much and he
was hoping someday she would be a great horse person because
he loved horses and hoped she would be a horse person as well
someday. I just want to say the State of Pennsylvania has lost a
great person, but not only that, agriculture has lost a great leader
as well. Mike was chairman of the Committee on Agriculture
and Rural Affairs, and agriculture was number one on his list. He
fought hard with me at the Committee on Appropriations hearings on agriculture to make sure the Farm Show and agriculture
were funded the best it could be funded in our difficult budget
years. I know agriculture has lost a great friend and a great leader
here.
I want to give my condolences to the family. Once again, he
was a great guy and he will be sadly missed.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Bucks, Senator Tomlinson.
Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, Mike and I shared a
great love of the Chesapeake Bay and boating. I loved his 46'
post boat and he loved it and loved showing it to us after a fishing trip one day. I probably was never bigger in my daughters'
eyes than when they were about 10 years old, I took them to the
Farm Show. My daughters had Morgans, and they loved horses,
but the fact that their dad knew Mike Waugh was beyond belief
to them. They were so proud to watch him, and when I took them
down in the back part of the Farm Show and introduced them to
Mike, who they had seen out in the arena, and they got to see
those Percherons, they were just delighted. Mike took all the
time in the world with those girls, walked around and showed the
horses to them. Now, Morgans are nowhere near half the size of
a Percheron, but those girls loved that. Mike took so much time
with them, and from that day on they were in love with your
husband. They always asked about him and they always wanted
to know how he was doing. In later years when he was doing the
show, they would watch the Farm Show. But when my daughters
were only about 10 years old, they were never more proud of
their dad than the fact that he took them to meet Mike Waugh,
who they really admired and thought was a great man.
He was great human being, a very good Senator, a great Senator, but he was an even better human being and he loved his family. We are going to miss Mike and we loved him too. God bless
you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
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Senator COSTA. Mr. President, it is obvious to all of us here
today, and those watching, that Pennsylvania lost one of its finest
public servants when our colleague, Senator Mike Waugh,
passed. Mike was an outstanding individual who made his mark
quietly without rancor or ill words. He was an excellent person
to work with, not only in his role as chairman of the Republican
Caucus, but in the committees that he served on. He was always
prepared and ready to have a conversation about how we can
make things better here, and while in most instances we agreed
and worked to a resolution, the times that there were disagreements, Mike was never one who would be disagreeable. Always
a gentleman, Mr. President, I cannot remember a time when he
spoke an ill word of anyone, nor do I remember a time when
anyone spoke an ill word about the man. Senator Mike Waugh
did not prefer to battle with words on the Senate floor. Mike did
his work the old-fashioned way: he developed relationships, built
consensus, and used his interpersonal skill to guide issues, issues
that were very important to him, to closure.
A native son of York County, his roots ran deep. He was a
fixture in southern York County, and from what I have learned
from my colleagues and others, he was a person whom the constituents in York County could turn to because they knew that
Mike Waugh would deliver for them. Quiet, steady, thoughtful,
and a builder of commonsense solutions, Senator Waugh was
someone who could be counted upon to live up to his words.
Mike was a distinguished and honorable man. He served the
citizens of York County admirably, both here in the Senate and
also in the House, as well.
It was noted that Mike made his mark and made his way as a
leader on some pretty significant issues, on agriculture issues that
we know about. His emergency service work that he took very,
very seriously, and probably the area he was best known for is
building construction issues. Mike was a leader in each of these
areas and, quite frankly, was somebody who knew those issues
intimately and we have no doubt that the work he provided in the
House and Senate on these issues will be work that will benefit
Pennsylvania and will be carried on. Mike was well-liked by
everyone, he was greatly respected, and will be sorely missed.
Mr. President and colleagues, Pennsylvania is truly a better
place because Mike Waugh had the opportunity to serve here in
the Senate and the House. Our thoughts and prayers go out to his
family and friends as we mourn the loss, as I mentioned earlier,
of a great public servant.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDENT. All those in favor will please signify by
rising for a moment of silence.
(Whereupon, the Senate en bloc stood in a moment of silence
in solemn respect to the memory of the late Senator MIKE
WAUGH.)
The PRESIDENT. Let the record reflect that the resolution
passed unanimously.
Now would the Senate join me in welcoming to the Senate
floor Senator Mike Waugh's family, and family friend, former
Congressman Todd Plaits.
(Applause.)
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LEGISLATIVE LEAVES CANCELLED

The PRESIDENT. Senator Tartaglione and Senator Smucker
have returned, and their temporary Capitol leaves are cancelled.

GUESTS OF SENATOR ROBERT F. TEPLITZ
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Dauphin, Senator Teplitz.
Senator TEPLITZ. Mr. President, I rise to welcome guests
from the Harrisburg region to our Senate Chamber. With us today are members of the board of directors and guests of the Capital Region Partnership for Career Development. Later today, I
will be introducing a Senate resolution recognizing today as
Pennsylvania Career Development Day, and at noon today in the
Rotunda, my guests will be hosting a rally to emphasize the critical need to prepare students for life beyond high school graduation. They will highlight how schools, employers, and
post-secondary partners here in the Harrisburg area are working
collaboratively to prepare students for the opportunities and challenges of a 21 st-century workforce. So, Mr. President, I ask that
we extend to my guests our usual warm Senate welcome.
The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Teplitz please
rise so that the Senate may give you its usual warm welcome.
(Applause.)

GUESTS OF SENATOR ANDREW E. DINNIMAN
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNIMAN. Mr. President, my first guest, who is
now in the gallery, I believe, was our pastor here this morning,
the Clerk of the London Grove Meeting. I wanted you to appreciate the fact that we were a colony formed by William Penn and
that this particular Quaker Meeting that Dr. Karen-Lee Brofee is
the Clerk of goes back 300 years to 1714. That is pretty incredible, and there is an oak at that meeting, one of Penn's oaks that
was actually there before William Penn, and we across Chester
County are joining in the celebration of the London Grove Meeting Houses 300th birthday. As you look at these paintings in this
Chamber done by Violet Oakley, there are many Quaker themes
that you will see in these paintings. The Quakers deeply believe
in the inner light and the spirit of God that exists in each and
every one of us. If it exists in each person and the flame burns
brightly, then we need to respect and help each other. We need
to be of service to each other.
Also, finally, in my introduction, let me just share a story in
introducing Dr. Brofee, a story told by Matt Ryan, who was formerly Speaker of the House, because there are many Quakers in
Delaware County, in the President's home county of Bucks
County there are many meeting houses, and Senator Rafferty,
who represents Chester and Montgomery Counties, as well.
There was a story that occurred in Chester County when a
non-Quaker went to a Quaker Meeting as a guest of William
Penn and the Quakers, unlike politicians and unlike most of us
here, do not speak until moved by the spirit of God to speak. And
so it went on for 10 minutes, 15 minutes, a half-hour and no one
spoke. People were silent in the service waiting for the spirit to
move them. So the non-Quaker said, Billy--Mr. Penn--Billy,
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when does the meeting begin? And Penn answered back, the
service begins when we leave the meeting. You see, the Quakers
have always believed deeply in the service to each other and the
service to all. So, I hope as my first introduction, we recognize
300 years of Quaker history in our county, Chester County. We
recognize that William Penn brought Quakerism and brought
religious tolerance to this State, and this Commonwealth named
in his honor, and today we rededicate ourselves to service, religious tolerance, and an appreciation of all of our faith traditions.
Thank you, Mr. President, and I ask that you give a welcome
to the Clerk of the Meeting in honor of the 300th birthday of this
Quaker Meeting.
The PRESIDENT. Would the guest of Senator Dinniman
please rise so that the Senate may give you its usual warm welcome.
(Applause.)
Senator DINNIMAN. Mr. President, you know, Chester
County is a very old county and when our churches have anniversaries, I try to bring them here. This church that I am now
going to introduce is 200 years old today. It is located in Atglen,
Pennsylvania, in a new part of my district, as is the London
Grove part, it is the Mount Zion AME Church in Atglen. It is
pastored by Reverend Linwood M. Smith, Jr. Reverend Smith
will be giving one of our invocations, will be Chaplain of the
Senate, when we come back for our new Session. Members of
the church are here today to celebrate their 200th anniversary
with us. I would like, Mr. President, to announce the names of
those who are with us today. As I get older, I see less, so I put on
glasses so I make sure I get their names right. First, of course, is
pastor, Reverend Linwood M. Smith, Jr., who was one of the
principals of one of our high schools in Downingtown, Pennsylvania, and a most respected educator in our area. We also have
Reverend Lawrence C. Henryhand, who is the presiding elder of
the Harrisburg District of the Philadelphia Annual Conference of
the AME Church. We have some of the members of this church Mrs. Mattie Miller, Mrs. Antonia Dickinson, Mrs. Viola Acosta,
Mrs. Marie Dixon, Mrs. Gwendolyn Dickinson, Mr. Clarence
Nixon, Mr. Elsworth White, Mr. George Dixon, and Mr. Isaiah
Dixon. I hope we will give a warm welcome to the pastors and
members of this church in the celebration of their 200th birthday.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. Would the guests of Senator Dinniman
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 the purpose of a Republican caucus to be held in the
Majority Caucus Room starting at 12:15 p.m.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, Senate Democrats will meet
in the rear of the Chamber at 12:15 p.m. for caucus as well.
The PRESIDENT. For purposes of Republican and Democratic caucuses, without objection, the Senate stands in recess.
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AFTER RECESS
The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having expired, the
Senate will come to order.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Senator PILEGGI asked and obtained a leave of absence for
Senator McILHINNEY, for the balance of today's Session, for
personal reasons.

CALENDAR
THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR
BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 46 (Pr. No. 3761) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, codifying the act of July 2, 2006
(P.L.292, No.65), known as the Organ and Bone Marrow Donor Act;
further providing for applicability; and making a related repeal.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as
required by the Constitution,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:
-YEA-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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 TEMPORARILY
HR 80 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order temporarily at the request of Senator PILEGGI.
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BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HR 91 (Pr. No. 4310) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for educational
improvement tax credit; and repealing provisions relating to educational
opportunity scholarship tax credit; and, in city revitalization and improvement zones, further providing for definitions and for establishment
of contracting authority.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as
required by the Constitution,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Dauphin, Senator Teplitz.
Senator TEPLITZ. Mr. President, this bill deals with the EITC
and OSTC programs and makes some changes that are going to
be positive for the programs and for the students across Pennsylvania who will benefit from those programs. I am happy to support the bill on that basis.
It also expands, slightly, the City Revitalization and Improvement Zone program, the CRIZ program, which is also a benefit
for some of our smaller communities across the State. However,
in the changes to the CRIZ program, still left unaddressed is an
important issue that I raised last year when the CRIZ program
was enacted in the first place in June of 2013, which is that the
program's law places limits on which third-class cities can compete to even be considered to participate in the program, and
explicitly excludes third-class cities that have ever been in receivership. The city of Harrisburg at that time, in June of 2013,
was the only city in receivership and, therefore, was the only city
within the population limits of a third-class city that was not
eligible to even apply for the program.
At that time, I tried several different amendments and proposed compromises in order to get Harrisburg into eligibility to
apply for one of the limited number of slots for this program and
I was unsuccessful. I note now that the city is no longer even in
receivership, and is now being punished for a past condition that
is no longer existing. I continue to believe that this is outrageous,
it deprives the city, our capital city, of an opportunity afforded to
other communities across the State at a time when the city is still
undergoing financial recovery and could very much use the benefits of this program. There seems to be no legitimate substantive
reason not to allow our capital city, again, to even apply for a
limited number of slots that would be decided by the executive
branch. I continue to wonder about exactly what the motivation
is for excluding our capital city from the CRIZ. I note that my
colleague in the House who represents the city, Representative
Kim, succeeded in addressing this issue in House Bill No. 2460,
but which I do not believe has made it out of the House.
So I hope that in the next legislative Session we are able to
address this issue, and again, at least just give Harrisburg the
ability to compete. We understand there is no guarantee. Just
being allowed to be eligible for the program does not guarantee
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us that we will get the benefit of the program, but we would at
least like the ability to compete. So, I wanted to note that for the
record, Mr. President. Again, I am pleased to see that the bill
does expand the program a little bit more, and I am also pleased
with the underlying original purpose of the bill on the EITC and
the OSTC programs. Thank you very much.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNIIvIAN, Mr. President, I am also a supporter of
the CRIZ, and just hopefully when we discuss this next term,
there are many third-class cities and communities which are under the population limit. I wanted to put in a plug for cities like
Coatesville, which are in pretty needy situations and now cannot
be considered because of population limits. I hope we will really
examine and look at that when we come back in winter Session,
too.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lackawanna, Senator Blake.
Senator BLAKE. Mr. President, very, very briefly, I want to
echo the comments of my colleagues regarding this bill. Listen,
the issue of career-focused education that is dealt with here in the
EITC portion of the bill is laudable and commendable. I am delighted to see that change and I support it wholeheartedly.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President?
The PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the gentleman,
Senator Pileggi, rise?
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I hate to interrupt, but I
cannot hear the gentleman.
The PRESIDENT. The Senate will come to order. Senators
will please take their seats.
The gentleman, Senator Blake, may continue.
Senator BLAKE. Mr. President, again, I just wanted to say
that the intent of the underlying bill is laudable regarding career-focused education and the ability to leverage some tax credits for that purpose with our career and technology schools.
The issue on the CRIZ, and I need to acknowledge on the
record the offer of the Majority Leader to take up this legislation
in the next Session. It will be very important to do something
comprehensive, I believe, but again, I thought it would be important to get on the record to indicate that I understand the prerogative of the executive to choose the number of these bills. I certainly defer to the judgment of the Budget Office, the Revenue
Office, and the Department of Community and Economic Development to defend any adverse impact on the General Fund regarding CRIZ zones. But the issue of opening up competition
across the State and allowing merit selection decisions to be
made is something that we really should have accomplished. We
did not do that in this bill.
So, I hope when we come back here next year we will take it
up, as the Majority Leader has indicated we will, and we get a
comprehensive bill because my city of Scranton has been in fiscal distress for over 20 years, Mr. President, and this is a tool that
we think we can compete for to drive investment. I know I have
many colleagues on this floor who have cities and boroughs back
home that can do the same. Thank you very much.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Brewster.
Senator BREWSTER. Mr. President, on the same bill, the
CRIZ bill, again, I compliment the maker of the bill. It is

well-conceived and well thought out. I encourage my colleagues
to consider furthering the bill down the road. Just to point out,
there have been two awardees, which if you look at the population, probably handles about 130,000 people. Just looking at the
third-class cities, you have almost a million people in those
third-class cities who have been disadvantaged by not being able
to apply. I bring one example up, the city of Clairton, with about
6,000 people. U.S. Steel put $1 billion into their coke plant, they
have adjacent property, they would have been a great applicant.
I would look at some of these things as we try to further the bill.
Again, as a former mayor, these things are important to us. So
many people and so many lives are impacted by a good piece of
legislation. Realizing that there is financial impact and not trying
to throw money out just because we think we can, but I think we
are a little short-sighted in not giving everybody a chance to
apply and then make the decisions after the applications come in.
So, I simply thank the maker of the bill, and ask my colleagues to look at it in the first of the year to see if we can expand the legislation.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, very briefly, I appreciate the
comments from my friends on the other side of the aisle. Our
Caucus is strongly supportive of an expanded CRIZ program.
We are disappointed that the bills were not taken up in the House
in this Session. We intend to renew our efforts in the next Session, and I look forward to working with my friends across the
aisle to put a bill on the Governor's desk in the next Session.
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
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED
The PRESIDENT. Senator Leach has returned, and his temporary Capitol leave is cancelled.
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HB 1067 (Pr. No. 1294) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED
BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY
HB 803 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order temporarily at the request of Senator PILEGGI.
BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

An Act amending the act of June 27, 2006 (1st Sp.Sess., P.L.1873,
No. 1), known as the Taxpayer Relief Act, in senior citizens property tax
and rent rebate assistance, further providing for definitions.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

HB 1013 (Pr. No. 4174) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

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

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No. 14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, in pupils and attendance,
further providing for home education program.

YEA-48

Considered the third time and agreed to,
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as
required by the Constitution,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, on House Bill No. 1013, I
remind my colleagues that it is one of the bills that we discussed
earlier today in Caucus regarding home school and approval of
home school plans.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
BILLS OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:
YEA-37
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Ferlo
Folmer
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty

Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Teplitz
Tomlinson
Vance

Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wozniak
Yaw

Fontana
Hughes
Kitchen

Leach
Tartaglione
Wiley

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
SB 1440 (Pr. No. 2384) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of July 5, 2012 (P.L.l 102, No. 132),
known as the State System of Higher Education Intellectual Property
Act, further providing for title of act, for short title, for definitions and
for repeal.

NAY- li
Blake
Costa
Farnese

HB 1135 and HB 1163 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order temporarily at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.

Williams
Yudichak

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.

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-32

YEA-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger
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Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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 1491 (Pr. No. 2397) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of August 14, 1963 (P.L.1059, No.459),
referred to as the Cemetery and Funeral Merchandise Trust Fund Law,
further providing for deposits into merchandise trust funds; providing
for price and description reports; and further providing for payments
from merchandise trust funds, for tiling of financial reports and for
penalty.
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?
POINT OF ORDER
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Bucks, Senator Tomlinson.
Senator TOMLINSON. Mr. President, I ask for a ruling under
Senate Rule 20 on whether I may vote for this bill because I own
a funeral home and if there is a conflict.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Tomlinson, the Chair thanks the
gentleman for his inquiry about the conflict of interest in the
factual situation that you just gave. The Chair would rule that
there is no conflict of interest and that in accordance with Senate
Rule 20(c)(2), you must vote on Senate Bill No. 1491 for two
reasons. First, the Chair finds that the gentleman is a member of
a class of individuals who may or may not be affected by any
actions on such legislation. Second, the Chair does not find that
any votes the gentleman may cast would be particularly personal
to you, Senator Tomlinson, or privately affect you alone. Therefore, it would be the ruling of the Chair that the gentleman be
required to vote on Senate Bill No. 1491.
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:

Alloway
Baker
Blake
Browne
Brubaker
Connan
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Ferlo
Folmer
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kasunic
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Smucker
Solobay
Tomlinson

Vance
Vogel
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

NAY-l6
Argall
Boscola
Brewster
Costa

Famese
Fontana
Hutchinson
Kitchen

Schwank
Smith
Stack
Tartaglione

Teplitz
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward

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.
HB 1655 (Pr. No. 4226) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act establishing the Patient-Centered Medical Home Advisory
Council; providing powers and duties of the council, the Department of
Human Services; and providing for development of a plan to implement
a Statewide medical home model.
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 Berks, Senator Schwank.
Senator SCHWANK. Mr. President, I rise to speak about this
bill because it is actually the companion bill to a bill that I introduced here in the Senate, Senate Bill No. 1083. This legislation
would create an advisory group within our new Department of
Human Services. This advisory group would consist of
healthcare providers like family physicians, OB-GYNs, nurse
practitioners, pharmacists, hospitals, and others to encourage the
use of patient-centered medical homes within the Medicaid system. It would establish, once this advisory group has done its
work, the patient-centered medical home as a model for providing care through our State Medicaid program. It is a coordinated
team approach that emphasizes primary and preventive care, and
already 26 States have adopted this model. I ask you to consider
this, Mr. President: 2.25 million Pennsylvania residents currently
receive Medicaid benefits. The spending on that program consumes 25 percent of the State General Fund. If we can do something that not only improves care for people, but saves Pennsylvania taxpayers money, we are doing a good thing. For that reason, obviously, Mr. President, I am urging a positive vote on this
legislation. Thank you.
And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?
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The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:

The PRESIDENT. The remarks will be spread upon the record.

YEA-48

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentlewoman from Luzerne, Senator
BAKER:)

Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

NAY-0
A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative.
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return said bill to
the House of Representatives with information that the Senate
has passed the same with amendments in which concurrence of
the House is requested.
BILLS OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY
HB 1750 and HB 1796 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order temporarily at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.
BILL OVER IN ORDER
HB 1822 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.
BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 1846 (Pr. No. 4314) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, No.338), known
as the Workers Compensation Act, further providing for schedule of
compensation and for use of savings.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as
required by the Constitution,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I ask that you recognize
Senator Baker as the Senate proceeds to consider House Bill No.
1846.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Luzerne, Senator Baker.
Senator BAKER. Mr. President, I am going to offer my written remarks for the record, and I urge an affirmative vote.

Mr. President, despite some intensive negotiations and substantial
concessions, this debate over physician dispensing remains too much of
a pick-a-side matter. That is unfortunate, because there are good policy
and public interest reasons for the changes being sought.
In a way, the contentiousness is not all that surprising. Groups who
are realizing an economic advantage under an established system are
not inclined to give it up easily. But cost increases and drug problems
have an adverse impact on the economy and on communities that cannot be ignored. Yet there are some merits on each side of the argument,
so this bill as amended does not take an all-or-nothing approach.
The unavoidable truth is this: it is highly unlikely to cut costs and
improve results without changing the system. The price controls and
day limits are crucial elements of reform.
The hard-fact situation is this: studies show the inherent weakness
of physician dispensing--claims costs are higher because physicians are
dispensing more drugs for a longer period of time, and the patients who
have extended treatment are off work longer.
This method of physician dispensing is not a universal practice or
problem; rather, it is a construct unique to the workers compensation
system. Clearly, some of the incentives in the current system run in the
wrong direction. In this regard, it goes against the grain of the guidelines from the American Medical Association.
The key considerations in this debate are not which group has the
most sympathy, or carries the highest approval rating, or brings the
most lobbying pressure to bear. It is about the patient interest first, and
about cost accountability a close second.
This bill seeks to limit physician dispensing; it does not infringe on
a doctors powers to treat and prescribe. Convenience for patients is not
compromised, because the initial dispensing period remains in place.
Ask any employer about problems with doing business in the Commonwealth, and most will register concerns about workers compensation costs. Here is a place where we can make a difference, in a positive
way, one that is not punitive to injured workers.
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
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.

HB 1874 (Pr. No. 4313) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for confidentiality issues in the areas of attorney-client privilege and for counseling of
sexually violent predators.
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:

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
HB 2178 (Pr. No. 3855) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

YEA-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger
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Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

An Act amending Titles 30 (Fish) and 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in enforcement, further providing for powers
and duties of waterways conservation officers and deputies and for
powers and duties of enforcement officers.
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?

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.
HB 2110 (Pr. No. 4308) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, No.91),
known as the State Lottery Law, further providing for definitions, for
powers and duties of secretary and for report.
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:

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins

YEA-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
HB 2234 (Pr. No. 3746) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

YEA-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake

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

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated
Associations) and 54 (Names) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, modernizing the law on corporations and unincorporated associa-
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lions by doing the following: Adding provisions applicable to associations generally on names, mergers, interest exchanges, conversions,
divisions, domestications and registration of foreign associations to do
business. Extensively revising preliminary provisions on general provisions, entities generally, entity transactions and foreign associations. As
to business corporations, extensively revising: preliminary provisions
on definitions, equitable relief and applicability; general incorporation
provisions on names, articles of incorporation, applicability and notice
to demand payment; management and ownership provisions on shareholder action; fundamental change provisions on omissions, termination, de facto transaction, proposals, special treatment of shares, submission of matters to shareholders, liabilities, merger, share exchange,
sale of assets, division, conversion, voluntary dissolution and winding
up; nonstock corporation provisions on application; statutory close
corporation provisions on application; registered corporation provisions
on call of special meetings of shareholders, shareholder transactions and
management adoption of merger plans; management corporation provisions on application and bylaw and fundamental change procedures;
professional corporation provisions on application and corporate name;
insurance corporation provisions on application; benefit corporation
provisions on applicability and election of status; and foreign business
corporation provisions on admission, excluded activities, names, commencing business, certificates of authority, termination, address change
after withdrawal, name registration, penalties, powers and duties, registered offices and domestication. As to nonprofit corporations, extensively revising: general provisions on definitions and applicability;
incorporation provisions on corporate name, changes and reservation;
management and ownership provisions on action; fundamental change
provisions on filed plans, statement of termination, proposal of fundamental transactions, authorization, plans, notice, procedure, foreign
corporations, articles, filing, effectiveness, resulting effect, merger,
voluntary transfer of assets, division and conversion; and foreign nonprofit corporate provisions on admission, excluded activities, names,
commencing business, certificates of authority, organic change, termination, address change after withdrawal, name registration, penalties,
powers and duties, registered offices and domestication. As to cooperative corporations, extensively revising workers cooperative corporation
provisions on definitions, nature and articles and terminating provisions
on generation choices for customers of electric cooperatives. As to
partnerships and limited liability companies, extensively revising: registered limited liability partnership provisions on name and foreign partnerships; limited partnership provisions on definitions, name, cancellation of certificate, merger and consolidation, nonjudicial dissolution,
division and foreign limited partnerships; and limited liability company
provisions on definitions, name, election, merger and consolidation,
division and foreign companies. As to unincorporated associations,
extensively revising: preliminary provisions on definitions; and professional associations provisions on applicability. As to business trusts,
extensively revising provisions on creation, status and termination, on
documentation and on foreign business trusts. In names: as to fictitious
names, further providing for scope and registration; and as to corporate
and associational names, further providing for a register and for decennial filings. Making editorial changes.

Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:
YEA-48
Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker

Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
HB 2278 (Pr. No. 3838) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act providing for operators of unconventional wells to make
certain reports to the Department of Environmental Protection; imposing duties on the department; and repealing provisions in Title 58 of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lycoming, Senator Yaw.
Senator YAW. Mr. President, I would like to make a comment that about 6 years ago the reporting period for production
information for the gas industry was every 5 years or on a 5-year
basis. We reduced that time period for production information to
6 months. This bill would require unconventional well reporting
information based on production to be reported on a monthly
basis. I think that is very, very good for the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania to find out what is actually going on with regard to
production information. So, I urge an affirmative vote. 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-48

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes

Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz
NAY-0

Considered the third time and agreed to,

Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
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Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley

Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Cornian
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

NAY-0
A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative.

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL -SENATE

2402

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

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.

HB 2481 (Pr. No. 4309) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

BILL OVER IN ORDER
SB 2340 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.
BILLS OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY
HB 2345 and HB 2354 -- Without objection, the bills were
passed over in their order temporarily at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.
BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 2377 (Pr. No. 4291) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending Title 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for definitions and for laws
suspended during emergency assignments.
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
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

OCTOBER 15,

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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
HB 2420 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

An Act authorizing the Treasury Department to process Supplemental Security Income State Supplement Payments for other states;
providing for duties of the Treasury Department; and establishing the
SSP Processing Account.
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
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
SECOND CONSIDERATION CALENDAR
BILLS OVER IN ORDER
SB 76, HB 162, HB 1096 and HB 1837 -- Without objection,
the bills were passed over in their order at the request of Senator
PILEGGI.
THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED
HB 803 CALLED UP
HB 803 (Pr. No. 4240) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up from
page 2 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
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HB 803 (Pr. No. 4240) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P,L,30, No. 14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, in school health services,
providing for school access to emergency epinephrine.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
WAGNER AMENDMENT A10414 OFFERED
Senator WAGNER offered the following amendment No.
A10414:
Amend Bill, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "thereto,":
in collective bargaining, further providing for definitions and providing
for deduction of membership dues or political contributions; and,
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 11, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting:
Section 1. Section 1101-A of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30,
No.] 4), known as the Public School Code of 1949, is amended by adding definitions to read:
Section 1101-A. Definitions.--When used in this article, the following words and phrases shall have the following meanings:
"Membership dues" shall mean the dues or fees required to be paid
by an emplove to maintain the employe's membership in an employe
organization.
"Political contributions" shall mean moneys or funds appropriated
or to be used for political activities, including any of the following:
(1) Lobbying as defined in 65 Pa.C.S. § 13A03 (relating to detini(2) Electoral activities.
(3) Independent expenditures on behalf of, or contributions to, a
candidate, political party, voter registration campaign, political committee as defined in section 1621(h) of the act of June 3. 1937 (P.L. 1333.
No.320). known as the 'Pennsylvania Election Code." including independent expenditures committee or in support of or against a ballot
measure.
Section 2. The act is amended by adding sections to read:

Amend Bill, page 4, line 6, by striking out "2" and inserting:
3
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
York, Senator Wagner.
Senator WAGNER. Mn President, amendment A 10414 would
prohibit the automatic deduction of union dues and political contributions for public school employees. As I have stated in this
Chamber many times, I do not believe that it is right for the tax-
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payers of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to have their
money used to collect political resources for government unions.
As this amendment is to the School Code, it would prevent this
practice in our public school system.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I think the Members on this
side of the aisle know what the intent of the amendment is and
the purpose behind it. We vehemently disagree with the amendment, as we discussed in our caucus. I ask my colleagues for a
negative vote.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Eichelberger.
Senator EICFIELBERGER. Mr. President, I appreciate Senator Wagner's willingness to offer this amendment to House Bill
No. 803. We have been working on this language for the better
part of 2 years. I sponsored stand-alone legislation, along with
Representative Cutler, who had a companion bill in the House to
address this ethics issue that persists in our Commonwealth. That
is what this really is, this is an ethics issue. We are using government resources for political purposes. We have people who are
colleagues of ours, who were colleagues of ours, Members, we
have people who were staff people here and in the House who
have been arrested and convicted of doing similar things in this
State. We are not permitted to use government resources for
political purposes. The courts have made that very clear. Cost is
not the issue. I hear people talking about, it does not really cost
that much. Since when is doing the wrong thing equated to how
much that really costs? Doing the right thing, in this case, is
making sure that we stop this practice that is clearly a violation
of ethics and perhaps an illegal act.
This is also an accountability issue. The union bosses are the
people who really do not want this amendment to pass. They
know that if they cannot control their members' paycheck, they
cannot control their members, and they cannot control their
membership. I hear from public sector union members regularly.
They are not happy with what their union leadership does with
their money. They are unhappy with how much they pay, they
are unhappy with where it goes, and, in fact, recent polling
shows that 56 percent of union members want this amendment
to pass. Over half of the people who are union members want
this to pass. The majority of people who are not union members
who understand that using these government resources to collect
money that is being used for political purposes is wrong. Everybody sees that, except for union bosses, because they want to
keep that war chest and their big salaries alive and well.
The PSEA has a lot of money. They are the ones leading the
charge in this anti-amendment fight on the floor today. I think we
have to look at ourselves and make a decision, are we going to
do what the PSEA is going to tell us to do, which they tell a lot
of people what to do, or are we going to do the right thing?
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Philadelphia, Senator Tartaglione.
Senator TARTAGLIONE. Mr. President, I am really not sure
why this issue keeps coming up or why it ever came to light,
except that some people in the State apparently do not want a
democracy, they want a single-party government. They think
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they can get it by manipulating peoples lives. Right now, what
this amendment would do is eliminate the unions ability to
choose who they want to represent them in government. It would
eliminate the voices of the men and women who work hard day
in and day out, put food on the table for their families just because they belong to a union. As President Clinton said, "This is
an attempt to create the impression that individual workers are
being put upon when they are not."
Union members can already decide whether or not they want
to contribute to union political spending. The law protects them
if they choose not to contribute. They cannot force the members
to have money automatically deducted from their paychecks for
representation or political activities without their authorization.
So I ask, why do we call this measure paycheck protection?
There is no imaginary arm-twisting behind the scenes, there is no
hidden agenda by the unions, and there is no need to eliminate a
problem that never existed. Help unions and their members exercise their right to support elected officials of their choice. Help
working citizens of this State retain their voice in government.
Help all Pennsylvanians retain a fair democratic system of government. Please vote against this amendment that would hand
control of our State over to corporations and their one-sided political agendas.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Montgomery, Senator Rafferty.
Senator RAFFERTY. Mr. President, I look forward to working with the maker of the amendment, the gentleman from York
County, Senator Wagner, in the future in attempting to stop or
hinder all of the influences that permeate throughout this Capitol
- all influences, from lobbyists to organizations that drive the
agenda in this Capitol, and we are seeing some of it here right
now. I do not believe that we should be amending House Bill No.
803 at this time, particularly, because I do not believe, in my
opinion, the House would take up this bill with this amendment
in it. Furthermore, House Members that I spoke to over the past
few days said that they have no intention of voting for this
amendment if it comes over in House Bill No. 803, and House
Bill No. 803 is a darn good bill.
House Bill No. 803 is for kids with seizures so they are able
to receive medical attention and they are able to receive this in
their schools and the schools will maintain emergency supplies
to help those children with seizures. We just had a massive debate on medical marijuana and passed it through the Senate. This
is something that is legal and would be available for those kids,
and I do not want to see this bill jeopardized. For that reason, I
will not be supporting this amendment at this time. I think that
working with Senator Wagner in the future for some of the goals
of cleaning up things in Harrisburg is far-reaching, and we have
to look at the whole picture.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Smith.
Senator SMITH. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the Wagner
amendment. I do so for a few very simple reasons. It was stated
earlier that this would serve to prevent these dollars from being
used for political purposes. In fact, Mr. President, they are not
used for political purposes. The reason that, in Pennsylvania, we
have a Fair Share law is because any employee can make a decision that they do not want these automatic deductions to be used
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for any advocacy work. That Fair Share law would prevent and
would limit those expenditures to the dollars that the specific
organization is expending to represent that particular employee
during the collective bargaining process, during the grievance
process, whatever it may be, so that those employees are properly represented, even if they do not want to be members of that
particular organization.
I think, Mr. President, it is interesting to note that this amendment would only affect a narrow band of individuals in the Commonwealth. It would affect school nurses, it would affect bus
drivers, it would affect teachers, and I ask myself, why are these
individuals being singled out? Where is the fairness in these
individuals being singled out when, in fact, Mr. President, we all
know that every single Member of this General Assembly and all
of the State employees, as a matter of fact, can participate in
what is called the State employee combined appeal. As part of
that State employee combined appeal, any individual can authorize automatic deductions just as a member of a labor organization would voluntarily authorize those deductions. These deductions would be automatically collected by the Treasury and distributed to various organizations of that individual's choice, no
different than the distribution to that individual making the
choice to distribute it to a labor organization.
Some of these organizations, in fact, do advocacy work, every
single day up here in the Capitol. To name a few, some do very
good work - the American Cancer Society, the American Diabetes Association, and the American Heart Association - all doing
great work, all paying each and every one of our offices visits
during their advocacy work. It is also interesting to note that one
of the organizations is Focus on the Family, which is certainly an
organization that engages in political activity. These dollars that
are being automatically collected by the Treasury, distributed to
Focus on the Family, are used for that advocacy work, Mr. President. So, I ask, why are these individuals in this amendment
being singled out? I think we all know the answer to that. Vote
down the Wagner amendment. Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Farnese.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, very briefly, I want to
echo the comments of the Minority chair of the Committee on
Labor and Industry, Senator Tartaglione, and other Members,
and request a "no" vote on this. Specifically, to the speaker's
point about alleged illegality and ethics, there is nothing illegal
here, Mr. President. Folks who may be watching this at home, I
do not want them to get the impression that there is an illegal
activity going on here or an issue of ethics. The words "ethics,
reform, transparency" have become moving targets in this place.
Let us just be clear about this, what is going on here is not illegal
or unethical, and as other speakers have more eloquently said
than myself, it is appropriate, and I want to get those points on
the record.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. For the second time, without objection, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from York, Senator Wagner.
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I would like to point out
a few items. Today, a flyer was received in the mail by some
constituents in my district, and on the very bottom, and I hold the
flyer up, it is a flyer from Tom Wolf, and on the bottom of the
flyer--
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POINT OF ORDER

Senator COSTA. Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the gentleman,
Senator Costa, seek recognition?
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, point of order. It is my understanding that it is not appropriate for us to use documents or
props as part of the conversation or debate on the Senate floor.
The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease.
(The Senate was at ease.)
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his
inquiry. I believe the gentleman meant to say that past precedent
here in the Senate was that there would not be use of visual aids.
With that in mind, Senator Wagner, if you could refine your
comments without the direct use of visual aid, that would be
most appreciated.
With that, sir, you have the floor.
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I apologize for breaking
another rule in the Senate. I am learning. I am a newcomer. But
I have a document that was mailed out to a constituent in my
district today and it is a flyer for Tom Wolf, who is running for
Governor. In the very bottom it says, "This content is intended
for use by PSEA members and their immediate families." It
states "Paid for by PSEA." It does not say PSEA PAC, which
would be the political side of the dues deduction. This is purely
membership money that is being used illegally. If any one of us
in this Chamber sent out this flyer, we would be in violation.
POINT OF ORDER
Senator COSTA. Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the gentleman,
Senator Costa, rise?
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, the gentleman and the previous speaker consistently refer to what has taken place as a matter
that is illegal. That is a conclusion of law that we do not make
that rendering or that decision. That is something that a court of
law decides. To suggest that the PSEA mailing, in whatever context it was mailed, is illegal, we think is inappropriate and should
be stricken from the record. Their activities are not illegal. It is
clear. It is not unethical, it is not illegal, it is an appropriate use
of the resources that they have and that they utilize in this process. So, I ask that the gentleman refrain from using the phrase
"illegal conduct" by any organization along those lines. Thank
you.
The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease.
(The Senate was at ease.)
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, in my comments I may have
made a reference to a motion to strike or move to strike. I withdraw my motion, Mr. President. That is not my intent. My intent
is to make certain that the content of the discussion is factual and
legal, and it is not recognized or believed or moved in the language that the processes that are conducted here are illegal and
unethical.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Wagner, the floor is yours, sir.
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, anyway, the flyers that I
have been referring to have been sent out since May. I listen,
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every time we have Session, to my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle talk about how important education is and how important schools are. Our schools have turned into a political battleground, and it also goes into an area of choice. Give a teacher
the choice whether they want to pay dues to the PSEA or not. If
they are happy with the PSEA and they are a happy customer,
the PSEA should very easily be able to send a bill and they will
happily send a check or send a credit card or do an automatic
deduction off their credit card. It is very simple. I am asking for
a positive vote on this amendment. Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it was not my intention
to speak, but given the fact that I seem to be in a pretty unique
situation, I am a Democrat and I have spoken about the issue of
choice for a long time. Frankly, I have not been the fair or unfair
recipient of support from a variety of groups that would fall into
this category. That said, I do believe that it is the internal responsibility of union members to make determinations about how
they are to be guided, who guides them, and who directs their
activity. If there is true disruption or dissatisfaction within that
group, then the members of that organization should organize
themselves so that they can take a strong perspective to the leaders of the organization to say this is the manner in which we
conduct ourselves. I have actually been the benefactor of people
who have organized their support of me, and there have been
charges against them that they have been unfair.
This issue of money, how campaigns are financed, falls into
a whole other set of category beyond just one individual group.
I think it would be unfair, at this point in time, to shut down the
process by which anyone raises money provided that it is legal.
If it is indeed illegal, then we are certainly the wrong body to be
debating it, discussing it, or frankly, determining it. There is an
Attorney General or district attorney, all of which have the capabilities to investigate flyers or videos or advertisements and determine if there should be a charge. If there should be a charge,
if there is a concern about it being a charge, then I think either a
constituent or the Member should report it to the appropriate
authority and have an investigation or grand jury convene. But
at this point in time, there has been nothing that has been presented to anybody, that I am aware of, that sits in those positions
of responsibility to take on that level of or that category of charging.
Ultimately, I do believe that while we can have a fair debate
about who should get support or why you should get support, I
do not think the mechanism is the main issue. I think, frankly,
the issue of ideas, concepts, and fairness should be the manner
in which we debate it, and, frankly, this area of education is a
very spirited one, how we provide quality education is a very
spirited one. Those who are involved certainly have carved out
camps, unfortunately, and I do not think that will be resolved by
this particular piece of legislation alone. So, for those reasons, I
am going to be in opposition to the gentleman in terms of his
endeavors to remove one group from the opportunity to express,
in the campaign season, their perspective and their choices.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Ferlo.
Senator FERLO. Mr. President, just briefly, I want to take
exception to a characterization or phrase that was used earlier by
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one of my colleagues on the aisle opposite over there about union bosses. I do not know any union in the country that has
bosses. Everybody I know, and I have been proud to work with
various unions, public and those in the private sector industry,
since the early 1970s, with the passage of the Occupational
Safety and Health Act, and many efforts and struggles and trials
and tribulations since then, but every union officer that I know,
and I stand to be corrected, is democratically elected by the
members. Whether it be the BA, the business agents; whether it
is the officers; trustees; sometimes the pensioners are allowed to
vote, sometimes it is the rank and file presently in employment,
be it the public or private industry. So I want to take exception
to that. I think it is a pejorative term that wants to cast and kind
of characterize union bosses. I think that is a fraudulent and inappropriate term.
I do not need charts. I speak with my hands. I am Italian
American, obviously. But if I did have a chart for that middle
class, we talk about the ever-diminishing middle class, and if we
had that chart that I cannot hold up because of Senator Costa's
complaint, you would have to look at that chart, Mr. President,
being the Italian that I am, and what is the level of the middle
class in this country from the 1950s on? If we had that chart
would it be like this, boom (indicating)? Where is the middle
class? Where is the middle class? It is a diminishing reality in
this country. It is a fast vanishing middle class. Why? Because
profits in this country are greater and greater at the expense of
individual working people trying to survive and eke out an existence and support a family working two, three, and four jobs,
many at nonliving wages, below living wages, and minimum
wages. We have a diminishing middle class. I am proud to say,
thank God for those who have organized collectively in unions,
be they trade unions, be they public sector unions, to represent
those working people to bargain collectively. This issue is an
issue that I think belongs fundamentally in the executive branch.
If they have an issue that they want to go back to the collective
bargaining process under the Federal NLRB, that is their prerogative to do that. You sit down, you debate, you argue, and both
sides give and take. So if there is some issue that has either increased or diminished the rights or benefits of union workers, be
they public or private, you have to abide by the NLRB, go to the
table and bargain collectively around your specific issues. That
is not what is being done here today.
And, Mr. President, yes, there is indeed, in this country, a
vast, right wing conspiracy. It is organized by groups like ALEC
and it has a whole group of individuals, some of whom very well
articulate those platforms and those visions here in these Chambers. They started with voter ID, and I could go through the
whole list of fundamental issues that those right wing organizations are fighting for. Divide and conquer tactics. This is just one
of a whole series of anti-working class agenda items from the
Citizens United case on down. We should vote this down. If the
administration, the executive branch, wants to get around the
bargaining table and bargain on this issue or any others, that is
their prerogative. But again, we do not have union bosses. People
are democratically elected. If union members, rank and file, publie or private industry unions, do not like membership, get active
in your union and vote them out, vote them in. Run. It is a democratic process. I take exception to the phrase "union bosses."
Thank you.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair recognizes
the gentleman from York, Senator Wagner, for the third time.
Senator WAGNER. Mr. President, I would like to point out
that the phrase "democratic process" has been used over and over
again. If we have a democratic process, then the teachers teaching in the schools should have a choice of whether they want to
pay dues to their union or not. We continue to hear "democratic
process." Well, let us turn it into a democratic process. Union
bosses, yeah, there are union bosses, and there are union members who intimidate teachers in the schools who do not want to
be part of the unions. It goes on every day. We all have to align
our expectations with reality. But let us talk about this democratic process. Let us give school district employees a choice. It
is very simple. Thank you.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator WAGNER and
were as follows, viz:
YEA-20
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Brubaker
Corman

Eichelberger
Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson
Pileggi

Robbins
Scarnati
Smucker
Vance
Vogel

Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Yaw

NAY-28
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Costa
Dinniman
Erickson

Farnese
Ferlo
Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kasunic
Kitchen

Leach
Mensch
Rafferty
Schwank
Smith
Solobay
Stack

Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yudichak

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 PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Smith.
Senator SMITH. Mr. President, I rise in support of House Bill
No. 803. I thank Representative Stevenson for his great work on
this issue. I thank my colleagues. I thank, certainly, the Majority
Leader for running the bill. It is an important bill that will provide protection to many schoolchildren who are suffering from
food allergies. This bill simply allows public and private schools
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to stock epinephrine
auto-injectors. That will give students and parents the piece of
mind to know they are protected in school. Approximately 30
percent of first-time allergic reactions occur in a school setting.
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On those occasions, the student will obviously not have an epinephrine auto-injector on that person. This bill will allow the
schools to stock those epinephrine auto-injectors so that they will
be available for use in the event that a student suffers from a
food allergy and could potentially go into anaphylactic shock,
they would then receive the epinephrine auto-injector, and in
many cases, it is a lifesaving device for these students. I appreciate the support, I ask the Members for their support. I appreciate,
as I said, Representative Stevenson's work, the Majority Leader,
and Leader Costa for supporting the bill.
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-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
HB 2354 CALLED UP
HB 2354 (Pr. No. 3898) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up from
page 6 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
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On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lycoming, Senator Yaw.
Senator YAW. Mr. President, I ask for an affirmative vote on
this bill. Under the new EPA regulations, by 2030, Pennsylvania
is required to reduce its emissions by 32 percent. Reducing our
emissions by 32 percent is going to require a legislative, if not a
policy switch or a policy decision on behalf of Pennsylvania as
to how we are going to accomplish that. Will it be accomplished
by increasing our reliance on wind energy, solar, hydro-electric
power, or whatever it is? I think that this bill clearly points out,
it brings the legislature into that mix by saying the legislature has
a say in setting policy here in Pennsylvania as to how we are
going to achieve the reductions that are necessary.
The bill does not change anything that we are required to do
under the EPA regulations. It also does not extend any deadlines
that are available under the EPA regulations. All it does is it
forces, in fact, the legislature to take action, to say this is the
policy that we are going to adopt. We have input into that. Actually, the bill requires that once the proposal or proposed plan is
presented to us, we have 20 days to act on it. I know that some
of the bills we have been talking about here today have been
around a lot longer than 20 days. Those are the types of things
that are required. As I said, the entire purpose is to bring the
legislature, as the representative of the people, into this mix. It is
to pick what our policy is going to be. I ask for an affirmative
vote on this bill.
And the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?
The yeas and nays were taken agreeably to the provisions of
the Constitution and were as follows, viz:
YEA-31
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman

Eichelberger
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Pileggi
Robbins

Scarnati
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Tartaglione
Teplitz
Vance
Vogel

Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

NAY-17
BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 2354 (Pr. No. 3898) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act requiring the Department of Environmental Protection to
receive approval from the General Assembly for a State plan to regulate
carbon dioxide emissions for existing stationary sources prior to submitting the State plan to the United States Environmental Protection
Agency for approval.
Considered the third time and agreed to,
And the amendments made thereto having been printed as
required by the Constitution,

Blake
Costa
Dinniman
Erickson
Famese

Ferlo
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Rafferty
Schwank
Stack
Tomlinson

Wiley
Williams

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.
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SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
FAREWELL TO MEMBER

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Kasunic.
Senator KASTJNTC. Mr. President, the last few weeks have
been a time to remember, reminisce, and reflect. I will be traveling down a new road in the near future looking forward to a new
chapter in my life. The past 32 years have been a wonderful experience, Mr. President. I have had the opportunity to meet a lot
of people, to make a lot of friends, an opportunity that I would
have never had if I did not choose public service as my career. I
am both thankful and grateful for the men and women in this
Chamber, to the staff, and to the people of Fayette, Somerset,
Washington, and Westmoreland Counties for giving me this
opportunity to serve. Having them put their faith and trust in me
32 years ago and sending me down here to do the people's business, to do what we all want to do, and that is to help the people
we represent, not only in our districts but this entire Commonwealth. We want to better their quality of life and their standard
of living. That is something I am very proud of that I have been
able to represent them in the fashion that they expected me to.
As I said, it has been a very wonderful experience. I think I
know what Lou Gehrig meant, some of you may know Lou Gehrig and some of you may not know who he was, but at his farewell or goodbye address at Yankee Stadium several years ago he
talked about being the luckiest man on the face of the earth. As
I stand here today, I realize and understand what he was feeling
that day. It is a great feeling. It is a wonderful feeling. Each and
every morning when I got up, I never dreaded or hated going to
work. I enjoyed getting up in the morning. I enjoyed meeting
with people. I enjoyed listening to their problems and hoping and
trying to solve them, just like we all do here.
We all know that when you are able to touch somebody's life,
when you are able to help them with that problem, that to them
it is the most important problem that is going on not only in the
Commonwealth but anywhere in the world. It may be something
as simple as a birth certificate they need for Social Security, or
to catch that boat to go on that trip that they always wanted to, it
might be an unemployment problem, or it might be a driver's
license issue, but to them it is a very serious issue and a very
serious problem, and when they come to you, they are reaching
out to us and when we are able to solve that problem, it makes
you feel good. Does it not make you feel real good? Likewise,
when you are trying to help a business, or industry, or company
get some permits, or enable them to move forward on an expansion program, or relocating to your region where you are creating
jobs and having something to do with that quality of life, that
standard of living that I was talking about, it makes you feel
good. The hardest part of it all, I think, was being told no sometimes and being willing to accept that fact that we are probably
going to be told no more often than we are told yes, we can do
that.
So, the idea is to be proud of our accomplishments and be
able to understand that we should not wear our heart on our
sleeve, and sometimes we are not going to be able to solve all the
problems, but the ones we are able to solve, be proud of that. It
makes you feel good about it.
I am very fortunate in the fact that, obviously, I had a loving
family and parents who cared and built that foundation and in-
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stilled in me the ability to understand and know right from wrong
and also understand that you have to reach out and have to help
others when you have the opportunity. I think former Governor
Bob Casey said it best, and I am sure many of you have heard
this, when you have the opportunity and we look back when we
do retire, and when we look back on our career in public service
and you ask yourself that question, when you had the opportunity, did you fulfill the promises that you made? Were you able
to be a factor? Were you able to make things happen? I think that
is something we all reflect on and we all look at each and every
day, were we able to make a difference? I guess when I am sitting in that rocking chair in front of that fireplace, I am going to
look back and feel good about my career and look at some of the
things I was able to accomplish, some of the things like working
with Senator Stout over several years trying to build the
Mon-Fayette Expressway, the PennVEST program from my old
House days when we developed that legislation. In my area,
highways, sewage, and water were very important because when
I took office, most of my district did not have that. Today, that
highway is done. Not only that, we embarked on another highway in Somerset County that is probably 60-percent done, that
is going to lead to a future for the next generation and the generation after that.
Also, I would like to tell you about my staff. You know, you
are only as good as the people you surround yourself with, and
I learned that lesson a long time ago. My staff has been great.
They have been my backbone, and we all know how important
our staff is. There were things that got done that I did not even
know got done, and I would go to an event or be on the street
somewhere and somebody would come up and thank me for
what I did. When I got back to the office, I would ask the question, who helped so-and-so? I did. You know, many times things
were getting done and I did not even know there was an issue or
a problem but they just took the initiative. I did not have to stand
over them, guide them, and direct them, they took the initiative
themselves. They were truly my conscience and my backbone.
They were there and they enabled me to be successful over 32
years and to continue to be reelected.
It is an honor and a privilege, as we all know, to serve in this
Chamber and to serve in this great body. Be proud of what you
do. Be proud of what you do and relish the accomplishments.
Public service has been great to me. As I said, I loved it. I did not
embark on a career in public service. I had no idea as a young
man coming out of college, and after coming home from the
service, I never thought I would end up in public service, but we
never know what path our life is going to lead us down. I am
glad mine took that direction and I was able to serve. The fact of
the matter is that the only thing I really knew, I guess, when I
graduated from college and I came home from the service, the
only thing I really knew for sure, I wanted to stay in Pennsylvania. I did not want to live in California or Florida. I did not want
to move anywhere else. I wanted to come back home to Pennsylvania. That is where home was, that is where my friends were,
that is where my family was, that is where I grew up, and I
wanted to earn my spurs there.
As I got involved and saw the need for infrastructure issues
and the problems that existed in my county, and I complained a
lot about it and then one day I woke up and realized that instead
of complaining about it and instead of making noise, why do you
not do something about it? Why do you not roll up your sleeves,
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get involved, and be a part of something positive and bring about
change and make things happen? Because of those folks putting
their faith and trust in me, and because of people like each and
every one of you in this Chamber, and the ones over in the House
of Representatives, we were able to do some of those things. So,
as I said, I never regretted it for one minute.
To each and every one of you, I wish you nothing but the best.
I wish you success. I wish you health and happiness, and certainly a bright future. I know I have the faith and confidence in
this Chamber and the men and women in the House of Representatives to know that they will carry on the fight. We will turn this
State around in terms of our economy, better times are coming,
and better times are ahead. All of those things are going to come
about and be about because we all collectively are going to work
together. I am not going to be here but you are going to make it
happen and there are going to be better days for Pennsylvania
ahead, better days for the people that we all represent, and our
children and our youth are going to be the benefactors from all
of that.
So, one other thing, and I have to say this, and I think of this
quite often, every day when I say a prayer, I say a prayer for my
grandparents. My grandparents actually afforded me this opportunity. Back at the beginning of the 20th century, my grandparents, Mary Anna and Stanislaw Bashinsky, and Anthony Kasunic
and his wife, Mary, embarked on a journey. They left the old
country. For those of you who come from my area of the State,
you know what I am talking about. They left the old country,
they left Poland and Croatia with the idea that there was a better
way of life, there was a better country, they wanted to be free,
they wanted to be able to express themselves, to have opinions,
and have that freedom of speech. They embarked on a journey,
a long journey, boarding a freight liner from eastern Europe and
embarking on ajourney here to America for a better way of life
for themselves, for their family, and for their grandchildren. It
was because of them having the guts and the nerve to pick up
stakes and leave. They were boarded on that ship like a bunch of
cattle, but they persevered, they made it because they had a
dream. Just like Martin Luther King had a dream, my grandparents had a dream. Now, through them and because of them, I was
able to live that American dream. So to them, I am forever grateful and thankful that they did that.
So once again, I will close, and I am going to say thank you
for all the respect you have given me, the friendship, and the
trust that you have placed in me. To the people of the 32nd Senatorial District, and prior to that the 52nd Legislative District,
thank you for putting your faith and trust in me. Together we
made things happen. As I said, this Chamber will continue to
make things happen. May God bless you all. May God bless this
great nation that we live in. Once again, thank you, Mr. President. Thank you all. I appreciate it.
(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Franklin, Senator Alloway.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I want to rise and give
congratulations to our good friend, Senator Kasunic. He is getting all kinds of hugs. I will wait until the line dwindles. I will
hold, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease.
(The Senate was at ease.)
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Senator ALLOWAY. Senator Kasunic, our good friend, our
dear friend, I want to rise and say, what a speech. I mean, that is
exactly what you expect from this guy. I have only been here 6
years and 1 joke with him, I call him the last of the true gentlemen. That is exactly what he is. He is a class act. I got to know
Rich when I came into the Senate. I was chairman of the Committee on Game and Fisheries, appointed, a new guy here and
wet behind the ears, sort of like the old buck and the young buck.
The young buck was rowdy and raring to go and the old buck
said, hey, hold on now, there is a way to do things.
Rich, you have been ajoy to work with and I know you have
done many things in your career, and you mentioned them, but
we did not talk about the game and fish stuff. When I got to
know Rich, we sat down together and said, look, these are not
Democrat and Republican issues, these are sportsmen issues,
outdoor issues, and we have never, in 6 years, on any issue, allowed a party or philosophy to get between what we wanted to
do for the sportsmen. I think that was a great way to do business.
I am so glad I got a chance to work with you. You truly are a
wonderful person. I have never heard you say an unkind word
about someone, or be smart, or mean, and people like you are
what we need in this world. God bless you in everything you do.
I love you. You are wonderful. Thank you, sir.
(Applause.)

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
SENATE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED
Senators WILEY, COSTA, FONTANA, TARTAGLIONE,
PILEGGI, ALLOWAY, ARGALL, ERICKSON, FOLMER,
GREENLEAF, RAFFERTY, VULAKOVICH, WHITE,
BREWSTER, DINNIMAN, FARNESE, FERLO, KITCHEN,
SCHWANK, SMITH, SOLOBAY, STACK, TEPLITZ,
WOZNIAK and HUGHES, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 481, entitled:
A Resolution designating the month of November 2014 as "Epilepsy Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Erie, Senator Wiley.
Senator WILEY. Mr. President, there are more than 200,000
people in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and 5 million
Americans of all ages who are affected by a chronic brain condition known as epilepsy. Epilepsy, one of the worlds oldest
known medical conditions, is characterized by recurring seizures
that are physical reactions to sudden, brief, excessive electrical
discharges in brain cells. It is also one of the most misunderstood
disorders, often leading to fear, discrimination, and isolation.
Approximately 200,000 new cases of epilepsy are diagnosed
each year, most often in young children or senior citizens, and
one in three people with epilepsy must endure uncontrollable
seizures because no available treatments work for them.
Mr. President, by raising awareness and helping people understand epilepsy, fear and misunderstanding can be reduced in the
lives of millions of people who are affected by this condition, as
well as those who care for them can be much improved. In addition, encouraging the support of epilepsy research programs can
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help make the future of those with epilepsy much better and
brighter. So, I ask, Mr. President, that my colleagues join me in
unanimously adopting this resolution recognizing November
2014 as "Epilepsy Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania. Thank
you.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Senator John C. Rafferty,
Jr.) in the Chair.
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Senators TARTAGLIONE, ERICKSON, FERLO, WASHINGTON, TEPLITZ, ALLOWAY, GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN,
SCHWANK, HUGHES, SMITH, FONTANA, SOLOBAY,
RAFFERTY, VULAKOVICH, COSTA, FARNESE and
PILEGGI, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 483, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 19 through 25,
2014, as "Brachial Plexus Injury Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?

Senators TARTAGLIONE, TEPLITZ, KITCHEN,
ERICKSON, FERLO, WASHINGTON, STACK, ALLOWAY,
GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN, SCHWANK, HUGHES, SMITH,
FONTANA, SOLOBAY, RAFFERTY, KASUNIC, HUTCHINSON, VULAKOVICH, COSTA and PILEGGI, by unanimous
consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 482, entitled:

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Senator Tartaglione.
Senator TARTAGLIONE. Mr. President, I offer my remarks
for the record.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.

A Resolution designating October 2014 as 'National Physical Therapy Month" in Pennsylvania.

(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Senator TARTAGLIONE:)

On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Senator Tartaglione.
Senator TARTAGLIONE. Mr. President, I offer my remarks
for the record.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.
(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Senator TARTAGLIONE:)
Mr. President, life often takes a physical toll on us, but only when
we have injuries and ailments do we realize how much our physical
health affects our quality of life and our mental and emotional wellbeing.
Thanks to physical therapists, regaining our lives and livelihoods
is well within reach. Not only can they treat injury and mobility loss,
but also, they can help prevent them from occurring so that we may feel
good and remain active as we grow older. As medical professionals,
physical therapists have extensive educational and training experience.
Through their advanced skills and knowledge, they are able to treat a
wide range of conditions, ranging from physical imbalance to meniscal
tears to osteoarthritis.
And, in honor of their life-improving and, often, lifesaving treatments. Mr. President, I recognize the month of October as "National
Physical Therapy Month" in Pennsylvania.
We owe these professionals our utmost respect and appreciation for
their dedication and hard work that has improved the lives of so many
residents throughout this State.
At this time, I ask all of my colleagues for an affirmative vote on
this resolution.
Thank you. Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.

Mr. President, today, I would like to bring attention to a serious
health issue known as a brachial plexus injury and acknowledge all of
those Pennsylvanians who suffer from it.
These are injuries that often result in complete, permanent paralysis
in one or both arms, and they are often accompanied by other health
issues, like muscle pain, weakness in the limbs, developmental problems, and speech dysfunction.
From car accidents to medical procedures to complications during
childbirth, individuals can develop these injuries in a number of ways,
and while they may heal, in most cases, these injuries remain lifelong
afflictions.
It is important for individuals to recognize the symptoms or health
conditions associated with brachial plexus injuries, so that they may
receive prompt medical treatment and relief.
Mr. President, today, I offer this resolution designating the week of
October 19 to 25, 2014, as "Brachial Plexus Injury Awareness Week"
in Pennsylvania in an effort to educate more people about these types
of injuries.
Not only do I hope we will reduce the number of brachial plexus
injuries in the future, but also, I hope more individuals will obtain the
medical assistance they need to live more satisfying, productive lives.
At this time, I ask all of my colleagues for an affirmative vote on
this resolution. Thank you.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators KITCHEN, COSTA, STACK, WASHINGTON,
WOZNIAK, TARTAGLIONE, RAFFERTY, GREENLEAF,
FERLO, DINNIMAN, FONTANA, ERICKSON, WILLIAMS,
EICHELBERGER, ALLOWAY, KASUNIC, FARNESE,
SMITH, SCARNATI, WHITE, PILEGGI and HUGHES, by
unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 484, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing the month of October 2014 as 'American
Pharmacists Month" in Pennsylvania.
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On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Philadelphia, Senator Kitchen.
Senator KITCHEN. Mr. President, access to good doctors is
important, but getting your prescribed medications in a clear
understanding of what they are and how they might affect you is
equally important in the healthcare circle. That is why pharmacists play a vital role in our healthcare system. Pharmacists work
with patients and doctors to improve our health and control costs.
They are why "American Pharmacists Month" carries the theme
"Know Your Pharmacist, Know Your Medicine." The American
Pharmacist Association has more than 62,000 members nationwide. The Pennsylvania Pharmacist Association counts 2,300
members.
Medicines today have a great power to heal and to improve
the quality of life for millions of Americans. But medicines also
may do serious harm if not taken correctly. This is where the role
of our pharmacist is most important. During American Pharmacist Month in Pennsylvania, a greater awareness of the role pharmacists play is key. It is also a time for you to get to know your
pharmacist better.
Thank you, Mr. President. I ask for a unanimous vote on this
resolution.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators ALLOWAY, WOZNIAK, TARTAGLIONE,
WASHINGTON, STACK, KITCHEN, FERLO,
VULAKOVICH, GREENLEAF, KASUNIC, ERICKSON, RAFFERTY, BAKER, HUTCHINSON, SMITH, PILEGGI,
FONTANA, COSTA, DINNIMAN and SOLOBAY, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 485, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 19 through 25, 2014,
as "Respiratory Care Week" in Pennsylvania and commending respiratory therapists for their outstanding contributions to health care.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Franklin, Senator Alloway.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I offer this resolution
designating the week of October 19 through 25, 2014, as "Respiratory Care Week." I commend all respiratory therapists for their
outstanding contributions to healthcare. Please join me in designating the week of October 19 through 25, 2014, as Respiratory
Care Week in Pennsylvania.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
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Senators ALLOWAY, WOZNIAK, KITCHEN,
TARTAGLIONE, TEPLITZ, WASHINGTON, STACK,
FERLO, GREENLEAF, VULAKOVICH, KASUNIC,
ERICKSON, BAKER, RAFFERTY, HUTCHINSON, SMITH,
PILEGGI, FONTANA, COSTA, DINNIMAN, SOLOBAY and
HUGHES, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 486, entitled:
A Resolution designating the month of November 2014 as "Pancreatic Cancer Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Franklin, Senator Alloway.
Senator ALLOWAY, Mr. President, I offer this resolution
designating the month of November 2014 as "Pancreatic Cancer
Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania. In 2014, an estimated
46,000 people will be diagnosed with pancreatic cancer in the
United States, and 39,000 will die from this disease. The Pancreatic Cancer Action Network and its affiliates in Pennsylvania
support patients currently battling pancreatic cancer, as well as
those who lost their lives to this disease and are committed to
nothing less than a cure. The good health and well-being of the
residents of Pennsylvania are enhanced as a direct result of increased awareness about pancreatic cancer and research into
early detection, causes, and effective treatments. Therefore, I ask
you to join me in designating the month of November 2014 as
Pancreatic Cancer Awareness Month here in the Commonwealth.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators YUDICHAK, ARGALL, KITCHEN, TEPLITZ,
WASHINGTON, WOZNIAK, SCHWANK, GREENLEAF,
ERICKSON, FONTANA, STACK, KASUNIC, DINNIMAN,
TARTAGLIONE, SMITH, SOLOBAY, RAFFERTY,
ALLOWAY, FERLO, PILEGGI, HUGHES, BREWSTER,
VULAKOVICH, COSTA, FARNESE and BAKER, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 487, entitled:
A Resolution designating October 23, 2014, as "Lights on
Afterschool Day" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator Yudichak.
Senator YUDICHAK. Mr. President, I want to submit remarks for the record. I offer this resolution in conjunction with
Senator Argall from Schuylkill County for the Lights On
Afterschool program.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.
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(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentleman from Luzerne, Senator
YUDICHAK:)
Mr. President. 1 offer, along with my colleague from Schuylkill
County, Senator Argall, a resolution designating October 23, 2014, as
Lights on Afterschool Day.
This will mark the 15th annual commemoration of Lights on
Afterschool Day. This is a national event that recognizes the importance
of afterschool programs in the lives of children. It is estimated that
some 1.3. million school-age children and youth have both parents in
the workforce, or in some cases, the sole parent is in the workforce. The
hours that a child is out of school represents a big block of time for
youth in an important time in their development.
Many communities in Pennsylvania are working to develop safe
and affordable afterschool experiences for school-age children. This
Senate resolution recognizes the importance of these programs and the
many contributions that providers and volunteers make to improve the
lives or our young people.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.

Senators FONTANA, WASHINGTON, FERLO, GREENLEAF, TEPLITZ, STACK, ERICKSON, KASUNIC,
DINNIMAN, FARNESE, BREWSTER, VULAKOVICH,
SCHWANK, PILEGGI, TARTAGLIONE, WOZNIAK,
KITCHEN, McILHINNEY, RAFFERTY, SMITH, COSTA,
SOLOBAY, ALLOWAY, HUGHES and BAKER, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 488, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 19 through 26. 2014.
as "Homeless Children's Awareness Week' in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Fontana.
Senator FONTANA. Mr. President, I offer this resolution
designating the week of October 19 through 26 as "Homeless
Children's Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania. This designation
is aimed at bringing greater attention to the growing problems
and issues that children experiencing homelessness face every
day. Children are the fastest growing segment of the homeless
population. According to the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development, children comprise nearly one quarter of the
total 610,000 Americans who were homeless on any given day
last year. Not surprisingly, studies show that homelessness negatively impacts children's physical health, emotional and behavioral development, and academic success.
During the 2013-14 school year, more than 19,000
school-aged children and youth were reported as experiencing
homelessness, which made up about 1 percent of the total Pennsylvania public school enrollment for that year. Furthermore, Mr.
President, the national school dropout rate for children facing
homelessness is 60 percent higher than that of any other students
in school. In the effort to combat such statistics, the Homeless
Children's Education Fund has been working for over 15 years
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to increase educational opportunities for children and youth experiencing homelessness in Allegheny County. Many events are
scheduled to take place in Pittsburgh next week, including a
story-telling event, a performance art installation, and a 5K and
10K run and walk, all in an effort to raise awareness of this
growing problem. We encourage all individuals and organizations across the Commonwealth to hold their own events next
week to commemorate Homeless Children's Awareness Week in
Pennsylvania.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators SOLOBAY, ERICKSON, FONTANA, GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN, STACK, FERLO, ALLOWAY, PILEGGI,
HUGHES, SMITH, KASUNIC, TARTAGLIONE,
VULAKOVICH and COSTA, by unanimous consent, offered
Senate Resolution No. 489, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing the week of October 19 through 25,
2014, as "National Massage Therapy Awareness Week' in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Washington, Senator Solobay.
Senator SOLOBAY. Mr. President, I would like to take a
moment to congratulate and recognize those massage therapy
healthcare professionals here in Pennsylvania, and recognize
them next week. Massage therapy has become very beneficial in
overall health and increasingly a part of healthcare programs.
Consumers nationally are spending anywhere between $8 billion
and $12 billion annually for massage therapy. Clinical research
shows that massage therapy is beneficial for a wide variety of
healthcare issues including stress, high blood pressure, arthritis,
back pain, muscle injury, headaches, and other series of things.
I ask for an affirmative vote.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators SOLOBAY, WOZNIAK, ERICKSON, FONTANA,
GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN, WASHINGTON, STACK,
FERLO, RAFFERTY, ALLOWAY, HUGHES, SMITH, WILLIAMS, TARTAGLIONE, VULAKOVICH, COSTA and
FARNESE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 490, entitled:
A Resolution designating October 25, 2014. as "Make a Difference
Day" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Washington, Senator Solobay.
Senator SOLOBAY. Mr. President, serious social problems
concern our nation and threaten its future. Connecting others and
working together through volunteer services helps bridge the
differences separating people and helps solve serious social problems. Volunteerism is an American tradition, and since the inauguration of "Make a Difference Day," many, many magazines
and other affiliates have recognized the importance of volunteer
service and how it becomes an investment in our future and
something we must all share. I ask for an affirmative vote.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators TEPLITZ, ERICKSON, WOZNIAK, STACK,
WASHINGTON, FERLO, KASUNIC, FONTANA, GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN, RAFFERTY, SCHWANK, SMITH,
HUGHES, SOLOBAY, VULAKOVICH, COSTA and
TARTAGLIONE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 491, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing October 15, 2014, as "Pennsylvania
Career Development Day" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Teplitz.
Senator TEPLITZ. Mr. President, this is the first of three resolutions. I hit the trifecta - I have a day, a week, and a month. In
light of the schedule, I will go through them as quickly as possible by submitting my remarks for the record.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.
(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator
TEPL!TZ:)
Mr. President, my resolution recognizes today, October 15, 2014, as
"Pennsylvania Career Development Day."
In today's economy, all students must graduate high school understanding the many career choices available to them and knowing how
to pursue their aspirations in order to become a part of the workforce.
The Pennsylvania Department of Education has adopted career
education and work standards. It requires all high school graduates to
demonstrate their competency in career awareness, preparation, acquisition, retention, advancement, and entrepreneurship as a requirement for
graduation.
Students cannot navigate the vast array of career choices alone.
Thankfully, the Capital Region Partnership for Career Development,
whom I introduced in this Chamber earlier, collaborates with many
businesses, organizations, and State agencies to provide students with
career exploration opportunities beyond graduation. They recognize the
critical need for schools, employers, and post-secondary institutions to
collaborate on workforce development to insure career success for our
next generation of workers in Pennsylvania.
Students who graduate from high school having experienced meaningful career planning and development are better prepared to contribute to a stable, world-class workforce.

2413

So, Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to join me in recognizing
today, October 15, 2014, as Pennsylvania Career Development Day,
and I want to thank the Capital Region Partnership for Career Development and their partners for guiding our students on the right path to job
success.
Thank you, Mr. President,
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators TEPLITZ, KITCHEN, ERICKSON, BAKER,
WASHINGTON, SCHWANK, STACK, ALLOWAY, FERLO,
KASUNIC, WOZNIAK, RAFFERTY, SMITH, COSTA,
FONTANA, PILEGGI, WHITE, TARTAGLIONE,
VULAKOVICH, GREENLEAF, SOLOBAY, HUGHES and
DINNIMAN, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution
No. 492, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing the week of October 19 through 25,
2014, as "Safe Schools Week 2014" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Teplitz.
Senator TEPLITZ. Mr. President, again, I will submit my
remarks for the record and ask for an affirmative vote.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the remarks
will be spread upon the record.
(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentleman fi-oin Dauphin, Senator
TEPLflZ:)
Mr. President, my resolution designates the week of October 19 to
25, 2014, as "Safe Schools Week" in Pennsylvania.
Originally created by the National School Safety Center in 1984,
Safe Schools Week was established to acknowledge the progress that
is being made to insure that all of our nation's schools are safe, secure,
and productive. School safety includes keeping schools free of crime
and violence, improving discipline, and increasing student attendance.
Schools that are safe and free of crime and violence are necessary to
insure the well-being of all children and the quality of their education,
Mr. President, schools should be safe havens for teaching and
learning. Safe Schools Week allows all of us to reflect on how we can
do our part to insure that our schools are safe so that our children can
focus on learning.
So, Mr. President, I ask that my colleagues join me in recognizing
the week of October 19 to 25, 2014, as Safe Schools Week in Pennsylvania.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators TEPLITZ, WOZNIAK, STACK, WASHINGTON,
DINNIMAN, ERICKSON, GREENLEAF, FERLO, ARGALL,
SCHWANK, RAFFERTY, KASUNIC, FONTANA, SMITH,
COSTA, PILEGGI, BREWSTER, HUGHES, BAKER,
B OSCOLA, VULAKOVICH, FARNESE, SOLOBAY,
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ALLOWAY, YUDICHAK, HUTCHINSON, BRUBAKER,
SCARNATI and BROWNE, by unanimous consent, offered
Senate Resolution No. 493, entitled:
A Resolution designating the month of November 2014 as "Adoption Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator Teplitz.
Senator TEPLITZ. Mr. President, again, I will submit my
remarks for the record and ask for an affirmative vote.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, The remarks
will be spread upon the record.
(The following prepared remarks were made part of the record at the request of the gentleman from Dauphin, Senator
TEPLJ7Z:)
Mr. President, my resolution designates the month of November
2014 as "Adoption Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.
The family is the foundation of any society. Families come in all
shapes and sizes. No matter the dynamic of the family, children need
permanent love, care, and protection to grow into healthy and productive adults.
Adoption provides children with a lifetime of emotional and legal
connections to a family. As of 2012, more than 1,700 children in Pennsylvania were waiting to be adopted. Sadly, older children are not as
likely to be adopted. The average age of Pennsylvania's adopted children is about 6. Research shows that for youth over age 9, the likelihood
of being adopted significantly drops.
As we raise awareness about adoption, we should recognize the
collaboration of both public and private adoption agencies for their
commitment to the needs of children throughout the Commonwealth.
We must also raise awareness that children of many ages deserve a
loving and permanent home.
So, Mr. President, I ask that my colleagues join me in recognizing
the month of November 2014 as Adoption Awareness Month in Pennsylvania.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators KASUNIC, WASHINGTON, TEPLITZ,
ERICKSON, MENSCH, TARTAGLIONE, STACK, FERLO,
BAKER, GREENLEAF, DINNIMAN, FONTANA, COSTA,
VULAKOVICH, WOZNIAK, GORDNER, RAFFERTY,
ALLOWAY, SMITH, PILEGGI, EICHELBERGER, WHITE
and SOLOBAY, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 494, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing the 100th anniversary of the unifying
convention of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette, Senator Kasunic.
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Senator KASUNTC. Mr. President, I offer this resolution recognizing the 100-year anniversary of the unifying convention
that formed the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States.
This unifying convention took place at the old Schenley Hotel in
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, on September 17, 1914. With our nation's entry into World War I still a few years away, the convention merged the American Veterans of Foreign Service with the
National Society of the Army of the Philippines. To this day, Mr.
President, the VFW has over 2 million members and remains
active throughout our State and nation. It is estimated that the
VFW members provide over 13 million volunteer community
service hours every year. The organization provides financial,
social, and emotional support to our servicemen and women,
veterans, and their loved ones. The YEW has also played a crucial role in advocating for the care and rights of veterans.
In Pennsylvania, our VFW leads the entire nation with a
membership of more than 90,000 combat veterans who belong
to one of our State's 400 posts. While it is fitting that we acknowledge and remember the unifying event that formed the
YEW, it is even more important that we continue to keep our
soldiers, sailors, airmen, and veterans in our thoughts and
prayers. As we honor the 100-year anniversary of the YEW, I
hope all of you continue our noble efforts to provide a helping
hand to men and women who are willing to give their lives for
the freedoms we cherish. I urge an affirmative vote, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators MENSCH, DINNIMAN, WASHINGTON,
BREWSTER, SOLOBAY, STACK, ERICKSON, RAFFERTY,
BAKER, HUTCHINSON, SCHWANK, ARGALL, FONTANA,
EICHELBERGER, GREENLEAF, KITCHEN, COSTA,
ALLOWAY, HUGHES and SMITH, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 495, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing Rolling Thunder Incorporated's effort to
prominently place a prisoners of war/missing in action chair of honor
in the Main Capitol Rotunda area during the days surrounding National
POW/MIA Recognition Day and Veteran's Day.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Mensch.
Senator MENSCH. Mr. President, it is my honor to introduce
this Senate resolution that recognizes the POW/MIA Chair of
Honor. Working in coordination with Rolling Thunder, Inc., as
well as the chairman of the House Committee on Veterans Affairs and Emergency Preparedness, Representative Barrar, and
Senator Pileggi, whose district in which this idea originated, it
was decided to have an event to publicize the issues surrounding
POWs and MIAs. Earlier today, we were joined by General
Craig and other dignitaries, POWs, former POWs, the Gold Star
Mothers, and we presented in the Rotunda the chair of remembrance for the POW/MIAs. I invite everyone to visit and see this
memorial.
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The event is meant to educate the public concerning the many
American prisoners of war and those who are still missing in
action who were left behind after our past wars. We have not
forgotten those who have sacrificed not only their freedom, but
also their lives, in many cases, to protect what we have here in
this great country. Mr. President, I ask for immediate adoption of
this resolution.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators MENSCH, DINNIMAN, FERLO, FONTANA,
WASHINGTON, STACK, TEPLITZ, GREENLEAF,
SOLOBAY, SMITH, KITCHEN, ERICKSON, WOZNIAK,
RAFFERTY, PILEGGI, BREWSTER, ARGALL, ALLOWAY,
WHITE, TARTAGLIONE, VULAKOVICH, SCHWANK,
HUGHES, COSTA and FARNESE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 496, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 25 through November 1, 2014, as "Pennsylvania Education for Youth Experiencing Homelessness Awareness Week."
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Mensch.
Senator MENSCH. Mr. President, this resolution designates
the week of October 25 through November 1 of this year as
"Pennsylvania Education for Youth Experiencing Homelessness
Awareness Week." In the 2012-13 school year, 22,618 students
in Pennsylvania were homeless or were without adequate housing. This number has increased from approximately 19,000 students only last year. We need to make sure that the public is
aware of this growing problem and encourage more resources to
be committed to address this issue. My hope is that this resolution will help to educate the public about the prevalence of the
problem and the limited resources available to youth experiencing homelessness. These problems include the shortage of affordable housing for displaced minors. Pennsylvania Education for
Youth Experiencing Homelessness Awareness Week will encourage schools, communities, as well as individuals, to plan for
and support assistance programs for those youth who are experiencing homelessness.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senator BROWNE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate
Resolution No. 497, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 13 through 19, 2014.
as "No Place for Hate Week" in Pennsylvania.
Which was read, considered, and adopted by voice vote.
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Senator BROWNE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate
Resolution No. 498, entitled:
A Resolution designating October 24, 2014, as "Acupuncture and
Oriental Medicine Day" in Pennsylvania to honor the more than 700
licensed acupuncturists in this Commonwealth.
Which was read, considered, and adopted by voice vote.
Senators GREENLEAF, ERICKSON, WASHINGTON,
TARTAGLIONE, STACK, FERLO, VULAKOVICH,
DINNIMAN, FONTANA, FARNESE, COSTA, MENSCH,
WOZNIAK, RAFFERTY, ALLOWAY, SMITH, WHITE,
PILEGGI, SOLOBAY and HUGHES, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 499, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing October 21, 2014, as "Biomedical Research Day' in Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Greenleaf.
Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, this resolution recognizes October 21, 2014, as "Biomedical Research Day" in Pennsylvania. The biomedical research community of the United
States, and especially in this Commonwealth, is recognized as
the world leader in discovering knowledge that promotes health
and the treatment of diseases. Biomedical research has helped
increase the lifespan of people in the United States through the
development of vaccines, antibiotics, and anti-infective drugs.
Biomedical research has contributed to the elimination of many
epidemic diseases in the United States, and biomedical research
has helped to prevent numerous childhood killers.
Biomedical researchers are working diligently toward cures
for diseases such as Alzheimer's disease, arthritis, AIDS, cancer,
diabetes, epilepsy, heart and lung diseases, mental illness, multiple sclerosis, and countless other diseases that affect millions of
people throughout the United States. This research has contributed to the health and well-being of animals through vaccines
and has helped the prospects of endangered species by reducing
diseases and promoting reproduction. Biomedical research offers
the best hope for our new breakthroughs in detecting and treating
diseases in the future. That being said, I believe it is important
that the Senate recognize October 21, 2014, as Biomedical Research Day in Pennsylvania. I ask for support of adoption of this
resolution.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators GREENLEAF, FERLO, DINNIMAN, WOZNIAK,
ERICKSON, ALLOWAY, KASUNIC, TARTAGLIONE, RAFFERTY, SMITH, STACK, VULAKOVICH, WHITE,
FONTANA, PILEGGI and COSTA, by unanimous consent,
offered Senate Resolution No. 500, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing the week of October 19 through 25,
2014, as "National Chemistry Week" in Pennsylvania.
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On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Greenleaf.
Senator GREENLEAF. Mr. President, "National Chemistry
Week" is an annual event designed to raise awareness of the
importance of chemistry in everyday life, and 2014 marks the
27th anniversary of National Chemistry Week. The American
Chemical Society coordinates National Chemistry Week each
year, and it is designed to be a community-based program that
unites the local sections of society with schools, businesses, and
individuals. More than 96 percent of all manufactured goods are
directly touched by chemistry, making chemistry an essential
part of every facet of this nation's economy. The business of
chemistry is a significant contributor to the economy of this
Commonwealth, employing nearly 47,000 people.
Chemistry is intimately involved in the processing and preparation of food. This year's theme, "The Sweet Side of Chemistry
- Candy,' will celebrate that involvement by showcasing the
chemistry involved in candy and confections. The evolving science of chemistry is essential to this Commonwealth's industry
and the well-being of this Commonwealth's citizenry. That being
said, I believe it is important that the Senate recognize the week
of October 19 through 25, 2014, as National Chemistry Week in
Pennsylvania. I ask for adoption of this resolution.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators VULAKOVICH, WARD, COSTA, DINNIMAN,
ERICKSON, FONTANA, GREENLEAF, KASUNTC, PILEGGI,
RAFFERTY, SMITH, STACK, TARTAGLIONE, WASHINGTON and WHITE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 501, entitled:
A Resolution designating the week of October 20 through 24, 2014,
as 'Juvenile Detention Centers and Alternative Programs Week" in
Pennsylvania.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Vulakovich.
Senator VULAKOVICH. Mr. President, this resolution declares October 20 through 24 as 'Juvenile Detention Centers and
Alternative Programs Week' in Pennsylvania. It addresses and
highlights the innovations that we have made in this State concerning high-risk, moderate-risk, and low-risk juvenile offenders.
It also acknowledges the great work that all of those workers do
who are in the field of working with juveniles who get themselves in some trouble. So, I ask for an affirmative vote on this
resolution.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
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A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators DINNIMAN, SCHWANK, FONTANA, KITCHEN,
STACK, COSTA, WASHINGTON, RAFFERTY, SMITH and
WHITE, by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No.
502, entitled:
A Resolution recognizing October 29, 2014, as the 153rd Anniversary of the 97th Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry Regiment being commissioned into service by Governor Andrew Curtain [sic] to preserve
and protect the Union during the Civil War.
On the question,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNIMAN. Mr. President, it is a privilege to be
recognized by the other Senator from Chester County, the Honorable President of the Senate right now.
What we are celebrating is a very special event. This is the
150th anniversary of the Civil War. We see it as we always look
every day at Violet Oakley's painting, especially the one in front
of us of Lincoln at Gettysburg. The Civil War was an event that
impacted all of Pennsylvania. What we should be doing across
Pennsylvania in this period for the 150 years of celebration of the
Civil War is understanding that impact on all of our communities. In Chester County, that is what we have been trying to do.
The 97th Infantry Regiment was formed in Chester County, and
I mention it because it has a very interesting history that we are
very proud of. There was a State Senator, Mr. President, at that
time who represented Chester and Delaware Counties. His name
was H. Jones Brooke. Believe it or not, at that time, State Senators could organize regiments. He went to the good people of
Chester and Delaware Counties and he said, we need to preserve
the union. We need to have good people come forward to fight
against slavery. He organized a regiment of 1,000 men. He then
went to the War Department, and to the Governor, and the Governor at that time was Governor Curtin. Governor Curtin and the
War Department gave him permission to put this regiment together and they fought many battles in a campaign along the
Atlantic Coast which succeeded in having a blockade against
many of the southern cities.
In fact, Mr. President, five Medal of Honor recipients came
out of that regiment, the 97th that comes mainly out of Chester
County but some out of Delaware County. One of those Medal
of Honor recipients was a man named Galusha Pennypacker,
whose uncle, from the Phoenixville area, later became the only
Chester County resident to become Governor of the Commonwealth. I know you are familiar with the history because we both
represent townships and boroughs in that region of the county.
It is important that we recognize the sacrifices of those who
fought the Civil War. It is not only the 150th anniversary of the
Civil War, it is not only an anniversary of this regiment, but a
monument, the highest monument in Chester County, was constructed 125 years ago on October 29 to celebrate and recognize
this regiment. We recognized and gathered together this October,
a Sunday ago, with over 300 Chester Countians to pay tribute to
those soldiers, to pay tribute to the men and women on the home
front, to recognize our role in the Civil War, and to remind us to
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A Resolution designating November 11. 2014, as "Main Street
Lehigh Valley Day" in Pennsylvania.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Christian
Smith, Ronald W. Davis and to McCafferty Auto Group by Senator Tomlinson.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Michael W.
Moyer, Bradley Beard and to Maurene Polley by Senator
Tomlinson and others.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to James Kelly,
Jr., Ronald Hunter, David Hotgraver, Shirley Stewart, Stan
Rutkowski, Tina Kelly, John Rudolph, Joel Benson, Tyler
Sergent, Nathan Sergent, Robert Woods, Jr., Duane Watt, Austin
Corll, George Wright, Howard Albreath, Stan Wasielewski and
to Robert Keally by Senator Vulakovich.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the
Swoyersville American Legion Baseball Team by Senator
Yudichak.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Marie A.
Roke Thomas, Joseph L. Persico, Bernard Popson and to Martz
Trailways by Senators Yudichak and Baker.

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

RECESS

CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 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 beginning at 6:30 p.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, Senate Democrats will meet
for caucus in the rear of the Chamber at 7 p.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. For purposes of Republican and
Democratic caucuses, without objection, the Senate stands in
recess.

honor all veterans who have stood up for the nation and have
stood up for freedom throughout our nation's history.
So, thank you, Mr. President, and as we honor these veterans,
we honor all veterans in our country, and we recognize the impact that the Civil War had on our Commonwealth.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate adopt the resolution?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was determined
in the affirmative.
Senators BOSCOLA, BROWNE, MENSCH and ARGALL,
by unanimous consent, offered Senate Resolution No. 503, entitled:

The PRESIDING OFFER laid before the Senate the following
resolutions, which were read, considered, and adopted by voice
vote:
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Everett
Corwin Fritz, Theodore A. Ziegler and to Ryan Township Emergency and Rescue Squad, Inc., by Senator Argall.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Frank B.
Pazzaglia by Senator Blake.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Matthew
Douglas Eberly by Senator Brubaker.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
Paul D. Zarkovich, Mr. and Mrs. Frank Gilbert and to Darek G.
Eckley by Senator Corman.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Joseph Edward McKinney by Senator Costa.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and Mrs.
James Hudgings and to the Chester County Historical Society's
Education Department by Senator Dinniman.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to United
Church of Schellsburg United Church of Christ by Senators
Eichelberger and Wozniak.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Joanne Cisco
Olszewski by Senator Hughes.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. and Mrs.
James Ruby and to Mr. and Mrs. Ken Weeter by Senator Hutchinson.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Elizabeth
LaSpada by Senator Pileggi.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Dr. Kevin
Smith, Dr. Zeb Jansante, William Knaus, Andrew Amrhein,
Guerrino Virgili, Jr., Renno Young and to Ray Piacquadio by
Senator Smith.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to the
Rhawnhurst Naturally Occurring Retirement Community by
Senator Stack.
Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Esther Kreiger
by Senator Teplitz.

AFTER RECESS
The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Jim Cawley) in
the Chair.
The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having expired, the
Senate will come to order.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave
for Senator Blake.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Costa requests a legislative leave
for Senator Blake. Without objection, the leave will be granted.

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED
THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR RESUMED
HB 2345 CALLED UP
HB 2345 (Pr. No. 3730) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 6 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
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BRUBAKER AMENDMENT A 10478 OFFERED

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 2345 (Pr. No. 3730) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending Titles 13 (Commercial Code) and 42 (Judiciary
and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in
general provision, providing for construction; and in particular rights
and immunities, further providing for required disclosures in connection
with rental-purchase agreement and for lessee's right to acquire ownership.
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-48
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tarlaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak
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Senator BRUBAKER offered the following amendment No.
A10478:
Amend Bill, page 1, line I, by striking out "Title" and inserting:
Titles
Amend Bill, page 1, line 1, by inserting after "Offenses)":
and 34 (Game),
Amend Bill, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "animals":
and, in special licenses and permits, further providing for regulated
hunting grounds permits
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 11, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting:
Section 1. Section 5511 of Title 18 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is amended by adding a subsection to read:
Amend Bill, page 3, lines I through 30, by striking out all of said
lines
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 1 and 2:
Section 2. Section 2928(a), (b), (d), (f) and (g) of Title 34 are
amended and the section is amended by adding subsections to read:
§ 2928. Regulated hunting grounds permits.
(a) [Eligibility] General rule,--[Regulated] Subject to the specific
requirements under subsection (a. 1). the following shall apply:
(1) Regulated hunting grounds require a minimum [of 100
acres] acreage of land, or land and water combined, on which the
permittee must release [one of the following] il species of domestically
produced game birds[: namely, ringneck pheasants, bobwhite quail or
mallard ducks. Any of the listed species and chukar partridges] under
subsection (a.00).
)( 1). chukar partridges or pigeons.
(2) The species of domestically produced game birds. chukar
partridges or pigeons may be released only if they are listed on the
permit application and propagated by the permittee or received from a
legal source.
LL At least 100 of each species listed on the permit shall be
released.
(a. 1) Acreage and release requirements--The following shall aipjyi

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.

HB 1750 CALLED UP
HB 1750 (Pr. No. 3859) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.

nuts:
(I) Commercial - open to the public for a fee or other charge.
(2) Noncommercial - used by permittee only or guests with no
fee or any charge for the use of the area or the birds.

BILL OVER IN ORDER TEMPORARILY
HB 1750 (Pr. No. 3859) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in riot, disorderly conduct and related offenses, further providing for the offense of cruelty to animals.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?

capacity than three rounds.
(ii) The direction of discharge of the shotguns shall be limited
to a 120-degree arc from a designated firing position or positions, 60
degrees to either side of the firing position, and each firing position
shall be located on a firing line, as near to the center of the line as is
practical.
(iii) The firing line or lines shall be the point at or beyond
which an individual must be positioned before discharging a shotgun.
and the discharge shall be from a designated firing position.
(iv) A firearm may be discharged within 150 yards of an occupied building if the discharge is not in the direction of the building as
defined by a straight line drawn from the muzzle of the firearm to the
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building,
(2) The following provisions relate to dispatch of wildlife:
(i) Reasonable steps to ensure the swift and humane dispatch
of wildlife shall be implemented.
(ii) Wildlife taken shall be promptly dispatched by an adult
using a method approved by the American Veterinary Medical Association.
(iii) A thorough effort to locate and dispatch all wildlife released on a particular day at intervals not greater than eight hours shall
be conducted. This subparagraph does not require a permittee to knowingly trespass or allow dogs to trespass onto the property of another
who has prohibited the trespass.
(3) The following provisions relate to fees and issuance:
(i) The fee for a permit under this subsection may not exceed

mit was paid.
(d) Hunting regulations.--Permittees and their guests may shoot the
game birds released by them during the regulated hunting grounds season which shall be set each year by the commission without regard to
the general Statewide season. Persons hunting or taking game birds
released under authority of the permit on regulated hunting grounds are
not required to have and display a hunting license, as required by this
title, but the methods of hunting and taking these game birds shall be in
compliance with provisions of this title. A permittee or guest taking
pigeons on grounds operating under a limited permit shall not require
users to comply with regulations related to clothing.
** *

(f) Tagging killed birds--Before any released bird killed under the
provisions of a regulated hunting grounds permit is consumed on the
premises or removed from the premises, the permittee shall attach a tag
to each bird killed. The tags shall be numbered consecutively and supplied by the commission at reasonable cost and shall contain such information as the commission may require. No game bird killed on a regulated hunting ground shall have the right foot removed until a regulated
hunting ground tag for the current season is attached to the bird. The
tags shall remain attached to the individual birds until prepared for
consumption and shall not be used more than once. This subsection
shall not apply to grounds operating under a limited permit.
(g) Dog training and trials.--Dogs may be trained or field trials
may be held at any time of the year upon the premises covered by a
regulated hunting grounds permit, and retriever trials may be conducted
thereon. All birds killed shall be included in the reported kill. Except
during the open season for shooting, no game birds shall be killed while
training dogs or conducting field trials. The special permit required in
this title shall first be obtained to conduct a retriever trial thereon at any
other period. This subsection shall not apply to grounds operating under
a limited permit.
(g.I) Release.--Use of mechanical or electronic release devices or
manual release is permitted under this title provided the devices do not
impede the flight abilities of the released game birds or wildlife. It shall
be conclusively presumed that a game bird or wildlife which flies after
being released from a mechanical or electronic release device or which
has been manually released has not had its flight abilities impeded.
***

(h.1) Authority.--The following shall apply:
(I) The taking of wildlife in the form of a pigeon or chukar
partridge through the use of a shotgun shall be subject to the exclusive
regulatory and enforcement authority of the commission. The commission may not issue a regulation which imposes a closed season for the
taking of a pigeon or imposes a limitation of the number of pigeons
which can be taken by an individual measured in a day, week, month or
(2) It shall be presumed that individuals or regulated hunting
grounds in possession of a feral pigeon or pigeons obtained the pigeons
from a legal source. The presumption shall be rebuttable by competent
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evidence in a court of competent jurisdiction.
(3) Nothing under this subsection shall be construed to alter
existing laws and practices governing the removal and extermination of
a pigeon by State or local government, a private pest control company,
property owner, tenant or another authorized person.
Amend Bill, page 4, line 2, by striking out "2' and inserting:
3
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lancaster, Senator Brubaker.
Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, this is a compromise
amendment that gives the Pennsylvania Game Commission oversight for pigeon shoots. It codifies court rulings when groups
previously sued to stop pigeon shoots. It clearly explains how a
shoot must be appropriately conducted. It requires a license to be
obtained from the Game Commission, shoots can only be conducted on regulated shooting grounds, and it incorporates the
American Veterinary Medical Association's approved dispatch
methods. For those Members who care, the Farm Bureau, which
was opposed to the base bill, supports House Bill No. 1750 with
amendment A10478 adopted.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Costa.
Senator COSTA. Mr. President, I ask for a negative vote. In
my view, and only my view, and I hope it is shared by Members
in this Chamber, there is no appropriate way to do a pigeon
shoot. I ask for a negative vote.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNHvIAN. Mr. President, in all due respect to the
gentleman, Senator Brubaker, and he is one of the finest Senators
we have, and I wish him well, by the way, pigeon shoots, and
even the way he is suggesting it, are something of another era or
something of another age. The hunting community itself does not
believe it is really hunting in the way pigeon shoots are conducted. The Humane Society in Pennsylvania has made it clear
that this is not what they would envision to be a compromise at
all.
There comes a time when the good citizens of this Commonwealth need to stand up in defense of fundamental decency and
the way we treat animals, because, ultimately, the way we treat
animals reflects on the way we treat each other. It is time to just
end the pigeon shoots. I think certainly in our Caucus most of us
have come to that determination. I know many in the other Caucus have come to the same determination. In fact, the bill that we
are voting on is a bill that was presented by a Member of your
Caucus. So, I hope that today--let me just say I am a member of
a hunting club, as are many Members on both sides of the aisle,
but the pigeon shoot is not true hunting. It is time, and many
hunters, including Members of this very body who are sitting
here, object to this. It is time for us to just say no to this bill and
all bills and finally end this practice once and for all in Pennsylvania. But in so saying, I do so with great respect to the maker of
the amendment, who I know is trying to search and find compromise. It is just that most of us believe this truly is a compromise.
Thank you very much, Mr. President.
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lehigh, Senator Browne.
Senator BROWNE. Mr. President, just to address the amendment for a second and, again, with all due respect to my colleague in what I believe is his sincere attempt to address this
issue, the bill includes a provision that many of us believe is
appropriate, and that is a prohibition against trap and block
shoots in the Commonwealth. That is the preferable treatment
that we are looking at this point in time to do. The bill, by providing a provision in the Game Code that would proscribe these
activities, would essentially be counted in that prohibition. So, in
terms of the intent of what we are trying to accomplish, I sincerely ask the Members for a negative vote.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator BRUBAKER
and were as follows, viz:
YEA-15
Argall
Baker
Brubaker
Corman

Eichelberger
Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson

Kasunic
Robbins
Scamati
Smucker

Wagner
White
Yaw

NAY-33
Alloway
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Costa
Dinniman
Erickson
Farnese

Ferlo
Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kitchen
Leach
Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty

Schwank
Smith
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel

Vulakovich
Ward
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yudichak

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?
EICHELBERGER AMENDMENT A8585 OFFERED
Senator EICHELBERGER offered the following amendment
No. A8585:
Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 10 and II:
(k. 1) Poisoning or trapping of pigeons prohibited,-(I) A oerson commits a summary offense if that nerson ooisons or traps a pigeon.
(2) Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to apply to
activity which is authorized or permitted under 34 Pa.C.S. (relating to
name) or special nermit under 58 Pa. Code Ch. 147 (relating to special
permits).
***

On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Eichelberger.
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Senator EICHELBERGER. Mr. President, we have heard a
great concern for pigeons across our State and the humane treatment of said pigeons, but yet we know that pigeons are regarded
in many places as a health hazard and problematic as they gather
in cities and commercial buildings, farms, and places where they
cause a lot of damage and create a lot of health concerns. So, this
amendment that I am offering, if we are concerned about the
welfare of the pigeons, would stop the poisoning or trapping of
pigeons in this State. I ask for a positive vote on this amendment.
Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Dinniman.
Senator DINNIMAN. Mr. President, that was sort of like one
of those essays that we used to read that was in reverse and a
good try and good attempt. I thank you, my esteemed colleague.
The truth is that there is a difference between trapping and what
we do to protect the public health in the city, or what a farmer
does to protect the crop, and the closed cage, releasing, and the
shooting of pigeons in a closed environment. Real hunters go to
hunt in the woods where there is a challenge; they do not hunt in
an environment which is set up for them so they can get as many
pigeons as they want. The issue is not the defense of the pigeon
as a pigeon. The issue is the defense of hunting in a humane way.
The issue is that we treat all of God's children and all of God's
creatures in the most humane way that we can, and to hunt, and
what has occurred in terms of the pigeons which, by the way, is
not legal--at least Senator Brubaker tried to make it legal, excuse
me, my esteemed colleague from Lancaster County tried to make
it legal, but it should not be. We might want to tell people about
what happens as children go into the field to take care of the
pigeons that are wounded and what happens to those pigeons as
well.
So, I understand the gentleman's point, but we are trying to
end what is not a humane practice in the way it is done. It is not
done for health reasons, it is not done to save a crop, it is simply
done because some people consider that as a way to hunt, which
it is not.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lehigh, Senator Browne.
Senator BROWNE. Mr. President, I sincerely ask, with all
due respect to my colleague, for a negative vote on this amendment. As Members are aware, what one of the provisions of the
bill does is it addresses recreational activity as it relates to trap
and block shoots. Although it may seem that a different position
on these two amendments is inconsistent, that is really not the
case. It really comes down to intentions, because what we are
talking about here is a recreational activity as it relates to trap
and block shoots, and the actions by individuals in regards to
protecting their property. Now, there are legitimate activities in
the Commonwealth as it relates to that, activities that happen on
farms and in commercial buildings and other areas that are necessary to protect property. I do not think we ever would, I believe, define the recreational activity as population control. That
is not what it is defined as. It is defined as a recreational activity
that many of us believe breaches the balance between what is
appropriate hunting activity and protection of animals. So, in that
regard, in order to allow for legitimate protection of property, I
would respectfully ask for a "no" on this amendment.
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lancaster, Senator Brubaker,
Senator BRUBAKER. Mr. President, I appreciate the dialogue that has been occurring. I know we are on the Eichelberger
amendment. The prior amendment would have brought additional regulatory control to this form of hunting. It is an editorial
comment on my part that if we were to put a conventional vote
up on hunting today - pheasant, rabbit, or deer - what that outcome would be. One of my colleagues talked about treating all
of Gods creatures alike, humans and animals, and the fact is that
we do not. There is a sport in Pennsylvania, hunting. It brings in
a significant amount of economic viability, and to my colleagues'
credit in the debate that is occurring, there is an appropriate and
inappropriate way to conduct those activities, and Members of
this body, no doubt, will see those lines differently. So, I appreciate the dialogue.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Montgomery, Senator Leach.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, very briefly to the Democratic Caucus, pursuant to the conversation we had in caucus, we
are asking for a "no" vote on the amendment.
Thank you, Mr. President.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator EICHELBERGER and were as follows, viz:

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in preemptions, providing for protection
for victims of abuse or crime; and prohibiting certain leave of compensation mandate by municipalities.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
MOTION TO REVERT TO PRIOR PRINTER'S No. 2870
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, I move to revert to prior
Printer's No. 2870 on Senate Bill No. 1796.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the motion?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator HUGHES and
were as follows, viz:
YEA-26
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Costa
Dinniman
Erickson

Famese
Ferlo
Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kasunic
Kitchen

Folmer
Hutchinson

Robbins
Scarnati

White

NAY-4l
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Erickson

Farnese
Ferlo
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach
Mensch
Pileggi

Rafferty
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel

Leach
Rafferty
Schwank
Smith
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Wiley
Williams
Yudichak

NAY-22

YEA-7
Brubaker
Eichelberger
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Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

Less than a majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the
question was determined in the negative.
Without objection, the bill was passed over in its order temporarily at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

Alloway
Argall
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Eichelberger

Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson
Mensch
Pileggi
Robbins

Scamati
Smucker
Solobay
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner

Ward
White
Wozniak
Yaw

A majority of the Senators having voted "aye," the question
was determined in the affirmative.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair has been asked to make a point
of clarification on the motion to revert to prior Printer's No. for
House Bill No. 1796. The motion passed by a vote of 26 to 22.
The Senate now has before it House Bill No. 1796, Printer's No.
2870.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
Without objection, the bill was passed over in its order at the
request of Senator PILEGGI.

HB 1796 CALLED UP

HB 80 CALLED UP

HB 1796 (Pr. No. 3107) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.

HB 80 (Pr. No. 4248) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 1 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.

BILL REVERTED TO PRIOR PRINTER'S No.,
OVER IN ORDER

BILL AMENDED

HB 1796 (Pr. No. 3107) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

HB 80 (Pr. No. 4248) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
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An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the offense of criminal
trespass; defining the offense of theft of secondary metal; and prescribing penalties.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration?
ALLOWAY AMENDMENT A10397
Senator ALLOWAY offered the following amendment No.
A10397:
Amend Bill, page 1, line 2, by inserting after Statutes,:
in burglary and other criminal intrusion,
Amend Bill, page 1, line 4, by striking out "and"
Amend Bill, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "penalties':
and, in firearms and other dangerous articles, further providing for
Pennsylvania State Police and for limitation on the regulation of firearms and ammunition
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 2 and 3:
Section 3. Section 6111.1(0(3) and (g)(1) and (3) of Title 18 are
amended to read:
§6111.1. Pennsylvania State Police.
(t) Notification of mental health adjudication, treatment, commitment, drug use or addiction,-(3) Notwithstanding any law to the contrary, the Pennsylvania
State Police [may] shall, within 72 hours of receipt, disclose, electronically or otherwise, to the United States Attorney General or a designee,
any record relevant to a determination of whether a person is disqualified from possessing or receiving a firearm under 18 U.S.C. § 922
(g)(3) or (4) or an applicable state statute[.]. and any record relevant to
a determination of whether a person is not disqualified or is no longer
disqualified from possessing or receiving a firearm under 18 U.S.C. §
922(g)(3) or (4) or an applicable state statute.
(g) Review by court.-(I) Upon receipt of a copy of the order of a court of competent
jurisdiction which vacates a final order or an involuntary certification
issued by a mental health review officer, the Pennsylvania State Police
shall, after disclosing relevant records under subsection (0(3). expunge
all records of the involuntary treatment received under subsection (t).
***

(3) The Pennsylvania State Police, after disclosing relevant
records under subsection (0(3). shall expunge all records of an involuntary commitment of an individual who is discharged from a mental
health facility based upon the initial review by the physician occurring
within two hours of arrival under section 302(b) of the Mental Health
Procedures Act and the physician's determination that no severe mental
disability existed pursuant to section 302(b) of the Mental Health Procedures Act. The physician shall provide signed confirmation of the determination of the lack of severe mental disability following the initial
examination under section 302(b) of the Mental Health Procedures Act
to the Pennsylvania State Police.
Section 4. Section 6120(b) of Title 18 is amended and the section
is amended by adding subsections to read:
§ 6120. Limitation on the regulation of firearms and ammunition.
(a.2) Relief.---A person adversely affected by an ordinance, a
resolution, regulation, rule, practice or any other action promulgated or
enforced by a county, municipality or township prohibited under subsection (a) or 53 Pa.C.S. § 2962(g) (relating to limitation on municipal
powers) may seek declaratory or iniunctive relief and actual damages
in an appropriate court.
(a.3) Reasonable expenses.--A court shall award reasonable expenses to a person adversely affected in an action under subsection (a.2)
for any of the following:
(1) A final determination by the court is granted in favor of the
person adversely affected.
(2) The regulation in question is rescinded, repealed or other-
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wise abrogated after suit has been filed under subsection (a.2) but before the final determination by the court.
(b) Definitions--As used in this section, the following words and
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection:
"Dealer." The term shall include any person engaged in the business of selling at wholesale or retail a firearm or ammunition.
"Firearms." This term shall have the meaning given to it in section
5515 (relating to prohibiting of paramilitary training) but shall not include air rifles as that term is defined in section 6304 (relating to sale
and use of air rifles).
"Person adversely affected." Any of the following:
(1) A resident of this Commonwealth who may legally possess
a firearm under Federal and State law.
(2) A person who otherwise has standing under the laws of
this Commonwealth to bring an action under subsection (a.2).
(3) A membership organization, in which a member is a person described under paragraphs (1) or (2).
"Political subdivision." The term shall include any home rule charter municipality, county, city, borough, incorporated town, township or
school district.
"Reasonable expenses." The term includes, but is not limited to,
attorney fees, expert witness fees, court costs and compensation for loss
of income.
Amend Bill, page 4, line 3, by striking out "3" and inserting:
5
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Franklin, Senator Alloway.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I rise to offer this amendment that has been floating around Harrisburg for quite some
time. I actually had it in bill form, some folks in the House had
it in bill form, and it has been back and forth, and we have never
been successful at getting a full floor vote here. I am offering it
as an amendment to this bill. It is commonly known as the preemption bill, and for any clarification, it is very simple. It says
that no local municipality of any kind may make a law that infringes upon the Second Amendment of the Pennsylvania Constitution. It would give standing to organizations to step in on behalf of a citizen if their rights are violated by a municipality.
Many times what happens, Mr. President, is these municipalities
would enact these anti-gun laws, which are in violation of the
citizen's Second Amendment right, and then the citizen would
have to get an attorney and sue the municipality at their own
expense. It has happened numerous places across Pennsylvania.
It happened most recently in Erie, Pennsylvania, where some
gentlemen, whose rights were violated, had to spend some
$50,000 of their own money defending themselves, which they
were exonerated in the end. Of course, the city did not care. It
was their taxpayer dollars that they used to go after those folks.
I think it is a good bill and it is the right bill for Pennsylvania
to support the Second Amendment and protect the rights of
law-abiding citizens. Thank you, Mr. President. I ask for a "yes"
vote.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Montgomery, Senator Leach.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, I rise in opposition to the
Alloway amendment for a number of reasons. It seems to me,
Mr. President, that this amendment violates a number of core
principles that the folks on the other side of the aisle frequently
espouse, one of which is the idea that one-size-fits-all approaches
from Harrisburg are not the way to go. It is local control that best
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reflects the will of the voters and the unique situation that every
community finds themselves in. We hear that time and time
again, that it is wrong for us in Harrisburg to impose our views
of how things should go on every local municipality.
The second core principle, it seems to me, that this violates is
the idea that we should not be expanding the opportunities for
litigation in Pennsylvania. We have heard arguments that women
cannot earn the same amount of money as men, we cannot have
a law like that because that is just going to enrich trial lawyers,
and that it is just going to encourage litigation. We cannot have
more workers' protections or more civil rights protections, including LGBT protections, because what that is going to do is
expand the opportunity for litigation and it will, again, be a windfall to trial lawyers but a big expense to everybody else. But on
this bill we are willing to abandon that basic principle.
The third basic principle it seems to violate is the principle
that we do not want unelected judges overruling the will of the
people. How many times do we hear that? It is wrong for these
unelected judges to take a law that is passed democratically by
the people and overturn that. This is giving unelected judges the
power to overturn locally elected laws.
Further, Mr. President, this amendment gives, specifically,
one special interest standing to sue our own citizens. We are
putting the interest of that one special interest, and everyone
knows that this is a gift to the NRA, we are putting the interest
of the NRA and we are saying to the NRA, go ahead and sue our
people. Go ahead and sue our constituents, because who pays the
damages that are mentioned in this amendment, Mr. President?
Who pays the legal fees that are mentioned in this amendment,
Mr. President? It is the taxpayers of the municipality that has
been sued.
So, the NRA can sue our own people and we have to pay
them. We are doing that in this amendment, which, again, violates, on so many levels, the core principles that we have seen.
The Republicans and the folks on the other side of the aisle espouse time and time again when the NRA is not involved. When
the NRA is involved, it appears all principles have been abandoned.
POINT OF ORDER
The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman yield.
For what purpose does the gentleman, Senator Alloway, rise?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I sat here last night and
listened to the other side of the aisle call out an organization, the
National Rifle Association. There are a lot more interested organizations and groups and people in this Second Amendment issue than just the NRA. I am tired of hearing the NRA being
called out because these gentlemen over here support the
CeaseFirePa.org, we do not talk about that over here. This is
about individual rights. So I ask the gentleman to stay on the bill
and stop calling out different organizations that may or may not
be involved in this.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Leach, if you would reserve your
comments directly to the nature of the bill.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, this goes to the nature of the
bill. I understand that if the gentleman disagrees with me he can
make an argument against me when it is his turn to talk, but that
is not a reason to interrupt what I am saying. I am allowed to say
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what my opinion is about what this bill will result in. I understand the nature of that. To call out CeaseFirePA, that is fine.
The problem is that we are not giving CeaseFirePA special rights
in our law. If I introduce an amendment someday that does that,
the gentleman would be perfectly appropriate to stand up and say
I am giving CeaseFirePA special rights, but we are not doing that
today, Mr. President. So I do not understand the nature of the
gentleman's objection. All I am saying is that this bill is going to
result in damage to our own communities. I have seven municipalities in my district that have already passed laws, reasonable
laws, and they are going to be subject to litigation now, which
even if they win, they have to pay for. That is just not the way
we are supposed to do things.
Mr. President, one more point. The gentleman says that the
standing is conferred on this organization to sue our people when
they enact things that violate the Second Amendment, but there
is nothing in the legislation that defines that. There are an awful
lot of court cases in Federal courts around the country discussing
what does and does not violate the Second Amendment. How are
our municipalities supposed to know and predict what some
court somewhere is going to find violates the Second Amendment? You know as well as I do that one judge will find an ordinance does violate the Second Amendment, a different judge will
find it does not, and if we guess wrong on which judge we are
going to get when they spin the wheel and they assign the case
to a judge after the lawsuit that this amendment allows, we are
going to have to guess on what judge we are going to get. If we
get the wrong judge, we are going to be in big trouble. If we get
the right judge, maybe we dodge a bullet.
On a lot of levels this makes no sense. It is just not well
thought out. Just giving a gift to one organization is not worth
abandoning, in so many ways, how we do business in Pennsylvania.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I ask the maker of the
amendment to rise for a period of interrogation.
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman indicates he is willing to
stand for interrogation. Senator Williams, you may proceed.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, for the record, I will
name organizations that I think are important and relevant to the
conversation. So the NRA will be named on a few occasions.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Williams, if I may, I would remind
you that your Leader just yesterday asked that another organization not be named and the Chair held at that time that the PSEA
should be removed from the discourse, as well. Just as a reminder, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, and I would be reminded
that on the same floor when we had a debate over the Affordable
Care Act, a/k/a ObamaCare, I lost.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Williams, you may proceed with
your interrogation.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there are a few items
within this that I want to get clarity upon. As I understand it, this
is the Senate of Pennsylvania. We are fighting for the citizens of
Pennsylvania, and I expect that all of us, including the maker of
the amendment, are doing such. So, for the record, is it the intent
of the maker of the amendment to protect the citizens of Pennsylvania or the Second Amendment in that context?
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Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, the intent of this bill is
to protect the citizens' rights here in Pennsylvania. Yesterday, we
had a conversation on this floor about something that we did and
one of my colleagues from the other side of the aisle was chastising us because it violated the United States Constitution and we
had no business doing it. These so-called reasonable local ordinances also violate the U.S. Constitution and the Pennsylvania
Constitution of every citizen in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, whether it is Philadelphia or not. It could be many other
municipalities as well.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I am not, certainly, discussing the local indication. I just want to understand his amendment in context. So it is the gentleman's intention to protect the
citizens of Pennsylvania and the Constitution, which are consistent, and that is fine.
I draw his attention to a section, line 49 of his amendment,
which says, 'A person who otherwise has standing under the
laws of this Commonwealth to bring an action under subsection
(a.2)." I am not sure whether the gentleman understands that
could also be defined as a person who is visiting Pennsylvania
with a firearm. And is it his intent to protect that person's rights
in Philadelphia, Clearfield County, Butler County, or wherever,
in the context of this amendment?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, yes, that is correct, because a citizen visiting would also be covered under the Constitution of the United States, which these local so-called reasonable ordinances violate as well.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, so, I am to understand
that somebody visiting from Oregon has more standing, in our
mind, than anybody in a county, town, or city in Pennsylvania
because we are now concerned about the Second Amendment
from a Federal perspective, not from a Pennsylvania perspective?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, it was not a question, but
all citizens enjoy the right and protections of the Constitution,
whether it is the United States or the Constitution of Pennsylvania. I do not get the gentleman's point that just because you are
visiting, somehow you lost your constitutional rights.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, well, to clarify the gentleman's point, if he does not understand, I think it is obvious to
everybody who is watching that we are the Senate of Pennsylvania. We are here to do the business of people who live in Pennsylvania, not Utah, not Missouri, not Iowa. Yes, they indeed are
Americans. Yes, they have a right to visit Pennsylvania, but
when they get to Pennsylvania, they should respect the laws of
Pennsylvania. If they happen to be in Philadelphia, Yeadon,
Chester, Butler County, or any other county, it is the province
and consideration and priority of us as Pennsylvania Senators to
respect Pennsylvania law and its Constitution. So, while I respect
his comment that they are all protected under the Constitution,
not only the Pennsylvania Constitution, but the United States
Constitution, with a Federal discussion, but I just want to be
clear who the priority was in this conversation, so it seems to be
that.
I draw his attention also to-Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I will respond to the
gentleman.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I did not ask a question,
I made a statement.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, well, he did not ask a
question the last time, and I responded.
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The PRESIDENT. This is interrogation. If the gentleman feels
there was a question somewhere in there, we have been rather
lenient with statements and responses back. If the gentleman
feels that there was a question in there, I would hope you would
yield for a response.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I am more than happy to
let him make his response. I am just trying to move it along because I know it is late in the evening, so let me ask my second
question, and in normal debate-The PRESIDENT. Please move forward with your question,
Senator.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, that is fine, because it is
going to continue. I am sure his answer will follow that process.
I draw his attention to another section which says, "A membership organization, in which a member is a person described
under paragraphs (1) or (2)." Could that organization be outside
of Pennsylvania and get these protections? That is a question.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, first of all, to the gentleman, I am not worried about the time this evening. We are here;
we are working. This is what we are doing. I will stand here all
night and debate the issue with the gentleman from Philadelphia.
Again, I find it interesting that we go back to this Constitution
and somehow because you are a visitor you do not have constitutional rights. I remind the gentleman that local municipalities are
created by the State, by the Commonwealth. We are the ones
who created the local municipalities, counties, cities, townships,
and they have to abide by the Pennsylvania Constitution. So
please keep that in mind.
The answer to the gentleman's question, which was -- what
was question again, sir?
The PRESIDENT. Senator Williams, if you could please rephrase your question, or restate your question, more appropriately.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, if everybody could follow the question rather than follow their script, then we could
probably get to the bottom line.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, out-of-State groups.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Williams, please restate your question.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, for the record, I represent
Philadelphia and Delaware Counties, so I know that people look
at me as a Philadelphian, but I am proud to represent both communities.
The PRESIDENT. Duly noted, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, they are significantly
different, and many people in Philadelphia and Delaware Counties enjoy the protection of the Second Amendment and enjoy
their firearms. I am an advocate for those as well, but people
outside of Pennsylvania, I am not an advocate for.
The question was, "A membership organization, in which a
member is a person described under paragraphs (1) or (2)," does
that mean and represent organizations outside of Pennsylvania?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, if the gentleman is inquiring as to whether the aggrieved individual has to be a member of the organization which may or may not step in on behalf,
I do not know the answer to that, and I am not sure that question
is even relevant. Who would step in on behalf to fund and protect
the individual's rights? Maybe a national group, maybe a local
group. The gentleman likes to mention the NRA all the time, the
NRA has local chapters all over Pennsylvania. That local chapter
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could step in on behalf, so it does not necessarily have to be an
out-of-State organization.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, well, for the record, I did
not mention the NRA. He mentioned the NRA. I am glad he did.
The question is, again, could it be an organization outside of
Pennsylvania representing the interests of the individual and
protecting the interests of the individual? I heard at the beginning
of his comment about the poor person who had to spend $50,000
of their own money to defend themselves. I am glad they had
$50,000 to do such, which would suggest to me that they are not
so poor, but that is neither here nor there. What I am suggesting
to you is that in this conversation, we are bringing in other organizations outside of this State to protect those individuals, quote,
unquote, and I am asking, does this particular portion allow for
an organization, whichever one he wants to name, outside of
Pennsylvania to be housed, headquartered, to protect and inject
itself into this conversation?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I am sorry. I missed the
gentleman's question.
The PRESIDENT. It was a restatement of his previous question.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I can do it again.
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, is the gentleman going
to restate his previous question numerous times? I do not understand why an outside organization cannot come into Pennsylvania and litigate on behalf of an aggrieved party.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, let us just establish the
answer to my question. I think you just answered it. You can
answer it rather than dance around it. Do outside organizations
now get to come into Pennsylvania and be involved in this legislation? As a result of this section, are outside organizations allowed to participate in this process?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, the ACLU comes in here
many times to represent aggrieved individuals, so probably, possibly. I am not sure, Mr. President. Thank you.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, well, could the gentleman get clarity? We are going to vote upon legislation of which
the amendment is drafted, and I do not think there should be any
from--a maker of an amendment should know what they are actually moving forward, given the fact that it is so significant, and
it is so broad, and so important to protect those individuals'
rights. I think the person should know what the details are so if
he could ask the lawyer or whoever asked him to draft it tonight,
to give me a simple yes or no. Especially since he mentioned the
ACLU. Now that we are not mentioning organizations, now he
is mentioning organizations, I think we should be consistent. So
let us find out the answer to the question. It is not very complicated, because I think I know the answer, so just answer it, yes
or no? Does it or does it not? And if he does not know, could he
find out for me?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, probably.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, that is not definitive. Yes
or no?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I stated probably.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, well, the question is, can
the gentleman just be kind enough to find out, if he does not
know and it is probably, can he ask someone so we can establish
for the record yes or no?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, I would be glad to help
the gentleman. If he would submit whatever the specific question
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is to me, I will contact the lawyer who helped us draft the bill
and we will get him an answer.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, all right. So the bottom
line is, our lawyers suggest that it does allow for an organization
outside of Pennsylvania. If that is the case, and I have heard a
few comments, I just wanted to make sure for the record that the
gentleman is okay with outside organizations representing tourists in Pennsylvania with regard to rights on a Federal level in
any part of Pennsylvania. Should that be the priority in this legislation?
Senator ALLOWAY. Mr. President, to the gentleman's question on yes or no, again, I am not sure why it is important
whether the organization is inside or outside of Pennsylvania.
The ACLU and other organizations come in and sue on behalf
and represent litigants all of the time. I am not sure why, somehow, the NRA should be held to a different standard than what
the ACLU or others would do. They step in on behalf of citizens
who have constitutional rights who are aggrieved by local government, and they have the right to do so.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, that closes my period of
interrogation. I would like to make closing comments.
The PRESIDENT On the merits of the amendment, the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, for those who are watching and those who are gun owners, and many of whom reside in
my district, if this is to be a question or an issue relating to a
Federal conversation, I think we should take it to the Federal
government. If this is about Pennsylvanians and their rights,
there is nothing we are doing tonight to take away anyone else's
right other than this.
The gentleman mentioned at the beginning of the conversation
that we should not mention other organizations. He three times
mentioned the NRA. He twice mentioned the ACLU, and could
not answer the question directly as it relates to the implications
of this. So for anyone who is going to take this mike, stand here,
and advance this piece of legislation, I want them to understand
what they are carrying forward into their districts. We are going
to make sure that people know in these districts what we are
carrying out tonight. We are advancing a piece of legislation
which is sort of crafted to suggest that they are doing the people's
business. No, they are in fact doing special interests' business,
most of whom are not housed in Pennsylvania, most of whom are
housed in that great place called Washington, D.C., who are
confused enough as it is about their agenda.
I do not care where you fall on this issue of guns, whether you
believe that you should have as many as you want or people
should be restricted in this conversation. This does nothing to
advance your rights if you believe in the Second Amendment.
What it does do is it establishes an opportunity for foreign persons, aliens to Pennsylvania, to end up in a courtroom in Pennsylvania taking away your local rights. Because what people do
not quite understand is that there is a farmer someplace who does
own a gun, who is from Pennsylvania, who may rent out a bed
and breakfast on his lands or grounds. Some tourist from New
York rents it, comes in and does something, and by the way,
decides to use this law to sue the farmer who believes in the
NRA responsibility to own guns fairly. I want people to understand, this cuts both ways. There is no clean cut of this. This is
a mess. To take away local control--and I do not care if you are
a Democrat, Republican, libertarian or conservative, if you be-
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lieve in Pennsylvania values, then you should not have people
from Washington, D.C., specifically Virginia, running the Pennsylvania Senate. That is what is happening tonight.
I did not once mention an outside organization. For some
reason the gentleman felt compelled to defend the NRA. And the
only way he did it was to dance, move, dodge, weave, and then
attack the ACLU. Code words. So you can stereotype all you
want and say Philadelphia 500 times, this cuts across Pennsylvania. The little guy loses. The big guys win. Corporate interests
over individual Pennsylvania rights. Crushing, disrespectful,
disgusting.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Jefferson, Senator Scarnati.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I am going to
be brief and unemotional and talk, I think, some simple common
sense here about what is taking place. The simple common sense
is that this is just clarifying current law, and part of that clarification I need to make is that the only way that an individual can
contest, sue, file suit against an ordinance or a law of a municipality or county is you have to be a resident of Pennsylvania. It
is in the amendment.
So I know there is a lot of emotion here, and I respect that, but
as somebody who lives in Pennsylvania, carries guns, and is a
member of the NRA, I want to just clarify a few things. So for
those who are listening and those who are watching, listen carefully. It clarifies existing law to insure that firearm and ammunition laws are consistent across Pennsylvania. State firearm preemption was enacted by the Pennsylvania legislature over three
decades ago to avoid the possibility of over 2,600 separate firearm laws across the Commonwealth. So there is some common
sense to what happened over three decades ago, and I do not
think--there may only be maybe one or two Members here who
could remember that. Over recent years, more than 50 local governments have enacted local gun control ordinances in violation
of the current State firearms preemption law. This is all factual.
The myriad of local firearms laws makes compliance very difficult and nearly impossible for responsible gun owners.
I have a lot of people in my district who are responsible gun
owners, and when they travel, sometimes they have a gun in their
car. So we need consistency. This prevents individuals who
travel with firearms for personal protection from being at risk of
breaking the law simply by crossing from one municipality to
another. Now, that is common sense. It is just common sense, if
you have a gun in your car and you go between Brockway and
Snyder Township, you should not have to stop and unload your
car. I mean, we need consistency. All this amendment does is
correct the problem by allowing anyone who has been adversely
affected by the ordinance, resolution, regulation, rule, to file suit
against the county, municipality, or township. That is all. We are
not doing anything drastic here. This is good common sense.
If you support the Second Amendment, support this. If you do
not support the Second Amendment, then vote against it. But
there is not really a lot of gray here. I do not see the gray.
So, Mr. President, I just urge a positive vote on this amendment. Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Columbia, Senator Gorclner.
Senator GORDNER. Mr. President, I will be brief as well.
There have been a lot of references to the Second Amendment of
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our Federal Constitution, but we have our State Constitution as
well, and if I would have thought quick enough, I would have
gone to Senator Folmer because I know he always carries his,
and he is going to pull it out of his pocket as we speak, but I
happen to have it in my desk. While sometimes there is some
confusion or litigation in regard to the Federal Constitution and
references to militia and such, the State Constitution is a
one-sentence section and it is as clear as clear can be. Let me
take 10 seconds and read it to you: Section 21 of Article I says,
"The right of the citizens to bear arms in defense of themselves
and the State shall not be questioned." I do not know how much
clearer that is. This is not something that was written in 1787
with the great framing of our Constitution. This was written in
1968 and has been in place since. "The right of the citizens to
bear arms in defense of themselves and the State shall not be
questioned."
While previous speakers may reference out-of-State people
and in-State people, and that in-State people are being jeopardized, well, in-State people currently in Pennsylvania are being
jeopardized because municipalities in this State are adopting
ordinances in violation of that section of the Constitution. So,
people in-State are being violated. If you are a law-abiding citizen and you are licensed to carry a firearm, it should not be an
issue as to which of the 2,000-plus municipalities you are in, if
that municipality, in offense to the Constitution of our State, is
adopting an ordinance that they should not be adopting. That is
what this amendment is about, and 1 support it wholeheartedly.
Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I would like to get clarity
with not the previous speaker but the speaker before that with
some comments that he made, so I ask him to please stand for a
period of interrogation.
POINT OF ORDER
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, point of order. I believe our
rules, and they are not strictly enforced and not doing anything
more than making the point, but our rules call for Senators to
speak no more than twice on a question without leave, and last
night we had about an hour debate, largely from the other side,
about whether or not we should work past 11 o'clock. So, mindful of that, I would like to adhere to the rules as much as we
could. I am not objecting to the gentleman at this point, but just
making that general point. If this gets too pronounced, I will raise
the point again.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
Senator Williams, the previous speaker that you referenced is
not currently on the floor; therefore, is unavailable to answer
your request for interrogation.
Senator WILLIAMS. A couple of things. One, I do not believe I have spoken more than twice. Would that be correct?
The PRESIDENT. That would be correct, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. I make the request if they could contact
the previous speaker so he could return, and I would be more
than willing to yield this opportunity, and when he returns, I can
return.
The PRESIDENT. The request for interrogation does not
come under recognition twice on a subject matter being that you
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are not asking to be recognized on the merits of the amendment.
It is appropriate for you at any time to request an opportunity for
interrogation. That does not go necessarily to the merits of the
amendment, so you can be recognized again, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. Thank you. So, am I to take that to
mean that someone will try to reach out to the gentleman to see
if he returns to the floor?
The PRESIDENT. I believe that is already in process.
Senator WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT, The Chair thanks the gentleman.
Returning to consideration of the Alloway amendment, the
Chair recognizes, for the second time on the merits of the amendment, the gentleman from Montgomery, Senator Leach.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, I am wondering if the maker
of the amendment will stand for brief interrogation. These are
separate matters. I just would like clarification. It is unusual for
a Member to be unwilling to defend his amendment. I have a
couple of questions. I have not questioned on the matters that I
have a question about.
The PRESIDENT. It appears as if the gentleman is unwilling
to stand for interrogation. Senator, do you wish to speak to the
merits of the amendment?
The Chair recognizes the gentleman for the second time.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, I do. I would just note how
unusual it is for a Senator to be unwilling to defend it, especially
when the gentleman said, I am here all night, 15 minutes ago. So,
what I was going to ask about, there seems to be, when you actually read the language of the amendment, a couple of unusual
things that I was hoping the gentleman could clarify. One of
which, it says in the amendment that the interest group or individuals who sue under this are entitled to counsel fees if they
win. That is known as loser pays provision in legal parlance.
However, usually loser pays goes both ways. If there is a loser
pays provision--and you can have a big argument about whether
that is good or bad--it means whoever loses the lawsuit pays the
other sides fees. This bill, as I read it, says that if the NRA were
to sue a group of citizens and they win, those citizens would
have to pay the NRA's legal fees; but if the NRA loses, it appears
that they do not have to pay the citizens' legal fees. That is highly
unusual in the law. There are real questions about whether that
is constitutional because that stacks the deck against one of the
parties in the lawsuit. The theory is that both parties in the lawsuit have an equal opportunity and whoever loses pays.
There are some other problems with the language of this bill.
There has been a lot of talk about, well, if you believe in the
Second Amendment, I believe the President pro tempore said,
you vote for this bill. I think the maker of the amendment, when
he was being more loquacious than he feels like currently being,
was saying that it is about defending constitutional rights, but
this bill does not reference the Constitution. You do not have to,
under the language of the legislation, prove a constitutional violation. Instead, it references in the bill that anyone would be liable if they violate Section A of 6120, "Limitation on the regulation of firearms and ammunition." So, you do not have to show
a constitutional violation, you just have to show a violation of
this statute, which says that, "No county, municipality or township may in any manner regulate the lawful ownership, possession, transfer or transportation of firearms...." So, this is not protecting constitutional rights.

What I was going to ask the gentleman is, are there any restrictions, even constitutional restrictions, even restrictions that
the court has found to be constitutional, which would be acceptable under this amendment? For example, I live in Upper Merion
Township. Let us say Upper Merion Township passes an ordinance which says you cannot bring a machine gun into a supervisors' meeting or you cannot bring a semiautomatic weapon into
a supervisors' meeting. We do not want weapons in supervisors'
meetings. We debate a lot of things, things get heated, and we
just do not want guns in a supervisors' meeting. That is clearly
not a constitutional violation. It is a time, place, and manner
restriction, which the courts have upheld over and over and over
again. Would that subject Upper Merion to a lawsuit? The gentleman said that you should not have to drive from Brockway to
Snyder Township and worry that you are going to be violating
the law. Well, I would say there are a lot of laws that change
from municipality to municipality. That is why we have municipal government. They may have a different noise ordinance, and
as I am driving through Brockway to Snyder Township, a trip I
hope to take someday, I am going to have to turn down my radio
at a certain point. If I live there, if I move my business there, I
may be able to fire a gay employee legally in Snyder Township
but not in Brockway. So, we do that all of the time.
Most of these ordinances are not about possession. So, it is
not like you are driving through municipalities and you have a
gun and you are not allowed to have a gun in the next municipality. They are about where you can bring the gun, particularly in
terms of public meetings, public places, schools, or they are
about reporting lost and stolen weapons. Unless you discover
that your gun has been stolen between Brockway and Snyder
Township, that is not going to be a problem for you. And even if
you are, unless you are walking, you have 48 hours to report that.
So, you have plenty of time. So, that is not really an apt analogy.
What this bill says, Mr. President, is that any bill, any law
with the word "gun" in it will subject the people of whatever
township you are in to liability, and I would say, Mr. President,
it subjects everyone. It subjects people with NRA bumper stickers on their car. It subjects members of Firearm Owners Against
Crime. They are going to have to pay out of their pocket for any
violation that any judge finds because a municipality put the
word "gun" in an ordinance, just to show you how poorly
thought out this is.
Mr. President, finally, I just want to respond to a point that
was made about the Pennsylvania Constitution, which is different
than the Second Amendment and which is not referenced in this
bill but was mentioned on the other side of the aisle, which is
that the Pennsylvania Constitution says you can have guns, the
right to have a gun should not be questioned in defense of yourself. So, there is a big argument about whether that applies to
offensive weapons. There are gun restrictions that almost everyone would support, restrictions on fully automatic weapons and
restrictions on grenade launchers. You cannot have any kind of
weapon you want. There is nothing in the Second Amendment or
in the State Constitution that says that. But under the language of
this amendment, Mr. President, anything with the word "gun" in
it or anything with the word "weapon' in it will subject the taxpayers, pro-Second Amendment and anti-Second Amendment,
or whatever you want to call them, to liability to the NRA. If the
NRA brings a frivolous lawsuit, because we have all heard the
term "frivolous lawsuit" an awful lot, and a judge laughs them
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out of the court, there is no reciprocal obligation on their part to
pay counsel fees and costs of litigation to the people of the township whom they have wronged. These are your taxpayers. These
are your people whom you are subjecting to liability to this
Washington, D.C.-based special interest group.
I could not find a precedent for this, Mr. President, anywhere
in the United States of America or anywhere before in Pennsylvania. This is really beyond the pale in terms of giving a gift to
an organization at the expense of our people.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Williams.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, did we find a response to
my request to the gentleman returning?
The PRESIDENT. The speaker in question is still not present
on the floor.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, did he respond to the
request to return to anyone?
The PRESIDENT. Not to my knowledge, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, can I get a response before we close out the debate? I will accept he does not want to
return. Ijust want to know if he plans to return or not.
The PRESIDENT. I am being told that he is unavailable.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, so, then I will make some
comments.
The PRESIDENT. You are recognized, sir.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is a bit disappointing.
I do not think I had planned to come to this floor tonight to persuade anyone. I think people are quite clear about how they view
this particular piece of legislation, this amendment, and I am
okay with that. I am also okay with the fact that people have
different perspectives on this very important issue. What I am not
okay with is--by the way, for those who mistook my energy to be
anger, it is not. It is passion. I am not angry at anyone. I am not
mad at anyone. I do not have personal feelings. I enjoy the Members on this floor and I will continue to enjoy them, whether they
are Democrat or Republican, rural or urban, it does not matter to
me. What I would have hoped is that people would listen. The
passion in my voice tonight is derived from the fact that we have
a crisis in Pennsylvania. That crisis in Pennsylvania eclipses
those who are dying of HIV/AIDS, those are who dying of heart
attacks, and probably those, unfortunately, who passed away
from other types of diseases, including cancer. It is an epidemic
of homicide which is being perpetrated by handguns in Pennsylvania, and we should be doing something about it. Just like tonight we are talking about protecting pigeons, protecting gun
owners, we should be talking about protecting innocent lives.
Unfortunately, last night, just last night, two of my colleagues
almost lost their lives and almost had to take two other lives in
response. So, I am not here talking about whether you should be
taking away somebody's Second Amendment right to protect
themselves, of course not. What I am talking about is the manner
in which we do that. When I heard the gentleman earlier--who
would not come back to the floor to talk--say that this legislation
is specifically targeted towards Pennsylvanians, that is simply
not true. It is housed in the words within this amendment.
So, what I was going to ask him was where did it say that this
was specifically about solely Pennsylvanians? Because I could
not find it. What I found was language that spoke to organizations, not even people, organizations which now have standing
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in Pennsylvania courts that can be housed in other parts of Pennsylvania. Pennsylvanians should understand that it may be guns
today and it may be another issue tomorrow, because once we
establish this precedent, it cuts both ways. It is beyond just one
single issue. We are giving license to a vast array of considerations we have never considered before.
So, I listened to the gentleman who said to talk calmly, so I
will talk calmly. Common sense was not part of it. To suggest
that going from place to place, county to county, municipality to
municipality, everything should be uniform, just does not make
any sense, especially in rural Pennsylvania. When you travel the
Pennsylvania Turnpike, last time I checked, you can go 65, you
can go 70, and you can be ticketed in different places on the
same Turnpike. We have established laws using the same Turnpike at different speeds in different areas. So, unfortunately, the
comments do not hold a lot of water in terms of logic. They are
not common sense. This legislation is not common sense. What
it does is protect organizations outside of Pennsylvania, allows
them to come into Pennsylvania, use Pennsylvania courts, and
take away rights from Pennsylvanians. That is what it does.
I do not care what part of Pennsylvania you are in, Philadelphians are no less and no better; Delaware County folks are no
less and no better than people in Greene County, Franklin
County, Clearfield County, Clarion County, we are all Pennsylvanians. When an economy goes bad, it goes bad towards all
Pennsylvanians, not just one section of Pennsylvania. I hold no
malice toward Pennsylvanians who do not necessarily live in the
8th Senatorial District, because we are all part of the same common experience and we all have problems together. This legislation only divides us, it does not unite us as a Commonwealth. To
that end, I am very disappointed that we would actually introduce
legislation coming from outside parties of Pennsylvania and dividing Pennsylvanians.
So, for those reasons, I stand tonight firmly planted in opposition to this particular amendment.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Farnese.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, I will try to be as brief as
I possibly can. There have been a lot of comments and I want to
go over a couple of things. I recognize the maker of the amendment. He understands that he and I see things differently on this
issue, although I have always respected his integrity, of course,
and his passion and I understand where he is coming from on
this.
One of the things I have learned in my time here is that sometimes you can learn a few things. You can actually learn a lot of
things sort of by listening, and other times by actually reading
some things. When I was an attorney--I am still an attorney, but
when I used to practice, one of the things I would do is read legislative history. I think legislative history is very interesting because I think that has a way of sort of telling us where we are
when a particular bill might come up, and I have sort of done
that. Many times in this Chamber, and in different committee
meetings, folks have been unwilling to support different bills,
bills that relate to guns or firearms because they may have provisions in them, sentencing provisions or what have you. One of
the things I hear a lot, Mr. President, is they do not want to support a piece of legislation because it impinges or interferes with
the purview of the courts, that the legislature is not permitted or
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intended to intrude on the purview of the courts. I may disagree
with those positions but I respect them because they are being
advocated by what I have usually seen as a consistent idea, a
consistent thought.
When I look at this legislation, I have to take a step back because some of the parts of it are rather curious. For instance, the
idea that you do not want to support legislation that might infringe upon the purview of the courts, well, let us look at what
this legislation actually does. You do not have to look far, and I
think the previous speaker, actually the former Majority chair of
the Committee on Labor and Industry, referenced the United
States Constitution. I agree with him that the United States Constitution is relevant. The United States Constitution makes it very
clear, Mr. President, that the right to sue and defend in the courts
in the United States is one of privileges and immunities, privileges and immunities that are afforded to citizens. We do that
because when you are a litigant, when you have access to the
courts, you have subpoena power. You have all of the rights and
privileges that the courts confer upon litigants, and that is a very,
very special, prized, and cherished right that we enjoy as citizens
here in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and across the country.
So, I went back and I sort of looked at some of the ideas and
reasons why some of my colleagues are unwilling to support
certain pieces of legislation because of the protection of the
courts. This particular legislation not only infringes upon the
courts, but it grants two steps in the litigation process. One, of
course, as you heard is standing. We are now giving standing, as
we know, to an association, unprecedented, of course, in Pennsylvania jurisprudence, and most likely, I think you would have
to admit, unprecedented across the United States. Unprecedented. Maybe we are making history tonight. I do not know if
that is the right kind of history, but we probably are. In addition
to that, when you read the language of the bill, it is rather interesting because not only does it confer standing, but in many
ways, a direct way, it also confers a finding of liability, because
within the statute it certainly defines what an aggrieved person
is, a person adversely affected. So, not only do you have standing, but you start off in the unique and unprecedented position of
a litigant who actually walks into court and having a finding of
liability against the defendant.
Something that, at least in the law school I went to in Pennsylvania, Temple University, you actually had to prove in a court of
law. This particular legislation actually does away with that. So,
if you are unwilling to interfere with the purview of the courts on
sentencing bills, I do not understand why it would be okay or
acceptable to interfere on this particular bill. I guess you have to
ask yourself why. Why would we do it on this particular piece of
legislation?
The second point, I think, is pretty interesting as well, too, is
that if you look at when we talked about the Fair Share Act a few
years ago, we talked about other litigation, the idea that we need
to stop litigation in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We
have to encourage settlements. In fact, one of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle, she has always talked about, and I
think she has a point, very smart, very intelligent on that, and I
have listened to those arguments. I may not agree where they are,
but I do think that the idea of encouraging settlement is something that our legal system should encourage. When I look at this
legislation, it actually does not do that. Subsection (a.3)(2) actu-
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ally abrogates the principle of settlement because, amazingly, if
an ordinance is still on the books and they get sued and they pull
it back, meaning they take away the offending ordinance, something that some might find offensive, the litigant, the association,
is still permitted to collect damages. So, think about that. How
hard is it in American jurisprudence to find liability, to have a
finding that, even if you try to encourage or try to settle the case,
i.e. withdraw the ordinance, the municipality, the city says, okay,
fine, we are going to pull it back, it does not matter. Too late.
You have already been found liable and you are going to have to
pay. So, another principle that we have expounded in this Chamber, which is to encourage settlement to reduce the cost of litigation and to reduce the number of lawsuits, seems to have taken
a sidestep on this. Again, why?
Another issue I think we have talked about many times, and
I may have disagreed, but I learned a lot from the other side's
arguments, is the actual idea of expansion of damages. You read
the legislative history of some of our debates here, we talked
about, many times, the idea of expanding damages is something
we have to be very mindful of because it hurts the economy and
it hurts economic development, and we may not agree, but I
think it does make sense. Well, this particular bill, this particular
section, not only allows for the expansion of liquidated damages
but it actually allows for attorney's fees, costs, and expert witness
fees. I mean, under the American rule, lawyers in the house, you
know that you may be able to collect your attorney fees, but the
additional damages, liquidated, expert witness fees, that is
usually--here comes the clincher--within the purview of the
court. But not here, it is not. Liability, damages, settlement. So
I guess you would have to ask yourself why would we impinge
there?
I guess one of the other issues I think I would take a look at
is when you look at some of the provisions in the bill, why is it
that in American jurisprudence, and specifically under Pennsylvania law, those statutes, Mr. President, that do afford damages,
the winner will collect attorney fees. I understand that, in the
American rule we have statutory damages, but yet here, it is
something very unique. If the association wins, the municipality,
or in other words, the taxpayers, would pay the award here. That
is what is going to happen, the taxpayers are going to pay the
award, another issue that we have debated in this Chamber, saving the taxpayers money, not expanding, I guess we could have
a discussion about that, but I do not know when that issue went
out the window. In any event, in this particular instance, there is
a finding that if the municipality or the city is successful, in other
words they win the lawsuit, those damages do not flow the other
way. Again, I do not understand why, but I think you have to sort
of ask yourself.
So, I think that when you take a step back and you understand
what we are doing here tonight, and I do not think it is too difficult, the bill is going to pass, but I will sort of wrap things up on
this point. We will be making history tonight with this language.
I think we all understand that. This will be historic. We will be
conferring rights and privileges that are normally afforded, and
correctly so, to citizens of the United States, to citizens of Pennsylvania, and we are going to afford that to an association, one
time. I do not know if other associations will come forward and
want the same treatment under the law, and I do not know what
we say to them when they do. Do we say to them, you are not
good enough? Do we say to them that your lawyers are not good
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enough? Do we say to them that your lobbyists are not good
enough? I do not know, but I think that is an issue that will have
to be addressed at some point.
One of the points that I think is very curious, and I will wrap
up with this, there is a point that I think one of the speakers made
in a reference to Section 6120, the limitation of regulation of
firearms, the actual preemption, and it mentions that no county,
municipality, or township may in any manner regulate the lawful
ownership, possession, transfer or transportation of firearms,
ammunition or ammunition components. Well, how then does a
lost or stolen firearm, which is not in the possession of an individual, how does that run contrary or afoul to Section 6120? I do
not know.
So, I will wrap up with this, and I appreciate the opportunity
to be heard tonight, because my intention here tonight simply
was, and I do not think I am going to change anyone's mind, but
what I think I will do, what I hope I have done, is maybe draw
maybe a crude or rudimentary map for some lawyer someday--I
know that is a bad word in this place--but some lawyer to take a
look at what we have talked about here tonight and do what
many of us in this place are very fearful of, because we want to
stop - that is file a lawsuit to challenge the constitutionality of
these provisions. And I hope that what I have said here tonight
may help that attorney, he or she, get to the correct resolution,
which, I guess, only the folks here tonight really know why we
have decided to do this.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Ferlo.
Senator FERLO. Mr. President, I will be brief, the hour is
late. You can call me schizophrenic, but I have been a very proud
member of the ACLU for many decades, both in Pennsylvania as
well as nationally. I found them to be an organization that defends and is the bulwark of trust in defending our Bill of Rights
both at the Federal level and the enumerated Declaration of
Rights within our own State Constitution. A colleague on the
aisle opposite explicitly read a very quick, brief, one-sentence
statement of our own Declaration of Rights in our PA Constitution, and I think it is so clear. I do not know that you could write
it any more clear. I am a member of the NRA and a supporter of
the NRA. I believe strongly in the Second Amendment. I do not
find that there is a contradiction in either.
As horrendous as we are suffering in our communities, be
they urban, rural, or suburban across our great Commonwealth,
I think we need to concentrate our attention on the illegal use of
guns that are causing murder and chaos, that are creating divisions in our communities, that have wiped out so many beautiful
young men and women, including innocent individuals due to,
basically, the drug trade and the survival mentality that exists for
the political economics of the drug trade in this country that none
of us really want to talk about, quite frankly, that is tearing our
country apart. I believe in the Second Amendment. I find no
contradiction. Also, though, in supporting other amendments that
may come forward this evening regarding stronger laws to prevail, as it relates to the illegal and harmful and terrible misuse of
what should be legal firearms. So, I see no contradiction. I am a
strong supporter and I will be supporting the Alloway amendment as presented. Thank you.
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And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator ALLOWAY and
were as follows, viz:
YEA-32
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman

Eichelberger
Erickson
Ferlo
Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Mensch

Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Smucker
Solobay
Tomlinson
Vance

Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

NAY-16
Blake
Costa
Dinniman
Farnese

Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kitchen

Leach
Schwank
Smith
Stack

Tartaglione
Teplitz
Wiley
Williams

A majority of the Senators having voted 'aye," the question
was determined in the affirmative.
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration, as
amended?
LEACH AMENDMENT At 0492 OFFERED
Senator LEACH offered the following amendment No.
A 10492:
Amend Bill, page 1, line 1, by striking out "Title" and inserting:
Titles
Amend Bill, page I, line 1, by inserting after "Offenses)":
and 23 (Domestic Relations)
Amend Bill, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "metal;
in protection from abuse, further providing for relief; in firearms and
other dangerous articles, further providing for limitation on the regulation of firearms and ammunition;
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 2 and 3:
Section 3, Section 6120(a) of Title 18 is amended and the section
is amended by adding a subsection to read:
§ 6120. Limitation on the regulation of firearms and ammunition.
(a) General rule.--[No] Except as provided in subsection (a.2), no
county, municipality or township may in any manner regulate the lawful
ownership, possession, transfer or transportation of firearms, ammunition or ammunition components when carried or transported for purposes not prohibited by the laws of this Commonwealth.
(a.2) If a political subdivision that has enacted an ordinance relating to lawful ownership, possession, transfer or transportation of firearms, ammunition or ammunition pursuant to its general authority
granted by 53 Pa.C.S. (relating to municipalities) and the municipality
prevails in any action it is entitled to reasonable expenses associated
with the litigation to defend the ordinance and damages the court finds
reasonably necessary.
Section 4. Section 6108(a)(7) and (7.1) of Title 23 are amended
and the section is amended by adding a subsection to read:
§ 6108. Relief.
(a) General rule.--The court may grant any protection order or
approve any consent agreement to bring about a cessation of abuse of
the plaintiff or minor children. The order or agreement may include:
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[(7) Ordering the defendant to temporarily relinquish to the
sheriff the defendants other weapons and ammunition which have been
used or been threatened to be used in an incident of abuse against the
plaintiff or the minor children and the defendants firearms and prohibiting the defendant from acquiring or possessing any firearm for the duration of the order and requiring the defendant to relinquish to the sheriff
any firearm license issued under section 6108.3 (relating to relinquishment to third party for safekeeping) or 18 Pa.C.S. § 6106 (relating to
firearms not to be carried without a license) or § 6109 (relating to licenses) the defendant may possess. A copy of the court's order shall be
transmitted to the chief or head of the police force or police department
of the municipality and to the sheriff of the county of which the defendant is a resident. When relinquishment is ordered, the following shall
apply:
(i) (A) The court's order shall require the defendant to
relinquish such firearms, other weapons, ammunition and any firearm
license pursuant to the provisions of this chapter within 24 hours of
service of a temporary order or the entry of a final order or the close of
the next business day as necessary by closure of the sheriffs' offices,
except for cause shown at the hearing, in which case the court shall
specify the time for relinquishment of any or all of the defendant's firearms.
(B) A defendant subject to a temporary order requiring
the relinquishment of firearms, other weapons or ammunition shall, in
lieu of relinquishing specific firearms, other weapons or ammunition
which cannot reasonably be retrieved within the time for relinquishment
in clause (A) due to their current location, provide the sheriff with an
affidavit listing the firearms, other weapons or ammunition and their
current location. If the defendant, within the time for relinquishment in
clause (A), fails to provide the affidavit or fails to relinquish, pursuant
to this chapter, any firearms, other weapons or ammunition ordered to
be relinquished which are not specified in the affidavit, the sheriff shall,
at a minimum, provide immediate notice to the court, the plaintiff and
appropriate law enforcement authorities. The defendant shall not possess any firearms, other weapons or ammunition specifically listed in
the affidavit provided to the sheriff pursuant to this clause for the duration of the temporary order.
(C) As used in this subparagraph, the term "cause" shall
be limited to facts relating to the inability of the defendant to retrieve
a specific firearm within 24 hours due to the current location of the
firearm.
(ii) The court's order shall contain a list of any firearm,
other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished. Upon the entry of a
final order, the defendant shall inform the court in what manner the
defendant is going to relinquish any firearm, other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished. Relinquishment may occur pursuant to section 6108.2 (relating to relinquishment for consignment sale, lawful
transfer or safekeeping) or 6108.3 or to the sheriff pursuant to this paragraph. Where the sheriff is designated, the sheriff shall secure custody
of the defendant's firearms, other weapons or ammunition and any firearm license listed in the court's order for the duration of the order or
until otherwise directed by court order. In securing custody of the defendant's relinquished firearms, the sheriff shall comply with 18 Pa.C.S.
§ 6105(0(4) (relating to persons not to possess, use, manufacture, control, sell or transfer firearms). In securing custody of the defendant's
other weapons and ammunition, the sheriff shall provide the defendant
with a signed and dated written receipt which shall include a detailed
description of the other weapon or ammunition and its condition.
(iii) The sheriff shall provide the plaintiff with the name
of the person to which any firearm, other weapon or ammunition was
relinquished.
(iv) Unless the defendant has complied with subparagraph
(i)(B) or section 6108.2 or 6108.3, if the defendant fails to relinquish
any firearm, other weapon, ammunition or firearm license within 24
hours or upon the close of the next business day due to closure of sheriffs' offices or within the time ordered by the court upon cause being
shown at the hearing, the sheriff shall, at a minimum, provide immediate notice to the court, the plaintiff and appropriate law enforcement
agencies.
(v) Any portion of any order or any petition or other paper
which includes a list of any firearm, other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished shall be kept in the files of the court as a permanent
record thereof and withheld from public inspection except:
(A) upon an order of the court granted upon cause shown;
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(B) as necessary, by law enforcement and court personnel; or
(C) after redaction of information listing any firearm,
other weapon or ammunition.
(vi) As used in this paragraph, the term "defendant's firearms" shall, if the defendant is a licensed firearms dealer, only include
firearms in the defendant's personal firearms collection pursuant to 27
CFR § 478.125a (relating to personal firearms collection).
(7.1) If the defendant is a licensed firearms dealer, ordering
the defendant to follow such restrictions as the court may require concerning the conduct of his business, which may include ordering the
defendant to relinquish any Federal or State license for the sale, manufacture or importation of firearms as well as firearms in the defendant's
business inventory. In restricting the defendant pursuant to this paragraph, the court shall make a reasonable effort to preserve the financial
assets of the defendant's business while fulfilling the goals of this chapter.]

transmitted to the chief or head of the police force or police department
of the municipality and to the sheriff of the county of which the defendant is a resident. When relinquishment is ordered, the following shall
MELL
(i) (A) The court's order shall require the defendant to
relinquish such firearms, other weapons, ammunition and any firearm
license pursuant to the provisions of this chapter within 24 hours of
service of a temporary order or the entry of a final order or the close of
the next business day as necessary by closure of the sheriffs' offices.
except for cause shown at the hearing, in which case the court shall
specify the time for relinquishment of any or all of the defendant's firearms.
(B) A defendant subiect to a temporary order requiring
the relinquishment of firearms, other weapons or ammunition shall, in

firearm.
(ii) The court's order shall contain a list of any firearm.
other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished. Upon the entry of a
final order, the defendant shall inform the court in what manner the
defendant is going to relinquish any firearm, other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished. Relinquishment may occur pursuant to section 6108.2 (relating to relinquishment for consignment sale, lawful
transfer or safekeeping) or 6108.3 or to the sheriff pursuant to this paragraph. Where the sheriff is designated, the sheriff shall secure custody
of the defendant's firearms, other weapons or ammunition and any firearm license listed in the court's order for the duration of the order or
until otherwise directed by court order. In securing custody of the defendant's relinquished firearms, the sheriff shall comply with 18 Pa.C.S.
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* 6105(f)(4) (relating to persons not to possess, use, manufacture, control, sell or transfer firearms). In securing custody of the defendants
other weapons and ammunition, the sheriff shall provide the defendant
with a signed and dated written receipt which shall include a detailed
description of the other weapon or ammunition and its condition.
(iii) The sheriff shall provide the plaintiff with the name
of the person to which any firearm, other weapon or ammunition was
relinquished.
(iv) Unless the defendant has complied with subparagraph
(i)(B) or section 6108.2 or 6108.3. if the defendant fails to relinquish
any firearm, other weapon, ammunition or firearm license within 24
hours or upon the close of the next business day due to closure of sheriffs' offices or within the time ordered by the court upon cause being
shown at the hearing, the sheriff shall, at a minimum, provide immediate notice to the court, the plaintiff and appropriate law enforcement
agencies.
(v) Any portion of any order or any petition or other paper
which includes a list of any firearm, other weapon or ammunition ordered relinquished shall be kept in the files of the court as a permanent
record thereof and withheld from public inspection except:
(A) upon an order of the court granted upon cause shown:
(B) as necessary, by law enforcement and court personnel: or
(C) after redaction of information listing any firearm.
other weapon or ammunition.
(vi) As used in this paragraph, the term defendant's firearms' shall, if the defendant is a licensed firearms dealer, only include
firearms in the defendants personal firearms collection pursuant to 27
CFR * 478.125a (relating to personal firearms collection).
(2) If the defendant is a licensed firearms dealer. ordering the
defendant to follow such restrictions as the court may require concerning the conduct of his business, which may include ordering the defendant to relinquish any Federal or State license for the sale, manufacture
or importation of firearms as well as firearms in the defendant's business inventory. In restricting the defendant pursuant to this paragraph.
the court shall make a reasonable effort to preserve the financial assets
of the defendant's business while fulfilling the goals of this chapter.
Section 5. Any statute that impairs the authority of a municipality
to enact an ordinance that pursuant to 53 Pa.C.S., or any other statute,
shall not apply to an ordinance adopted by a municipality prior to the
effective date of this section and such an ordinance shall continue in full
force and effect.
Amend Bill, page 4, line 3, by striking out "3" and inserting:
6
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ordinance prior to the effective date of this law would not to be
subject to litigation.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Jefferson, Senator Scarnati.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I request a
negative vote on this amendment. Thank you.
And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The yeas and nays were required by Senator LEACH and
were as follows, viz:
YEA-17
Blake
Boscola
Costa
Dinniman
Famese

Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes
Kitchen
Leach

Schwank
Smith
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Wiley
Williams

NAY-31
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Ferlo
Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Mensch
Pileggi

Rafferty
Robbins
Scarnati
Smucker
Solobay
Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel

Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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, as
amended?
FARNESE AMENDMENT A 1046 OFFERED

On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Montgomery Senator Leach.
Senator LEACH. Mr. President, this amendment does three
things, which have been talked about in some depth previously,
so I will not go through them again. I will just enumerate what
they are. Number one is the loser pays provision. We would keep
it in there. We would just make it what it is in virtually every
other area of the law, which is that whoever loses pays. So if, for
example, the NRA were to bring a frivolous lawsuit and lose,
they would have to pay back the people of the municipality who
they cost money to. The second provision would say that if there
is a domestic violence order entered against you and the firearm
was taken from you, that would be acceptable under this bill. The
third thing would grandfather--there is some dispute about
whether it is 48 or 52 municipalities that have enacted such laws.
They enacted them in good faith prior to this law being passed,
and under the language of the amendment, Mr. President, that
was just enacted, they could be sued even if they repealed the
law. So this just grandfathers any municipality that passed an

Senator FARNESE offered the following amendment No.
A10461:
Amend Bill, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "metal;":
further providing for the offense of carrying firearms on public streets
or public property in Philadelphia
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 2 and 3:
Section 3. Section 6108 of Title 18 is amended to read:
§ 6108. Carrying firearms on public streets or public property in Philadelphia.
(a) General rule--No person shall carry a firearm[, rifle or shotgun] at any time upon the public streets or upon any public property in
a city of the first class unless:
(1) [such] the person is licensed to carry a firearm; or
(2) [such] Lhe person is exempt from licensing under section
6106(b) of this title (relating to firearms not to be carried without a
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(3) This subsection shall not apply to any person who is otherwise eligible to possess a firearm under this chapter and who is operating a motor vehicle which is registered in the person's name or the name
of a spouse or parent and which contains a firearm for which a valid
license has been issued pursuant to section 6109 (relating to licenses)
to the spouse or parent owning the firearm.
(C) Definition--For the purposes of this section. the term "firearm"
shall include any weapon which is designed to or may readily be conveiled to expel any projectile by the action of an explosive or the frame
or receiver of the weapon.
Amend Bill, page 4, line 3, by striking out "3" and inserting:
4
On the question,
Will the Senate agree to the amendment?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Farnese.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, very briefly, my amendment is language which was introduced in the House by Representative Taylor, a Republican. He and I had companion legislation both here and in the House. Of course, his legislation passed
by a vote of 171 to 26 on October 6, 2014. Basically, this amendment simply imposes a mandatory minimum sentence for carrying an illegal gun within the city of Philadelphia only. So this is
legislation specific to the city of Philadelphia only, and it pertains only to the carrying of an illegal firearm, i.e., a gun that
could be carried by a criminal.
I have in my possession, which has been circulated, a letter
from the Pennsylvania District Attorneys Association dated October 15, 2014, asking for support of this language, the same
exact language that was introduced and passed in the House.
Briefly, Mr. President, it basically says, "Our Criminal Code
already makes it a crime to carry a firearm illegally in Philadelphia, but the penalties are woefully inadequate. Providing a short
mandatory minimum will reduce crime in Philadelphia and in the
surrounding counties. That is why this legislation is strongly
supported not only by the district attorney from Philadelphia, but
by the Bucks, Delaware, Montgomery, and Chester County district attorneys, as well as the PDAA."
Again, Mr. President, this legislation is narrowly defined only
to Philadelphia, with a 2-year mandatory minimum. We have a
serious epidemic of gun violence within the city of Philadelphia.
This legislation has already passed the House, and I am hoping
for a positive vote here. As we know, earlier we addressed the
pigeons in Pennsylvania, and I am hoping that we can help protect the people of Philadelphia.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Cambria, Senator Wozniak.
Senator WOZNIAK. Mr. President, I am not from the city of
Philadelphia, but I rise to support this legislation. Perhaps sometime in the future we can make this uniform across the State. A
number of years ago under the Ridge administration, it was do
the crime, do the time. Maybe along the way we made some
mistakes and filled up our prisons with some people who might
not necessarily need to be there. Recently, I, along with the good
gentleman from Lycoming County, had a number of hearings
dealing with the heroin epidemic in Pennsylvania. There are a lot
of no-goodniks out there who are addicting our young people,
our middle-aged people, and some older people. These people
are carrying firearms. They are carrying them illegally. They
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have been arrested before, and this is an attempt to make it clear
that at least in the city of the first class, Philadelphia, and I am
not a big fan of mandatory sentencing, but what we are doing is
what the citizens of Pennsylvania, and particularly in Philadelphia, want us to do: to make sure that we are taking the people
who are holding illegal firearms off the street for a lengthy
amount of time. I think it is appropriate, I think that is what the
citizens of Pennsylvania want us to do, and I will be voting in the
affirmative and I hope everybody else will too. Thank you.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Jefferson, Senator Scarnati.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. President, I request a
negative vote on this amendment.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Farnese, for the second time.
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, just very briefly. Again,
this is not a new law. We are not creating any kind of restriction
or limitation. This simply goes to the grading and the protection
of the citizens in Philadelphia, and only in Philadelphia. We
recently passed an amendment where we certainly touched upon
the purview of the judiciary, certainly this is done for the sole
purpose, the exclusive purpose of trying to make not only the
citizens of Philadelphia safe, but the men and women of law
enforcement as well. We have heard their cries, they have asked
for this legislation, and today is simply giving them what they
want. They know better than anyone what it takes to keep them
safe.
Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Senator Hughes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, would the maker of the
amendment stand for interrogation?
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, certainly.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, briefly, so I can understand.
This is already a penalty, if I understand this correctly, there is
already a penalty in Philadelphia. Is that correct?
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, yes.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, and so the gentleman's
attempt here is to increase the penalty, increase the severity of
the penalty that is already in existence. Am I correct?
Senator FARNESE. Mr. President, yes, that is correct.
Senator HUGHES. Mr. President, for purposes of clarity, the
penalty is already in existence. What the gentleman is trying to
do is to increase the severity of the penalty. So it is already in
place, all we are looking for, given our significant problem in the
city of Philadelphia with gun trafficking, especially of an illegal
nature, is increase the severity of the penalty that is already in
existence.
Thank you, Mr. President.
LEGISLATIVE LEAVE
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I request a legislative leave
for Senator Erickson.
The PRESIDENT. Senator Pileggi requests a legislative leave
for Senator Erickson. Without objection, the leave will be
granted.

Corman
Costa
Dinniman

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

Kitchen
Leach
Mensch

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

Schwank
Smith
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson

Ferlo
Fontana
Hughes
Kitchen
Leach
Rafferty

Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yudichak

NAY-26
Alloway
Argall
Baker
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Folmer
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Mensch

Pileggi
Robbins
Scamati
Smucker
Solobay
Vance
Vogel

Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Yaw

Less than a majority of the Senators having voted aye," the
question was determined in the negative.
Without objection, the bill, as amended, was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

HB 1750 (Pr. No. 3859) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 1750 (Pr. No. 3859) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in riot, disorderly conduct and related offenses, further providing for the offense of cruelty to animals.
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-36
Erickson
Famese
Ferlo
Fontana
Greenleaf
Hughes

Pileggi
Rafferty
Schwank
Smith
Solobay
Stack

Williams
Wozniak
Yudichak

Folmer
Gordner
Hutchinson

Kasunic
Robbins
Scarnati

Smucker
White
Yaw

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.
HB 1135 CALLED UP
HB 1135 (Pr. No. 4284) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 2 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE
HB 1135 (Pr. No. 4284) -- The Senate proceeded to consideration of the bill, entitled:

HB 1750 CALLED UP

Alloway
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne

Tartaglione
Teplitz
Tomlinson
NAY-12

Argall
Brubaker
Eichelberger

YEA-22
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Costa
Dinniman
Farnese
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Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
Wiley

An Act designating a bridge that carries State Route 153 over the
Bennett Branch in Huston Township, Clearfield County, as the Huston
Township Veterans Memorial Bridge; designating U.S. Route 219 in
Johnsonburg Borough, Elk County, from the intersection of State Route
1009, Center Street, starting at roadway segment 0502 offset 0000 to
the intersection of State Route 1009, Center Street, ending at roadway
segment 0522 offset 1159, as the Veterans of Johnsonburg Bypass;
designating a portion of Pennsylvania Route 1001 between Rhawn
Street, 0100/0000 and Kendrick Street, 0100/2784 in the City of Philadelphia, Philadelphia County, as the Firefighter Daniel Sweeney Memorial Highway; designating a portion of Pennsylvania Route 611 between
Maple Avenue and Meetinghouse Road, in Montgomery County, as the
Lieutenant Joseph C. Park II Memorial Highway; designating a portion
of State Route 272 in Lancaster County, south of State Route 372 and
before Osceola Road, as the Staff Sergeant Keith A. Bennett Memorial
Highway; designating a portion of U.S. Route 1, City Avenue in Philadelphia and Montgomery Counties from its intersection with Presidential Boulevard to its intersection with Monument Road as Ed Bradley
Way; providing for the redesignation of the Easton-Phillipsburg Toll
Bridge operated by the Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commission
as the Sergeant William John Cahir Memorial Bridge; designating a
portion of PA Route 191 in Washington Township, Northampton
County, as the "World War II Homefront Heroes Highway'; renaming
the Hokendauqua Bridge in Lehigh County as the Lieutenant Colonel
Thomas J. Lynch Memorial Bridge; renaming the Main Street Bridge
in Brockway Borough, Jefferson County, as the Ensign USN Connie
Rita Esposito Memorial Bridge; designating a bridge carrying State
Route 1008 known as Pompey Hill Road, over the Stonycreek River in
Quemahoning and Stonycreek Townships, Somerset County, as the
Private John W. Mostoller Bridge; designating a bridge on that portion
of State Route 271 over the South Branch Blacklick Creek, Nanty Gb
Borough, Cambria County, as the Platoon Sergeant Alfred McCullough
Memorial Bridge; designating a bridge on that portion of State Route
181 over the Conewago Creek, between Newberry Township and East
Manchester Township, York County, as the SP4 Randy Stephen Schell
Memorial Bridge; and designating a portion of Pennsylvania Route 144
in Centre County as the PFC Donald Ray Lucas Memorial Highway.
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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
Argall
Baker
Blake
Boscola
Brewster
Browne
Brubaker
Corman
Costa
Dinniman
Eichelberger

Erickson
Farnese
Ferlo
Folmer
Fontana
Gordner
Greenleaf
Hughes
Hutchinson
Kasunic
Kitchen
Leach

Mensch
Pileggi
Rafferty
Robbins
Scamati
Schwank
Smith
Smucker
Solobay
Stack
Tartaglione
Teplitz

Tomlinson
Vance
Vogel
Vulakovich
Wagner
Ward
White
Wiley
Williams
Wozniak
Yaw
Yudichak

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.
HB 1163 CALLED UP
HB 1163 (Pr. No. 3858) -- Without objection, the bill, which
previously went over in its order temporarily, was called up,
from page 3 of the Third Consideration Calendar, by Senator
PILEGGI.
BILL OVER IN ORDER
HB 1163 -- Without objection, the bill was passed over in its
order at the request of Senator PILEGGI.

HOUSE MESSAGES
SENATE BILLS RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS
The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 508, SB 720 and SB 1135, with the information the
House has passed the same with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested.
The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule 13(c)(2)(i), the
bills will be referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive
Nominations.

Senate by amending said amendments to HB 764 and HB 1773,
in which concurrence of the Senate is requested.
The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Rule 1 3(c)(2)(i), the
bills will be referred to the Committee on Rules and Executive
Nominations.
HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILLS
The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the Senate that the House has concurred in amendments made by the
Senate to HB 201, 1111573, HB 1565, HB 1714, HB 1816 and
HB 2120.
HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE BILL
The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the
Senate SB 771, 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 committees indicated:
October 15, 2014
HB 1996 -- Committee on Agriculture and Rural Affairs.
HB 2060 -- Committee on Veterans Affairs and Emergency
Preparedness.
HB 2489 -- Committee on Judiciary.

BILLS SIGNED
The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Jim Cawley) in the
presence of the Senate signed the following bills:
SB 771, HB 201, HB 402, HB 573, HB 1067, 11111565, HB
1567, HB 1714, HB 1816, HB 1907, HB 2120, 11112234, HB
2278 and HB 2354,

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY
The following announcements were read by the Secretary of
the Senate:
SENATE OF PENNSYLVANIA
COMMITTEE MEETINGS
THURSDAY. OCTOBER 16.2014
Off the Floor

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS BY
AMENDING SAID AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILLS
The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the Senate that the House has concurred in amendments made by the
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RULES AND EXECUTIVE
NOMINATIONS (to consider Senate
Bills No. 428, 508, 720, 1135, 1180,
1239 and 1355; House Bill No. 1773;
and certain Executive Nominations)

Rules Cmte.
Conf. Rm.

MONDAY, OCTOBER 27, 2014
9:00 A.M.

GAME AND FISHERIES (public hearing Tom Ridge
regarding: Lyme disease update from PA
Envir. Cntr.
Game Commission, Erie Tick Task Force, Erie, PA
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DCNR, Presque Isle Park; Act 89
Spending Plan and other updates from PA
Fish and Boat Commission; Round Goby;
and impacts of microbeads on aquatic
ecosystems)

RECESS
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Delaware, Senator Pileggi.
Senator PILEGGI. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do
now recess until Thursday, October 16, 2014, at 10 a.m., Eastern
Daylight Saving Time, unless sooner recalled by the President
pro tempore.
The motion was agreed to by voice vote.
The Senate recessed at 10:31 p.m., Eastern Daylight Saving
Time.
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