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PROCEEDI NGS

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senate will please cone to order

| ask everyone present to please
rise and repeat with nme the Pl edge of
Al 'l egi ance.

(Wher eupon, the assenbl age recited
the Pl edge of Allegiance to the Flag.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. I n
t he absence of clergy, nmay we please bow our
heads in a nonent of silence.

(Wher eupon, the assenbl age
respected a nonent of silence.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Readi ng of the Journal.

THE SECRETARY: In Senat e,
Sat urday, May 8, the Senate nmet pursuant to
adj ournnent. The Journal of Friday, My 7,
was read and approved. On notion, Senate
adj our ned.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Wt hout objection, the Journal stands approved
as read.

Presentation of petitions.

Messages fromthe Assenbly.
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Messages fromthe Governor

Reports of standing conmttees.

Reports of select commttees.

Comuni cations and reports from
state officers.

Mbti ons and resol utions.

Senat or Farl ey.

SENATOR FARLEY: Thank you, M.
Presi dent .

On behal f of Senator Johnson, M.
President, | nove that the following bill be

di scharged fromits respective commttee and
be reconmtted with instructions to strike the
enacting clause: That's Senate Print 7177.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO So
or der ed.

SENATOR FARLEY: M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Farl ey.

SENATOR FARLEY: | offer the
foll owi ng anendnents to the followi ng Third
Readi ng Cal endar bills:

By Senator Gol den, on page 20,

Cal endar Nunber 207, Senate Print 3372;

By Senator Fl anagan, on page 21,
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Cal endar 265, Senate Print 3581;

By Senator Robach, on page 30,
Cal endar 450, Senate Print 2764;

For Senat or Sal and, on page 33,
Cal endar 485, Senate Print 5940A,

And on behal f of Senator LaValle,
on page 59, Cal endar Nunber 927, Senate Print
6811A

| nmove that these bills all shal
retain their place on the Third Readi ng
Cal endar .

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
anmendnents are received and adopted, and the
bills will retain their place on the order of
Thi rd Readi ng Cal endar.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
if we could go to the noncontroversial reading
of the cal endar.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
157, by Senator Velella, Senate Print 5973B,
an act to anmend the Labor Law, in relation to

t he appointnments to the Public Wrk Advisory
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Boar d.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 50. Nays,
1. Senator Duane recorded in the negative.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
501, by Senator Vol ker, Senate Print 2773A, an

act --

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Lay it
asi de.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Lay
it aside.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber

531, by Senator Maltese, Senate Print 6115 --
SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Lay it

asi de.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The

bill is laid aside.
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THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
581, by Senator Flanagan, Senate Print 6158B,
an act to authorize the Congregation
Lubavi t ch- Chabad House of the North Shore at
St ony Brook, Inc.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 50. Nays,
1. Senator Bonacic recorded in the negative.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
628, by Senator Vol ker, Senate Print 4814, an
act to anmend the Penal Law, in relation to
causi ng the death of a peace officer.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 6. This
act shall take effect on the 90th day.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Cal |
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the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 51
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber

645, by Senator Larkin, Senate --

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Lay it
asi de.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is laid aside.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
654, by Senator Libous, Senate Print 6528A, an
act to authorize the Village of Endicott, in
the County of Broone.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
There is a home-rul e nessage at the desk.

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 8. This
act shall take effect inmmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 51

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
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bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
689, by Senator Little, Senate Print 4333, an
act to anmend the Volunteer Firefighters
Benefit Law and the Vol unteer Anbul ance
Workers Benefit Law, in relation to waiver
agreenents.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 3. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 52.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
704, by the Assenbly Conmittee on Rul es,
Assenbly Print Nunber 8486, an act to anend
t he Labor Law and the Public O ficers Law, in
relation to public access.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 7. This
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act shall take effect on the 60th day.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 52.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
716, by Menber of the Assenbly Brodsky,
Assenbly Print Nunber 7401, an act to anend
t he Business Corporation Law, in relation to
amendnment of certificates.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect on the 180th day.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 52.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
734, by Senator Sal and, Senate Print 5389A, an

act to anend the Penal Law, in relation to
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obstructing tel ephonic or electronic
comuni cati on for assistance.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 52.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
736, by the Assenbly Conmittee on Rul es,
Assenbly Print Nunber 8958A --

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Lay it
asi de.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is laid aside.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
748, by Senator Kuhl, Senate Print 4914, an
act to anmend the Highway Law, in relation to
establ i shnent of dedicated project accounts.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read

the | ast section.
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THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 52.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
785, by Senator Nozzolio, Senate Print 3216 --

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Lay it
asi de.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is laid aside.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
825, by Senator DeFranci sco, Senate Print
6988, an act to anmend the Estates, Powers and
Trusts Law, in relation to the
di squalification of a parent.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect on the first of January.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Cal |

the roll.
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(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 53.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
904, by Senator Rath, Senate Print 6632, an
act to anmend the Town Law, in relation to
general powers of town boards.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read
the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 5. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 53.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
955, by Senator Seward, Senate Print 6314, an
act to amend the State Finance Law, in
relation to increasing the maxi num anount of
funds.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Read

the | ast section.
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THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |

the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 53.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

Senat or Skel os, that conpletes the
noncontroversi al reading of the cal endar.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
if we could go to the controversial readi ng of
t he cal endar, pl ease.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
501, by Senator Vol ker, Senate Print 2773A, an
act to anmend the Crimnal Procedure Law.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:
Expl anati on.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Lay it aside
tenporarily.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Lay
it aside tenporarily.

The Secretary will continue to
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read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
531, by Senator Maltese, Senate Print 6115, an
act to amend the Public Oficers Law, in
relation to the residence of fire alarm
di spat chers enpl oyed.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Expl anati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Maltese, an expl anati on has been
request ed.

SENATOR MALTESE: M. President,
this is an act to anmend the Public O ficers
Law in relation to the residence of fire alarm
di spatchers enployed in the paid fire
departnment of the City of New York. It
exenpts fire departnment dispatchers in
New York City frombeing a resident of the
political subdivision in which they are
enpl oyed.

The justification is that
approxi mately a year ago, pursuant --
approxi mately two years ago now, pursuant to
| egi sl ative enactnment by the Gty Council
fire alarmdi spatchers and their supervisors

becane nenbers of the unifornmed force of the
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New York City Fire Departnent.

Currently, firefighters, fire
officers, fire marshals, marine division
personnel, and energency nedi cal service
personnel are not required to live within the
confines of the City of New York. These
uni formed nmenbers of the departnent are
permtted to reside in several counties, as
spelled out in the Public Oficers Law,
basi cally, the contiguous suburban counti es.

The current residency requirenent
is out of step with other parts of the
uni formed force of the fire departnment and
hanpers the Bureau of Fire Comrunications in
its recruitnment and retention efforts.

Basi cally, the position requires,
or would seemto have as an asset, prior
experience in volunteer fire departnents.
There are very few, if any -- except one in ny
own district, the Hami|lton Beach Fire
Departnent, the City of New York has very few,
i f any other, working and active vol unteer
fire departnents. Therefore, it would seem
advant ageous to go into the suburbs, where

there are many volunteer fire departnents.
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The Fire Al arm Di spatchers
Benevol ent Association is not asking to be
treated any differently than any other portion
of the uniformed forces departnent. However,
they currently are treated differently. They
are the only unifornmed fire departnent
personnel, including sanitation and police
personnel, that are required to reside within
the City of New York.

Under ordinary circunstances, M.
President, diversity is a |audable goal. In
this particular case with fire alarm
di spatchers, fully 50 percent are either
mnority or wonen and therefore would seemto
come within the confines of achieving any
di versity goal that would be assisted by
requiring that they reside within the confines
of the City of New York.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Mont gonery.

SENATOR MONTGOMVERY: Yes, M.
President. | would just like to conment on
the | egislation.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. On
the bill.
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SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Yes.

First of all, M. President, | just
would |ike to point out to nmy coll eagues t hat
we do have a neno in opposition fromthe City
of New York, so that obviously this
| egislation is not being requested by or
endorsed by the nayor of the city.

Second of all, | note that in the
meno of opposition fromthe city there is an
indication that currently the fire departnent
is fully staffed for the positions of FADs
which this |egislation addresses, as well as
supervisors. So there is really not a
conpel I'i ng need, based on the inability of the
city to recruit people for these positions.

So the residency requirenment is not a problem
in that respect.

And the other issue that | would
like to raise as it relates to the residency
requi renents, even though, as the nmeno states
and Senator Maltese has indicated, that
currently firefighters, fire officers, fire
mar shal s, marine division personnel and
ener gency nedi cal service personnel are not

required to live within the confines of the
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City of New York, that is one of the issues
that a nunber of nenbers of the Bl ack, Puerto
Ri can and Hi spanic Caucus in particular, as
wel | as other nenbers, take specific exception
to.

W have a position, we're on record
having a position that all uniforned personne
working for the Gty of New York shoul d be
required to reside in the city of New York

And, M. President, since we have
this, you know, this extrenely difficult if
not inpossible situation in requiring people
who |ive outside of the city to even pay a
commut er tax, why would we, as city residents,
be | ooking to exenpt even nore people from
living in the city of New York so that they
coul d go outside of the city and not have to
pay a commuter tax to work in the city?

So | am opposed to this, and |
woul d certainly think and hope that the
menbers of this Legislature, especially those
of us who represent the City of New York
shoul d be voting against this bill.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does
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any ot her Senator wish to be heard on the
bill?

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 3. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Those recorded in
t he negative on Cal endar Nunmber 531 are
Senators Andrews, Dilan, Hassell-Thonpson,
Lachman, Mont gonery, Onorato, Parker,
Pat er son, Schnei derman, and A Smith. Ayes,
45. Nays, 10.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.

Senat or Padavan.

SENATOR PADAVAN: M. President,
may we return to Senator Vol ker's bill
Cal endar 501.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
501, by Senator Vol ker, Senate Print 2773A, an

act to anend the Crim nal Procedure Law, in
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relation to the authority of police officers.
SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:

Expl anati on.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. An

expl anati on has been requested, Senator

Vol ker .

SENATOR VOLKER: M. President,
this is a bill that has been around for a few
years. It is called the Police and Public

Protection Act.

It originally had sone ot her
provisions init, | believe one of which
becane law, if | remenber right, and another
provision that we omtted. And | can't find
nmy notes, but that's okay.

It basically has three provisions
init. The first provision is sonething that
really relates to the issue of stopping a
person. It has nothing to do, frankly, as
|'ve pointed out before, with the ability of
police officers really to stop sonebody.
There's al ways been the right to talk to
sonmebody.

But what this has to do with is

that our Court of Appeals probably is the nost
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restrictive Court of Appeals in the country as
to what happens after a person is stopped and
tal ked to. Because our Court of Appeals has
seen fit to throw out all sorts of cases where
in sone cases, | think -- and if you read the
cases, you'd realize they seema little bit
ridiculous. But of course in a court, where
you're farther away fromthe street, it's easy
to make deci sions, |egal decisions, based on
what you consider to be sonething that naybe
we in a courtroomthink differently of.

Qut on the street, having been a
cop, | can tell you if I find a gun sonepl ace,
and | don't care how !l find it, I"mgoing to
grab it and I'm going to nmake sure that nobody
gets ahold of it, whether it ends up as
credi bl e evidence or not. As sonebody who had
several incidents where, let's just say, | had
to dive into cars to nake sure that nobody was
able to use anything, you begin to realize.

Now, what this bill basically says
is -- it has three provisions. One provision
says that a police officer has the right to
guestion a person when he has an objective,

credi bl e reason not necessarily indicative of
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crimnality. And the reason is that the Court
of Appeal s has used a nmuch nore restrictive
criteria relating to the potential comm ssion
of acrime. It really has no effect on the
person you're talking to except if you should
uncover or find evidence; then it could | ead
to a conviction.

This is, of course, a defense
| awyer's great deal for the Court of Appeals.
And our Court of Appeals has becone notorious
for being extrenely conducive to peopl e who
are involved in crimnal activity.

The second provision relates to the
i ssue of abandonnent of property. A crimna
is running fromthe scene of possibly a
crime -- it depends on your indication of what
represents a crine -- throws a bag of drugs as
he's runni ng, you grab the bag of drugs.

The Court of Appeals has thrown out
a nunmber of those cases, saying that you
cannot directly prove that that person didn't
i ntend to abandon the property and therefore
it wasn't in his possession, and you can't
convict himof the crinme. |In one case it was

sonmething |i ke six pounds of cocaine, if I'm
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not m staken.

And the final provision relates to
an issue that has kind of reverberated around
the country relating to the exclusionary rule
and the issue of howthe law relates to
i mpl enents of crimes, evidence and so forth,
that then has been taken by | aw enfor cenent
people. And the question whether, if it was
not taken entirely correctly, whether that
evi dence could be used in a trial.

It's called the exclusionary rule,
and it relates to the issue of whether the | aw
enf orcenent people were acting deliberately in
an unjust or incorrect way or whether it was,
in sonme cases, possibly an accidental m stake.

And if it did not get right to the
heart of the crine, the Suprene Court of the
United States has ruled that such evidence can
be offered at a hearing or a trial, and the
Court of Appeals of this state has taken a
much nore restrictive position --

i nterestingly enough, using the exact sane
| anguage in the Constitution of the United
States and the Constitution of New York

And even though the Suprenme Court
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has said that the nore |liberal attitude can be
taken, the Court of Appeals of this state has
basically said that as long as -- has not
taken the bad faith rule, but has said that

t he evidence can be excluded even if it
conplies with the Suprene Court's opinion of
how t hi s shoul d be done, saying that

New York's Constitution, with the exact sane

| anguage, is nore restrictive than the
Constitution of the United States.

And that's basically the three
provisions in here. And this has been debated
on many occasi ons.

Senat or ?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Sanpson, why do you rise?

SENATOR SAMPSON: Wul d t he
sponsor yield for a few questions?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Vol ker, do you yield for a question?

SENATOR VOLKER: Certainly.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
sponsor Yyi el ds.

SENATOR SAMPSON: Thr ough you,

M. President. Senator Vol ker, when you talk
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about the objective reasons for a police
of ficer to question or stop, what are these
obj ecti ve reasons based upon?

SENATOR VOLKER: Vel |, the reason
we're using this | anguage, as you know, John,
very well, there's been a nunber of cases that
have said that you don't have to question --
you are able to question sonmebody -- in fact,
general |y speaking, you're able to question
sonmebody -- he doesn't have to answer, by the
way, but you at |east have the right to
chal | enge soneone or to talk to soneone.

The great, you know, for instance,
| guess, is sonmebody who's obviously drunk,
sonmebody is in an area where he or she doesn't
appear to be in a place where they should be.
| nean, |'ve used the exanple before of you
have a person wearing mlitary clothes in a
residential neighborhood. There's a whole
series of ways in which it can be done. It
doesn't nmean they conmtted any crinme, but it
does nmean it wouldn't be a bad idea to at
| east question them

And what this would say is if

not hi ng happens, then the guy of course
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woul dn't be arrested and not hi ng woul d happen.
The issue, though, is what happens after that.
The guy, for instance, has a nmachete on him
as happened in one case, and you didn't see
the machete until you wal ked right up to him
you' re questioning him and, you know, things
of that nature. So obviously you're going to
charge himw th an illegal weapon.

And the courts in one case, |
believe, threw that case out because they said
there was no indication of a crinme before they
actual ly went to question him

SENATOR SAMPSON: Thr ough you,

M. President, would the sponsor continue to
yi el d?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Vol ker, do you continue to yield?

SENATOR VOLKER: | certainly do.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
Senat or vyi el ds.

SENATOR SAMPSON: So, Senator,
basically what you' re saying is based upon the
di scretion of the officer, that is the reason
why he woul d stop these individuals and nmake

these inquiries.
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SENATOR VOLKER: Yeah. |If there
was, as it says here, an objective, credible
reason not necessarily indicative of
crimnality. Wat that all nmeans is that it
doesn't necessarily nean that you have to have
suspicion of a crine.

The truth is, in our law for years
has been the right, if you want to say, of an
i ndi vidual not to answer questions, by the
way, unless there's sone crine involved. And
we don't change that. This doesn't change at
all.

The police officer in effect is
gi ven al nost a duty, under certain
ci rcunstances, to find out what is going on.

And |'ve always pointed this out,
that one of the issues, for instance, of
racial profiling is if you see a white man in
a bl ack nei ghborhood driving a car that was
suspected to be involved in a burglary, a car,
you'd better stop that car

The sane thing is true in reverse.
If you don't, you're probably violating the
principles of good police work. A ot of

people, | don't think, understand that.
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| caught a nunber of burglars, and
| really didn't -- all I knew was that there
was a suspicion that this kind of vehicle was
involved. And if you don't at |east stop that
vehicle to at | east check it out, you're
probably not being a good cop.

And, you know, sonetines it
conflicts with people's ideas of how things
work. And of course you al ways get a story
that's different fromwhat it was really --
what really happened.

So that's really, you know, the --
what |'m saying. And, by the way, this would
indirectly involve police stops, could involve
police stops. You still are under the sane
caveats, though, as -- if you don't have a
crinme, you don't have a crine, so there's
not hi ng you can do.

SENATOR SAMPSON: So t hrough you,
M. President, if the sponsor could continue
to yield.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Vol ker, do you continue to yield?

SENATOR VOLKER: Sure.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
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Senat or vyi el ds.

SENATOR SAMPSON: So, Senator,
basically what you're saying is we're talking
about the difference between what you're
proposi ng and what presently is in existence
is the issue of crimnality.

SENATOR VOLKER: Vell, | think
what' s happened is the courts have restricted
not the issue of stopping sonebody; the issue
i s what happens after that.

For instance, as | said -- | used
the machete as an exanple. The nachete was
t hrown out as evidence, if | renmenber right,
because there was no evidence before that that
this person had commtted a crinme. Now, the
fact that -- however, that under this, an
obj ective credi ble reason not necessarily
indicative of crimnality, the fell ow was
acting unusually. He was staggering and, you
know, noving around and so forth, and that's
why they went to get him He was actually, I
t hi nk, hi gh on son®et hi ng.

But that's an exanple. It wouldn't
matter, they would have done it anyways,

except that they were not able to charge him
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then or, well, convict him This would give
the police at | east the chance in court to get
a person convi cted who obviously was up to no
good, with a machete on him

SENATOR SAMPSON: Thr ough you,
M. President, would the sponsor continue to
yi el d?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Vol ker, do you continue to yield?

SENATOR VOLKER: Certainly.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
sponsor Yyi el ds.

SENATOR SAMPSON: Senator, you
tal ked about the cases in which evidence has
been suppressed. But what is the percentage
of those cases where the evidence has not been
suppressed with respect to the current
exi stence of the procedures now?

SENATOR VOLKER: Very honestly,
John, and | think you know why, | have no idea
what the percentage is.

Al I"msaying to you is, though,
that in the society that we are in, nost of
t hese cases, you're right, never get to the

Court of Appeals. And I"'mwell aware of that.
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In our society, frankly, as tine
has gone on, fewer and fewer people are
getting confronted by police officers anyways.
And there's lots of reasons for it.

But what we're saying here is that
there are sone rules that have creeped in not
fromthe streets, but have creeped in because
of overtechnicality in sone of our courts,

t hat appear to have created a situation where
sonme pretty bad actors are able to dodge the
penalties of the crimnal |aw.

You' re probably going to say to ne:
Yeah, but sone people may get unjustly
charged. [It's always possible. On the other
hand, they can get unjustly charged now.

The question is, can you convi ct
then? And the answer is if they're unjustly

charged, they're not going to be convicted

anyways. And -- so that's the argunent that |
make.

SENATOR SAMPSON: Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Any

ot her Senator wi sh to be heard on the bill?
Read the | ast section.

Oh, Senat or Schnei der nan. D dn't
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see you.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you.
It's nmy canoufl age gear

On the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Schnei derman, on the bill

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: ' m not
goi ng to bel abor what has been said nany tines
before. As Senator Vol ker indicated, this
bill has been around for a while, or the
vari ous provisions that are before us today.

| think that what | find the nost
frustrating about this year's |egislative
session probably is the fact that we are
essentially down to debating the sane
one- house bills over and over again, know ng
they' re not goi ng anywhere in the other house.
And it is always interesting to debate with ny
col | eagues. Sonetinmes peopl e change their
m nds about things.

But | don't think that this really
represents a serious effort to deal with the
conplicated i ssues that have to do with
rel ati ons between the police and people in

communities. And | would urge the sponsor,




2315

who is a student of this business, that there
still are substantial problens about the way
police in certain areas deal with people.
think there are problens related to race,
there are problens related to -- certainly to
ethnicity and people's status as imm grants.

And | woul d respectfully submnit
that we have a set of laws in New York that do
not -- have not resulted in, as some would put
it, ajailbreak. W have a system of |aws
that work pretty well. W have an
excl usionary rule that, you know, has not
resulted in an increase in crinme which is
referred to in the bill nmeno supporting this
l egislation. |In fact, there's been a dramatic
decrease in crime in recent years.

The | aws protecting people from
unr easonabl e actions by police officers,
attenpting to set sone boundaries on the
conduct of those in authority, have not
resulted in an increase in crine. Crinme has
gone down anyway.

So there doesn't appear to be any
justification for weakening the | aws that

protect people from abuses of authority. And




2316

we both know there are abuses of authority.
There are those in authority who abuse their
power. And it really does send the wong
nessage, | believe, to tell |aw enforcenent
officers as long as you can neet this sort of
very anor phous standard of good faith, or,

wor se yet, put the burden of proving bad faith

on the other side, as |long as you have -- and
| still, to this day, do not have an
expl anation for exactly what this neans -- as

| ong as you have an objective, credible reason
not necessarily indicative of crimnality, you
may take such other actions as the officer
deens appropri ate.

That takes away limtations that
have not resulted in thousands of crimnals
running free. There's no study that says this
is a huge problem Crinme has gone down. And
| think that the issue of how the police dea
with the public and the standards for stop and
frisk, the standards for excludi ng evi dence
wrongful |y obtained should be addressed in a
nore thoughtful way.

This legislation is not going

anywhere. |I'msorry to see it back inits
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present formagain. |'mgoing to vote agai nst
it.

And | al so woul d suggest that, you
know, if we are going to try and do sonething
that deals with some of these issues, the
notion of the bad faith rule relating to
warrants, as presented in this bill, really
distorts the federal rule. The federal |aw
says that if you have a warrant and there was
a technical problemwth it, then you have
a -- then you can provide sonme sort of a good
faith rule: 1llinois v. Gates. This bill, as
| read it, doesn't have a requirenent for a
warrant at all

So maybe we could do sonething with
a nore narrowly drawn statute. This one is a
an oldie but baddie, I"mafraid. And again,
it purports to address a dramatic increase in
violent crime that does not exist.

| think there are real issues in
this area. | hope we'll have a chance to dea
with themin a nore serious way later in the
session. Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Vol ker .
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SENATOR VOLKER: ["ll just be a
second. By the way, | just -- no, I'IIl be
very brief.

| don't agree, obviously -- well, |
agree to a certain extent. | would tell you,

t hough, | don't think that the Suprenme Court
case is just on warrants. It's actually
specifically on warrants, but it also applies
to nonwarrant cases, the so-called bad faith
rul e.

Let ne just say, though, that
you're right about the nmeno. This nmeno is
from 1999. And thankfully, because of this
house and the Governor and so forth, and we've
done a lot of things, the crine rate is
falling. And we're not saying that this --
these bad faith -- and | call thembad faith.
They have sonewhat di scouraged police
of ficers.

If you're a police officer and you
have a known drug addi ct who starts running
away fromyou with a bag of drugs and throws
it, and a Court of Appeals says: Well, we
can't convict that person because he di sposed

of his drugs and therefore he really abandoned
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them and you can't charge himw th possession
because you can't say absolutely that the
entire tinme he was in possession of those
drugs -- that seens a bit severe, | would

t hi nk.

And ny point, | guess, is these are
the kinds of things that discourage |aw
enforcenent from attacki ng people who prey on
our nei ghborhoods. And | agree with you that
this is probably not going to pass the
Assenbly this year. It's a defense attorney's
nightmare to have this sort of stuff happen.

But naybe it would be good for us
to realize that sonmetine in the future, things
are going to change and it would be good for
us to have, it seens to ne, a nore reasonable
Court of Appeals when our Court of Appeals
decides to be even nore restrictive than the
Suprene Court of the United States.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Schnei derman, why do you rise?

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you,
M. President. |If the sponsor would yield for
one questi on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
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Senat or Vol ker, will you yield for a question?
SENATOR VOLKER: Sure. Sure.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senat or vyi el ds.
SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Have any
of those Court of Appeals justices gotten on
t he bench without confirmation in this house?
SENATOR VOLKER: Those Court of
Appeal s justices, the new ones, have all got
on the bench with ny consent. | admt that.
And | am not necessarily calling
t hese judges, by the way, inconpetent or --
" mjust saying that these decisions, | think,
are areas that we shoul d reconsider, and that
we shoul d because the Court of Appeal s nade
t hese deci sions based on the fact of the |aw
as it was. W can change that, and we have
the right to do that.
And so |'msaying to you, just as |
think that we are still here in May reaving
[ ph] on the budget because the Court of
Appeal s decided to do what | consider a
ridicul ous decision on CFE and tie us up in
knots, it just seens to ne that this is a

time -- as | told ny wife, Judith Kaye and her
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peopl e are responsi ble for ny not getting
paid -- it seens to ne this is a good tine for
us to deal with the Court of Appeals.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you.

M. President, that cones in the
category of getting nore than what you asked
for.

On the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Schnei derman, on the bill

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: I 1 ook
forward to seei ng new judges appointed to the
Court of Appeals. | look forward to new
j udges under a new Governor who will mneet sone
of these requirenents for standing up for
t hi ngs.

But | would urge that this is a
Court of Appeals that is not dom nated by
appoi ntees, at this point, of any sort of
| eft-wi ng governors. And when this Court of
Appeals -- which is a pretty bal anced group, |
woul d respectfully submt -- finds that
certain types of police conduct are so
egregious that it really is better to err on

the side of excluding evidence in a very snal
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nunber of cases -- | nean, let's not

m sconstrue this -- that that probably
represents a fairly balanced view. And there
are dissents in all of these cases, and it's
obvi ously argued.

And | woul d further suggest that
when this Court of Appeals rules on an issue
of tremendous inportance to many of us who
have children in public schools and who
represent districts with severely del api dat ed
and i nadequate public schools, it probably
reflects sonething dramatic in the record
rat her than any sort of out-of-control court.

| enjoy debating the sponsor on
issues related to crimnal justice. | think
that he is -- | appreciate his candor in
acknow edgi ng that the increase in violent
crime in fact is a decrease in violent crine.
Maybe t he bal ance that has been struck between
this house and the other house hasn't been so
awful. | certainly have not heard, in the
years |'ve been here, a good justification for
changi ng the existing | aw.

Once again, | urge everyone to vote

no onthis bill. And we will revisit the
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i ssue of the Canpaign for Fiscal Equity case,
| hope, soon. Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Mont gonery, why do you rise?

SENATOR MONTGOMVERY: Yes, M.
President, | rise to speak to one specific
aspect of the legislation. On the bill

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Mont gonery, on the bill

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: kay, thank
you.

The current law, as | have here,

i ndicates that in order to nmake an arrest, the
police nust have probable cause to believe
that a crine has been committed. To briefly
but forcibly stop and detain an individual,
the police nust have reasonabl e suspicion to
believe a crine has been committed.

Now, this legislation, as |
understand it, seeks to expand the authority
of a police officer to stop, question, and
take any action against a person in a public
pl ace that the police officer deens
appropriate, without the officer having any

reasonabl e suspicion that a crine has
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occurred, is occurring, or is about to occur.

Now, one of the problens that I
have with this proposal, M. President, is
that, first of all, in nmy district and in
di stricts across, certainly, the borough of
Brookl yn and the city of New York, we have
several different police operations.

We have QOperation |Inpact going, we
have Operation Atlas going, we have various
ot her so-called special forces in our
precincts, the purpose being to crack down on
terrorismand to crack down on this crime and
that crine and so forth and so on.

What happens is, M. President,
that these operations require the police to
take action; i.e., make a certain nunber of
arrests. They carry with thema quota. They
target districts |like mne. The precincts
that they target are in ny district and
Senator Smith's district and your district,
Senat or Sanpson's district. So our districts
are targeted for these operations.

In order for the police officers to
neet their quota, they nust do what? Go out

and arrest people. And they end up doing it
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whet her or not there's any crine being
commtted. They stop and frisk people just on
GP. It leads to profiling in ny district.

And so there are huge nunbers of
conpl ai nts | odged agai nst police officers and
the police departnent because peopl e have been
unduly harassed by the police. And the reason
that that happens is that these operations are
put in place, and they target certain areas
and they drive this behavior. How are we ever
going to address the issue of police brutality
and profiling if we don't stop proposing this
ki nd of outrageous |egislation?

So I'm absolutely opposed to it. |
think that it is the wong thing to do. It
creates havoc in our districts. | don't know
how many white peopl e have been arrested
because they were in the wong nei ghborhood
driving the wong car, but | certainly can
tell you that there's plenty of
African- Ameri can and Latino young peopl e who
have been thrown up against the wall and
frisked and even arrested, taken down to the
preci nct, held overni ght because they were

standi ng on the street corner waiting for
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their friends or just standing out, just
standi ng out on the street corner in alittle
group, just doing their little thing. So I --
and no crine being commtted; | want to nake
that very clear

Thi s happens over and over. | get
hundreds of conplaints. So, M. President,
this is absolutely a problemfor people like
me. And there are a nunber of us in this
Legi slature, both in the Assenbly and the
Senate, who experience this problemon a daily
basi s.

So | ask ny constituents -- ny
col | eagues; ny constituents are asking us -- |
ask nmy colleagues to join me in rejecting this
idea, rejecting this kind of |egislation that
seeds these problens for us in our districts,
because our young people in particular are
bei ng subjected to this aggressive policing at
the street |evel because people |ike Senator
Vol ker and others -- it's not only him--
continue to pronote this kind of |egislation.

Let's just reject this. And let's
tal k about resources that support the

devel opnent of young people, so they have sone
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hope and they don't have to be subjected to
this outrageous kind of |egal process.

Thank you, M. President. 1|'m
voti ng no.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Padavan.

SENATOR PADAVAN: Read the | ast
secti on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does

any ot her Senator wish to be heard on the

bill?

Senat or Krueger.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.
Briefly on the bill, M. President.

So | listened to the debate, and

one of Senator Vol ker's comments was that this
woul d be a nightmare for a crimnmnal defense
attorney. And | would argue that this bil
woul d be a nightmare for all of us.

And | was doi ng sorme honmewor k
earlier today -- and |"mnot a crimna
attorney, as |I've nentioned before, but I
deci ded to go and read sone of the positions
of conservative constitutional attorneys. And

they're al so opposed to this legislation, and
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t hey highlight the understanding that an

i mpatient public can sonetines encourage | aw
enforcement officials to cut corners in their
quest to apprehend the guilty.

But one of the greatest chall enges
for crime-fighting in a free society is to
devel op and mai ntain | egal procedures that
will make it possible to bring the guilty to
justice wthout subjecting innocent citizens
t o unreasonabl e searches, unfounded
accusations, or even death.

When agents of the executive branch
of the governnment -- the police, in this
situation -- disregard the terns of search
warrants or attenpt to bypass the warrant
i ssuance process altogether, it is the role of
the judicial branch to respond by checking
t hat m sbehavior when it is able to do so.

And as it happens, the nost
opportune tinme for the judicial branch to

check such unconstituti onal behavior is when

executive branch | awers -- prosecutors --
attenpt to introduce illegally seized evidence
in court.

Because of the existence of the
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exclusionary rule, this is the only effective
tool the judiciary has for preserving the
integrity of its warrant-issuing process. And
any legislative attenpt to abrogate this rule
shoul d be declared null and void.

This is fromthe Cato Institute's
| egal experts on the Constitution, and their
di sapproval of this bill. And so | side with
nmy conservative friends when | argue agai nst
this bill and hope ny coll eagues will vote
agai nst it.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does
any ot her Senator wish to be heard on the
bill?

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 5. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or DeFranci sco, to explain his vote.

SENATOR DeFRANCI SCO Yes, | vote

no on the bill. And it's not because |'m
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coddling the crimnals, or it's not because |
in sonme way don't feel the police need all the
tools that they get.

But | just can't understand, for
the life of me, if the stop is due to sone
obj ective, credible reason not necessarily
indicative of crimnality, what is the
standard? |If there's no reasonabl e suspicion
that a crine has been conmtted, what's the
st andar d?

If there's no standard, that neans
it's an open-ended stop for any reason, good
or bad. And you can always conme up with sone
credi bl e reason, dependi ng upon who it's
credible to.

And once again, the coment that
it's a defense attorney's field day -- you
know, we're all citizens in this comunity,

the State of New York. And to suggest that

this is -- the people that are against this
bill sonehow are in favor of defense attorneys
finding so-called | oopholes, | think is an

i rresponsi bl e conment .
But | really think that this bill

has many flaws, and I don't think any citizen




2331

shoul d be subjected to a stop for a reason
t hat cannot be defined in a statute.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Announce the results.

THE SECRETARY: Those recorded in
t he negative on Cal endar Nunmber 501 are
Senators Andrews, Breslin, Brown, DeFrancisco,
Di | an, Duane, Hassell-Thonmpson, L. Krueger,
Mont gonery, Onorato, Oppenhei ner, Parker,
Pat er son, Sabini, Schneiderman, A. Smth, and

St avi sky. Ayes, 43. Nays, 17.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
bill is passed.
The Secretary will continue to

read.
Senat or Skel os, why do you rise?
SENATOR SKELGCS: Thank you for
recogni zing me, M. President.
There will be an i medi ate neeting
of the Finance Committee in the Majority
Conf erence Room
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
There will be an imedi ate neeting of the

Finance Commttee in the Majority Conference
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Room

Senat or Br own.

SENATOR BROVWN: Thank you, M.
President. 1'd |ike unani nous consent to be

recorded in the negative on Cal endar 531.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Wt hout objection.

The Secretary will continue to
read.

Senat or Sanpson.

SENATOR SAMPSON: (I'ndicating a
no vote.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Wt hout objection.

THE SECRETARY: In relation to
Cal endar 501, Senator Sampson voting in the
negative al so.

Cal endar Nunber 645, by Senator
Larkin, Senate Print 5867A --

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER:
Expl anati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Larkin, an explanation has been
request ed.

SENATOR LARKI N: M. President,
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this is a bill that was generated as a result
of the agricultural community and their deep
concerns about the ability to obtain technica
and financial assistance. And we put this
toget her so that they can be a partner in the
gr owt h.

Agriculture is the largest industry
in the state of New York. And all this bil
does is allow the IDAs to provide technica
and financial assistance or |oans in order to
hel p the farm community.

Maj or communi ti es where we have the
bi g agricultural processing houses and that
are already covered. But the farmcomunity
itself, the ones that's doing all of the work,
are not counted.

And in a farmcomunity neeting
that we've held with ny col |l eague John Bonacic
over here and others in the Hudson Vall ey, the
nunber one issue was let the | DA be a partner.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Krueger.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you,

M. President. |If, through you, the sponsor

woul d yi el d.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Larkin, do you yield for a question?

SENATOR LARKI N: Yes, M.

Presi dent .

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senat or vyi el ds.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you,
M. President.

| certainly amenpathetic to trying
to help support snall farnms in the state of
New York. But |'m concerned about are there
any safeguards in your proposed |law to ensure
that famly farns are protected fromthis bil
potentially giving even greater power to |arge
i ndustrial producers with whomthey already
find thensel ves not conpeti ng.

SENATOR LARKI N: Just the
opposite, Senator. This is to include those
small famly farnms who right now, if they
don't have the finances locally in their own
famly, they're out of luck. But a major
grower or storer can go to the | DA

This nmakes the famly farm
inclusive to the rest of the agriculture

i ndustry.




2335

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.

M. President, if, through you, the
sponsor woul d continue to vyield.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Larkin, do you continue to yield?

SENATOR LARKI N: Yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senat or vyi el ds.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you,
M. President.

So if | heard you right, Senator
Larkin, you're clarifying that you believe
under existing |l aw the |arger agribusinesses,
and even things |ike concentrated ani nmal
feedi ng operations, already have the ability
to go to IDAs; that this would specifically,
i n your understanding, be opening it up to the

smaller famly farns?

SENATOR LARKI N: Yes.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you,
M. President. | have no objection to the
bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does

any ot her Senator wish to be heard on the

bill?
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Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 5 --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Schnei derman, why do you rise?

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you,
M. President. |If the sponsor would yield for
a guesti on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senator Larkin, will you yield for a question?

SENATOR LARKI N: Yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senat or vyi el ds.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: And this
may just be a clarification of the colloquy
that went before. But | don't see in this
| egi sl ati on anything that would require the
inclusion of smaller farnms. And it does seem
that it would make these | arge concentrated
ani mal feeding operations and others eligible
for | DA support.

Is there sone provision here that
directs the inclusion of smaller operations or
excl udes these | arger producers?

SENATOR LARKI N: The | arger

producers are already included in it. And
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what we want to do is to open this up so those
other farmentities who are falling by the
waysi de or selling all of their | and because
they don't have the noney to buy the equi prment
that is essential to keep the farmup to
current status -- and this bill is exactly
what the farnmers asked for, and this is what
we propose to give to the farnmers.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: And
t hrough you, M. President, if the sponsor
woul d yield for one nore question.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senator Larkin, will you continue to yield?

SENATOR LARKI N: One nore
questi on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
Senator yields for one nore question.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: And t he
question is, where in this bill or in the
current lawis the provision that allows these
| arger producers, particularly the
concentrated ani nal feedi ng operations or
other factory farnms, to be eligible for
support fromIDAs? | just don't see it

anywher e.
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SENATOR LARKI N: Senator, if you
|l ook at it, big farnms fall under the district
of commercial, which is taken into the |DA
That's where they conme on. And we're just
addi ng this.

They come under the comerci al .
And it becones an industrial operation when
they start the big silos for the storage of
oni ons, appl es.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Ckay.
Thank you, M. President.

On the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Schnei derman, on the bill

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: I think --
and this may -- I'mnot sure if this is a
drafting error, but I don't really see -- |
don't really see that if -- for the addition
of agriculture, which this bill would add to
the statute that directs the operation or the
eligibility for IDA-- for aid fromIDAs, |I'm
not really sure | see where factory farns
woul d be incl uded.

The current | anguage refers to

recreation, economcally sound conmerce and
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i ndustry, and does not include agriculture.

So | may be msreading this, but I
do think that some clarification of that would
be appropriate. |If this is something that
really is geared to famly farnms, then | think
some of the opposition of the Sierra Cub and
others are just -- may be m staken. But the
| anguage as it's witten now to nme doesn't
seemto clarify the issue enough, and | woul d
urge that we do so before we nove forward.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does
any ot her Senator wish to be heard on the
bill?

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 5. This
act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 59. Nays,
1. Senator Padavan recorded in the negative.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

The Secretary will continue to




2340

read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
736, by the Assenbly Conmittee on Rul es,
Assenbly Print Nunber 8958A, an act --

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:

Expl anati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Skel os, an expl anation has been
request ed.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Thank you, M.
Presi dent .

This bill will give peace officer
status to juvenile counsel ors enpl oyed by the
Depart nent of Juvenile Justice for the City of
New York who are assigned to court services or
to a detention facility for juveniles.

This legislation is supported by DC
37, New York Police Departnment Sergeants
Benevol ent Associ ati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Krueger, why do you rise?

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.
| rise to speak on the bill, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Krueger, on the bill.
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SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.

As | have risen on nmany bills that
have cone before this house related to adding
peace officer status, yet again to urge ny
col | eagues not to support this kind of bill.

VWhat we continue to do, bill after
bill, inthis house is to create a secondary
police force on coll ege canpuses, in
hospitals, now in the context of juvenile
det enti on.

The City of New York, the Mayor of
the City of New York has given us a nmenorandum
urging us not to support this |egislation,
because | think his concerns are simlar to
m ne, that we should not be expanding a
secondary, nontrained, separately structured
police systemin our city. That we actually
have a police departnent that's doing a very
good job at providing the services that we
need, that we don't want to even further
crimnalize the status of youth in a detention
system by putting them under some kind of
addi tional, secondary police structure.

And so as | so often stand here and

urge ny col |l eagues don't expand the nodel of
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peace officers where they' re not needed in the
State of New York, | urge us to vote agai nst
this bill today.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Hassel | - Thonmpson, why do you rise?

SENATOR HASSELL- THOVPSON: Thank
you, M. President. | rise just to speak on
the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Hassel | - Thonpson, on the bill.

SENATOR HASSELL- THOVPSON: Thank
you.

In looking at this bill and severa
ot hers, one of the concerns that | have asked
to be raised was whether or not peace officers
have to take a psychol ogical test. And |I've
been told that they do not.

And ny concern is that there's a
young nman -- who I think is a very fine young
man, | |like hima great deal -- who took the
exam for the police departnment, and he fail ed
the psychological. He is now a peace officer.
And he is pushing ny office to help to pass a

peace officer bill which will, in fact, give
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hi m perm ssion to carry a weapon.

My greatest concern is that this
category, unlike the police departnent, does
not require that you have to have a
psychol ogical in order to carry a weapon.

That woul d be a great concern to ne.

And certainly, until such tine as
we exani ne that and ensure that anyone
carrying a weapon is of the frane of mnd --
or that we can be as assured as we can be that
they are of the frane of mind that should be
carrying a weapon, | will continue to vote no
on these peace officer bills.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Does
any ot her nmenber wish to be heard on the bill?

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This
act shall take effect inmmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Cal |
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Mont gonery, to explain your vote.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Yes, M.
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President, to explain ny vote.

| just think this is another
i nstance where we're actually putting the
lives of young people in danger. | don't
think that we would |ike to see counsel ors and
personnel who are specifically assigned to
work with juvenil es now equi pped with a gun.
W don't even have the corrections officers
who work with inmates in the DOCS facilities
carryi ng guns.

So now we want to have these people
wi th weapons, and in a very volatile situation
wi th young peopl e who are already on edge.

And it's just, | think, a recipe for total

di saster. We're going to have nore deaths of
young people, and it's just going to breed al
ki nds of problens in the areas where there are
nunbers of people in charge of juveniles.

So | oppose this, and | hope ny
coll eagues will join ne in voting agai nst
this.

Thank you.

THE SECRETARY: Those recorded in
t he negative on Cal endar Nunber 736 are

Senators Dil an, Hassel |l - Thonpson, L. Krueger,
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and Montgonery. Ayes, 56. Nays, 4.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
785, by Senator Nozzolio, Senate Print 3216,
an act to anmend the Executive Law and others,
inrelation to access to records.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:

Expl anati on.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Lay it aside for
t he day.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is laid aside for the day.

Senat or Skel os, that conpletes the
controversial reading of the cal endar.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Is there any
housekeepi ng at the desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO No,
there's not, Senator.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Then if we could
stand at ease pending the return of the report
of the Finance Committee.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senate stands at ease.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Thank you for
recogni zing nme. |If you could recognize
Senat or Mont gonery.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Mont gonery.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Thank you.
M. President, | would |ike unani nous consent
to be recorded in the negative on Cal endar
628.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Wt hout objection, Senator.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
if we could stand at ease, please.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
Senate will stand at ease.

(Wher eupon, the Senate stood at
ease at 4:10 p.m)

(Wher eupon, the Senate reconvened
at 4:12 p.m)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
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Senat or Skel os, why do you rise?

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President, |
rise so that | can be recogni zed by you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Thank you. |If
you coul d recogni ze Senator Duane.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Duane.

SENATOR DUANE: Thank you, M.
President. |If | nmay have unani nobus consent to
be recorded in the negative on Cal endar
Nunbers 645 and 736.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Wt hout objection.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Does any ot her
menber wi sh to change their vote or vote?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Andrews.

SENATOR ANDREWE: M. President,
I'"d like to be recorded in the negative on
Cal endar Nunber 736.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Wt hout objection.

SENATOR ANDREWS: Thank you
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SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
if we could return to reports of standing
commttees, | believe there is a report of the
Fi nance Conmittee at the desk. | ask that it
be read at this tine.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Reports of standing conmttees.

The Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Senat or Johnson,
fromthe Comrittee on Finance, reports the
foll owi ng nom nati ons.

As a nenber of the Workers
Conpensati on Board, Mona A. Bargnesi, Esquire,
of Snyder.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Johnson.

SENATOR JOHNSON: Move the
nom nati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
question is on the confirmation of the
reappoi nt nent of Mona A Bargnesi as a nenber

of the Wbrkers' Conpensation Board. All those
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in favor signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Qpposed, nay.

(No response.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
ayes have it. The confirmation is confirned.

And she is here. Mbona Bargnesi,

congratul ati ons.

(Appl ause.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: As nmenbers of the

Buf falo and Fort Erie Public Bridge
Aut hority-Peace Bridge, Paul J. Koessler, of
Buffal o, and Cerald J. Lewandowski, of
Cl ar ence.
As a nonvoting nenber of the
Met ropolitan Transportation Authority, M chael
J. Canino, of Babyl on.
As a menber of the Dormtory
Authority, @Gil H Il Gordon, of Slingerlands.
As nmenbers of the Enpire State
Plaza Art Comm ssion, Joseph G Perrella, of

Ni skayuna, and Lynette M Tucker, of Del mar.
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As a nmenber of the Allegany State
Park, Recreation and Hi storic Preservation
Comm ssion, Wayne R G ossman, of Benus Point.

As a nenber of the Genesee State
Park, Recreation and Hi storic Preservation
Commi ssi on, Frank X. All kofer, of Rochester.

As nmenbers of the Veterans' Affairs
Commi ssion, Harold G Cronin, of Lake Luzerne,
and Herman G Harrington, of Renssel aer

As a nenber of the Council on Human
Bl ood and Transfusion Services, Alicia Elena
Gonensoro-Garcia, MD., of Staten Island.

And as nenbers of the State
Hospi tal Revi ew and Pl anni ng Council, M chael
H. Barnett, Esquire, of New York GCty, and
Vi ncent Janes Calama, Jr., MD., of Staten
I sl and.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Johnson.

SENATOR JOHNSON: Move the
nom nati ons.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
question is on the confirmation of the
appoi ntnents as read by the Secretary. Al in

favor signify by saying aye.
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(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Qpposed, nay.

(No response.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
ayes have it. The confirmations are approved.
The Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Senat or Johnson,
fromthe Comrittee on Finance, reports the
follow ng bills:

Senate Print 7260, by the Senate
Commttee on Rules, an act naking
appropriations for the support of governnent.

And Senate Print 7264, by the
Senate Conmittee on Rules, an act making
appropriations for the support of governnent.

Both bills ordered direct to third
r eadi ng.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Wt hout objection, the bills are ordered
direct to third reading.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
woul d you pl ease call up Cal endar Number 1063.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
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Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
1063, by the Senate Conmittee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7260, an act naking
appropriations for the support of governnent
and to amend Chapter 18 of the Laws of 2004.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: I's there a
nessage of necessity and appropriation at the
desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Yes,
there is.

SENATOR SKELOS: Move to accept.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Al 'l
in favor of accepting the nessage of necessity
and appropriation signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Qpposed, nay.

(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
nessage i s accepted.

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 30. This
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act shall take effect inmrediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:

Expl anati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Johnson, an expl anati on has been
request ed.

SENATOR JOHNSON: Thi s bil
appropriates $1.4 billion to various state
departnents and agencies: $600 nmillion fo
Medi caid, $122 mllion for school aid
payments, $194 mllion for state payrol
requi renents through May 19t h.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Schnei der man.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: Thank
Through you, M. President, if the sponsor
woul d yield for a question.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Johnson?

SENATOR JOHNSON: Yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or vyi el ds.

Cal |

)

r

you.

The




2354

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you.

| see here today we're doing a
one- week extender and then a separate bill
that provides for an additional budget
extender. M question is, why are we doing
two separate bills for two periods of tine
i nstead of one bill just to get us through the
entire period of tine?

SENATOR JOHNSON: Because this is
the way they were sent to us by the Governor.

Thank you.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: On the
bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Schnei derman, on the bill

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN: That is --
| think that | would like to thank the sponsor
for his answer.

| do -- it does sort of raise the
i ssue, though, of what is in the mnd of the
sender to conduct business in such a way.

And | would respectfully suggest --
and this is not fault of any individual here,

but it is something | believe we have to take
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collective responsibility for -- that it may
wel | be that people involved in negotiating

t he budget, or involved in not negotiating the
budget, would rather not do a two-week

ext ender because then we can say, Wll, now
you're just going on and having | onger and

| onger extenders, so we're going to keep doing
one- week extenders but pass two of themat the
same time.

That's -- it's just a very strange
way to do business. But it underscores a
poi nt that several of us have made here in
relation to past budget bills.

W have a better way. It's been
proposed by Senator Paterson to force us to
pass a budget. W should be staying here to
work on it. The ease with which the Governor
sends up bills, msuses nessages of necessity,
and that we all are supposed to fall into Iine
and allow this process to go forward i s not
serving the interests of the people of this
state.

This is the 40th working day of the
| egi sl ati ve session. W' re supposed to have

60 wor ki ng days, so we're now two-thirds of
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the way through. W have passed 405 one- house
bills; the Assenbly has passed 619 one- house
bills. W have 45 bills that have becone | aw,
but virtually every one of those is either a
budget extender, a local tax bill, a chapter
anmendnent, or a program extender.

| don't think it's a great nystery
to anyone here what's going on. What's going
on is that we are not meki ng progress on the
budget. And in the absence of the budget,
we' re not naking progress on anything el se.
think this is not the way to proceed. | think
we should stay here and try and get this done.

And | think that if the Governor
wants to avoid the accusation that he's doing
t wo- week budget extenders by sending us two
one-week bills the sane day, ny daughter's
fifth-grade class, | think, can see through
t hat one.

| amgoing to vote no again, M.
President. | think we can do better than
this.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Sabi ni .

SENATOR SABI NI : M. President,
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Anmerican industry has been accused of
instituting planned obsol escence to their
products. Now we have planned inaction. W
know we're not going to do anything for two
weeks, but let's nake it | ook good by doing it
in one-week increments. It's -- only in

Al bany does this happen.

There's enough guilt around to heap
on both parties and in both houses. You know,
this does not past the duck test. This is --
it quacks, it waddles, it's a duck. It's a
t wo- week extender if you take it -- if you
staple it together, it's a two-week extender.

I"m-- you know, in professiona
wrestling people get bored every once in a
whi | e because they get used to the sane
tricks. So they change the tricks every
coupl e of years. They have the twi n referees,
t hey have the foreign objects, they have the
sand in the face, and they change it to keep
peopl e interested.

Maybe that's what we're doi ng here.
It's |like maybe people will think we're
wor ki ng harder if we pass two bills for two

di fferent weeks and say, gee, we're doing
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doubl e the work now.

You know, the public is going to
get wise to this one of these days and say:
This is not what we send you -- or don't pay
you to do. | was going to say pay you to do,
but we're not getting paid.

| am again amazed at the inaction
here, and | plan on voting no.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Johnson.

SENATOR JOHNSON: ["mjust a bit
enbarrassed to realize that our friends on the
ot her side of the aisle are unaware that they
have a convention on the 17th and we cannot be
here to pass the second week's budget. And
that's why we're doing two now Qherw se, it
woul d have cone up the foll ow ng Monday.

So we are extending a courtesy to
them by cl osing the shop down; in order that
peopl e can get paid on the 17th, the bills
have to both go at this tine.

It has nothing to do with trying to
make two into one or anything el se, or not

havi ng the courage to do a two-week budget.
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Certainly the courage is there.

But we are hopeful always -- that's
why we go one week at a tine -- that things
will materialize and progress is being nade

with the budget, but very slowy. And you
know that; you can't take it out of the oven
until it's baked.

So we're doing our best, and it's
not a subterfuge to get two weeks. It's
sinmply one week now and one week the next
Monday when you will not be here to pass one
t he second week.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Krueger.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you,
M. President. On the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Krueger, on the bill.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Just in
response to Senator Johnson's clarification,
I"msorry, | would still argue that one could
have done an ei ght-day extender bill if we
were not going to be back here on the 17th.

They argue that in recovery the
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first step to recovery is to admt you have a
problem And | don't think we're prepared to
admt that we have a problemand that we're
not addressing it.

And so as | have voted agai nst the
ot her extender bills, and as ny col |l eagues
have al ready anply expl ai ned, we should not be
doi ng this today.

And we should particularly should
not be doing -- despite the Senator's anal ysis
of May 17th being a day that we're not in
session, we should not be approving a nessage
of necessity for a bill that wouldn't start
until next week.

Even if one wants to argue seven
days versus ei ght days, two weeks versus one
week, how do you justify an emergency action
on a nessage of necessity fromthe Governor
for a tine period that doesn't start now? It
seens to me to defy the intention of the
pur pose of the nessage of necessity in our
Constitution and under our rules.

So I'll vote agai nst these
extenders as | have voted agai nst the others,

for the sane reasons, but | will add on the
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i nappropri ateness, particularly, of the
nmessage of necessity on the second extender
bill today.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or St avi sky.

SENATOR STAVI SKY: | was under
the i npression that one and one equal s two.
But | guess we |ost sone nore trees in trying

to print the two separate bills.

M. President, | accept Senat or
Johnson's explanation, but I'mstill not sure
that's the proper way to go, and | will vote

no al so.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Lachman.

SENATOR LACHVAN: Yes. | fee
somewhat guilty in not having voted no before.
But one can al ways change one's negative steps
and paths, and | think we have gone far
enough.

| think that the editorial in
today's Tines about a Legislature that does
not hing i s becom ng nore and nore appropriate

tothis State Legislature. W are beconi ng
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nore and nore dysfunctional. | think it's
outrageous that we have to wait two weeks
after we did it for one week and then one week
and one week.

So fromnow on, | will be voting no
on these extenders.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Does
any ot her Senator wish to be heard?

Senat or Mont gonery.

SENATOR MONTGOMVERY: Yes, M.
President, I'll be very brief.

| certainly have supported the --
maki ng sure that the governnent continues to
work. But I'mless and less inclined to
continue to support this process because there
is no -- the Legislature is being left out of
every single budget, our own pay.

And certainly -- | don't know if
you know, but | realize that I'mnot the one
who's hol ding up this budget, and | don't
think that nost of us in this roomare part of
this.

Certainly if I had -- if we had a

totally denocratic |egislature, I would be
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able to introduce | egislation specifically
that would reverse an earlier bill that we
passed wi t hhol di ng our pay until the budget is
passed. | would reverse that, and | believe
that it would pass both houses.

I"mcertain that the Governor would
veto it, but nonetheless | think that we m ght
even have enough votes to override. Because
why should we be | eft out of the budget while
we pay the Governor? He is not being
puni shed, and he is clearly one of the people
who negoti ates the budget.

So | have supported this process up
until now, but today |I'mgoing to vote no
because | think it is just blatantly unfair
and unreasonabl e to ask us, the working
| egi slators, to continue to have our pay
wi t hhel d while the Governor is paid and is
nowhere to be found in terns of sitting down
to negotiate honestly with this budget.

" mvoting no.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO Does
any ot her Senator wish to be heard?

Call the roll.

THE SECRETARY: Section 30. This




2364

act shall take effect inmrediately.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Those recorded in
t he negative on Cal endar Nunmber 1063 are
Senators Breslin, Duane, Hassell-Thonpson, L
Krueger, Lachman, Mbntgonery, Onorato, Parker,
Pat er son, Sabini, Schneiderman, A. Smth and
St avi sky. Ayes, 47. Nays, 13.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
bill is passed.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
if we could stand at ease.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
Senate will stand at ease.

(Wher eupon, the Senate stood at
ease at 4:29 p.m)

(Wher eupon, the Senate reconvened
at 4:35 p.m)

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Wul d you pl ease
call up Cal endar Nunber 1064.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. The
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Secretary will read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber
1064, by the Senate Conmittee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunber 7264, an act naking
appropriations for the support of governnent.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
is there a nessage of necessity and
appropriation at the desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Yes,
there is.

SENATOR SKELOS: Move to accept.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Al 'l
in favor of accepting the nessage of necessity
and appropriation signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:
Opposed, nay.

(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO The
nessage i s accepted.

Read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 21. This
act shall take effect inmmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Schnei der man.
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SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Thank you
for recognizing me also, M. President.

On the bill.

My reference to ny daughter's
fifth-grade class | think was a little bit
overly optimstic in terns of the possible
rationale for these two bills. | note that --

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO:

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Wul d you pl ease
lay the bill aside for the day.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. Lay
the bill aside for the day.

SENATOR SKELGCS: Is there any
housekeepi ng at the desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO No,
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President,
there being no further business to cone before
the Senate, | nove we stand adjourned until
Tuesday, May 11th, at 3:00 p. m

ACTI NG PRESI DENT FUSCHI LLO. On
notion, the Senate stands adjourned until

Tuesday, May 11th, at 3:00 p. m
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(Wher eupon,

Senat e adj ourned.)

at 4:37 p.m,

t he




