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PROCEEDI NGS

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate wil |
cone to order

| ask the nmenbers to find their places,
staff to find their places, and ask
everybody to rise and join with nme in saying
the Pl edge of Allegiance to the Flag.

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

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: I n the absence
of clergy, may we bow our heads in a nonent
of silence.

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

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Readi ng of the
Jour nal .

THE SECRETARY: |In Senate, Monday,
Decenber 6, the Senate met pursuant to
adj ournnent. The Journal of Sunday,

Decenber 5, was read and approved. On
notion, Senate adjourned.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Hearing no
obj ection, the Journal stands approved as

r ead.
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Presentation of petitions.

Messages fromthe Assenbly.

Messages fromthe Governor

Reports of standing conmttees.

Reports of select commttees.

Communi cations and reports fromstate
of ficers.

Motions and resol utions.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELOS: M. President, | have
a resolution at the desk, 6309. Could we
have the title read and nove for its
i mredi at e adopti on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
w Il read.

THE SECRETARY: By Senator Skel os,
Legi sl ati ve Resol uti on Nunmber 6309, nourning
the untinely death of First Lieutenant
Ronal d Wnchester, of Rockville Centre, New
York, and paying tribute to his courageous
actions as a nmenber of the United States
Mari nes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The question is
on the resolution. Al those in favor

signi fy by saying aye.
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(Response of "Aye.")
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.
(No response.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The resol ution
i s adopt ed.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: M. President, there
will be an imedi ate neeting of the Finance
Committee in the Majority Conference Room

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There will be
an i medi ate nmeeting of the Finance
Committee, imredi ate neeting of the Finance
Committee in the Majority Conference Room
Room 332.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: Can we just stand at
ease pending the -- you have anot her
resolution, a privileged resol ution?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There is
anot her privileged resolution at the desk.

SENATOR SKELCS: Ckay, we'll read.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
wll read the title.

THE SECRETARY: By Senator Fuschill o,

Legi sl ati ve Resol uti on Number 6310,
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congratulating M. and Ms. Irving Bernstein

upon the occasion of their 50th Weddi ng

Anni versary.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The question is

on the resolution. All those in favor

signi fy by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.

(No response.)

ACTI NG PRES|I DENT KUHL: The resol ution

i s adopt ed.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELOS: And we'l |l stand at

ease pending the report of the Finance

Conmi tt ee.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate w ||

stand at ease.

(Wher eupon,

the Senate stood at

ease at 1:36 p.m)

(Wher eupon,

t he Senate reconvened

at 1:45 p.m)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate w ||

cone to order
Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELOS: M.

President, if we
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could return to reports of standing
commttees, there's a report of the Finance
Committee at the desk. | ask that it be
read at this tine.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: We will return
to the order of reports of standing
commi ttees.

The Secretary will read the report of
t he Finance Conmittee.

THE SECRETARY: Senator Johnson, from
the Conmittee on Finance, reports the
foll owi ng nom nati ons:

As a nenber of the New York State
Bridge Authority, Walter A Paradies, of
New Pal t z.

As nmenbers of the Rochester-Genesee
Regi onal Transportation Authority, Leslie M
Gol dstein, of Rochester, and Mark D. Keeler,
of Al bi on.

As a nenber of the State Public
Transportation Safety Board, David Berke, of
New York GCity.

As a menber of the Lake George Park
Commi ssi on, Thomas Conerty, of Bolton

Landi ng.
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As a nmenber of the Stewart Airport
Commi ssi on, Louis Hei mbach, of Warwi ck.

As a menber of the Medical Advisory
Committee, Buddhi M Shrestha, of Rochester.
And as nenbers of the State Hospita
Revi ew and Pl anning Council, Joan S. Conboy,
of Fort Plain, and Anthony J. Lechich, MD.,

of New York City.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Johnson.

SENATOR JOHNSON:  Move the nom nations.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: |s there any
menber who wi shes to speak on the
nom nati ons?

Heari ng none, the question is on the
nom nations. Al those in favor signify by
sayi ng aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Al those
opposed, nay.

(No response.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The noni nees
are unani nously confirmed.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELGCS: M. President, there
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wi Il be an inmmedi ate conference of the
Majority in the Majority Conference Room

SENATOR GONZALEZ: M. President, there
will be imediate neeting of the Mnority
conference in Room 314.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There will be
i medi ate neetings of the conferences, the
Majority conference in the Majority
Conf erence Room and the M nority conference
in the Mnority Conference Room

And the Senate will stand at ease.

(Wher eupon, the Senate stood at
ease at 1:47 p.m)

(Wher eupon, the Senate reconvened
at 3:41 p.m)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate wil |
cone to order

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: M. President, there
will be an imedi ate neeting of the Rules
Committee in the Majority Conference Room

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: | nmedi ate
neeting of the Rules Committee in the
Maj ority Conference Room Room 332.

| medi ate neeting of the Rules Committee in
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the Majority Conference Room

SENATOR SKELOS: And if we could stand
at ease.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate wil |
stand at ease.

(Wher eupon, the Senate stood at
ease at 3:42 p.m)

(Wher eupon, the Senate reconvened
at 4:00 p.m)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate wil |
cone to order

| ask the nmenbers to take their places,
staff to take their places. The sooner we
do, the sooner we can proceed.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: M. President, may |
just say you | ook very congressional up
t here.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR SKELCS: If we could return to
reports of standing conmittees, | believe
there's a report of the Rules Commttee at
the desk. | ask that it be read at this
time.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: We will return
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to the order of reports of standing
commi ttees.

There is a report fromthe Rules
Committee at the desk. | ask the Secretary
to read.

THE SECRETARY: Senator Bruno, fromthe
Committee on Rules, reports the foll ow ng
bills:

Senate Print 7797, by the Senate
Committee on Rules, an act relating to
provi di ng acci dental and speci al accident al
deat h benefits;

7798, by the Senate Comm ttee on Rul es,
an act to anmend the Tax Law;

And Senate Print 7801, by the Senate
Committee on Rules, an act to anend the
Public Health Law.

Al bills ordered direct to third
r eadi ng.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Wt hout
objection, all bills are ordered directly to
third reading.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: Move to accept the

report of the Rules Conmittee.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The notion is
to accept the report of the Rules Commttee.
Al'l those in favor signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Those opposed,
nay.

(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The ayes have
it. The bills are ordered directly to third
r eadi ng.

The report is accepted.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: M. President, if we
could take up the three Rules bills,
noncontroversi al .

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
w Il read.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber 1965,
by the Senate Committee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7797, an act relating to
provi di ng acci dental and speci al accident al
deat h benefits.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Mal tese, to explain his vote.

SENATOR MALTESE: M. President, today
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we are taking action on a bill at the
request of Mayor Bl oonberg. |In fact, the
City Council of New York City, at 1:00 p.m
this afternoon, passed this bill to ensure
that this legislation would see its way to
t hi s chanber today.

The bill provides special accidental
death benefits to a New York City
firefighter killed in Irag. You may
recogni ze him - -

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Mal tese, let ne just get the vote on the
bill, okay, first.

There is a honme rul e nessage at the
desk.

The Secretary will read the | ast
secti on.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This act
shal |l take effect inmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Call the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Mal tese, to explain his vote.

SENATOR MALTESE: M. President, you

may recognize this particular hero fromthe
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nati onal attention he received when he
assisted a fellow firefighter to put up an
Anerican flag at Gound Zero while he was
hol ding the | adder for the firefighter.
That torn flag exenplified the heroi sm of
all those who perished and t hose who
assi sted them

And we are taking this step to honor
this great American. H's nane was Christian
P. Engeldrum He died in Iraq | ast week.
He was serving as a sergeant with the
Nat i onal Guard when his convoy cane under
attack protecting the bridge frominsurgents
fl eei ng Fal |l uj ah.

He was al so a uniforned nmenber of the
Fire Departnent, and he worked on the
firehouse in Coop City and was part of
Ladder 61. He nicknanmed the nen he worked
with as the "Coop Crew." He joined the Fire
Departnent in 1999 after serving in the city
with the New York Police Departnent.

He was, in addition, an active nmenber
of the United States Arny from 1986 to 1991
and served in Operation Desert Storm He

remai ned an Arny Reservist after receiving
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medal s for his heroic action in Desert

Storm and junped at the opportunity to go
back to war, this tine in lraq, to serve his
country.

This man was a hero. He enbodied the
Anmerican spirit. And his life serves to
rem nd us of the tremendous cost of
protecting our freedons. He was a
courageous firefighter, a soldier, and a
famly man. He | eaves behind a w fe,
Sharon, and two sons, Sean, 18, and Royce,
16.

M. President, this man exenplifies
everything that we in Anerica cherish and
hol d dear. He enbodies the Anerican spirit
of heroism He served not only as a
firefighter, a policeman, and in the Arny --
atriple hero. He deserves this neasure to
be enacted in his honor and for his famly
and | oved ones.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The chair
recogni zes Senat or Hassel | - Thonpson to
expl ai n her vote.

SENATOR HASSELL- THOMPSON:  Thank you,
M. President.
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To Senator Maltese and to al
assenbl ed, as the Senator who represents the
Coop City area in the Bronx, | would vote
and speak for anyone who has served. But |
nmust speak for the Ladder Conpany 61, who
has | ost a very dedicated and committed
firefighter.

| thank you for this on behalf of the
people of the Bronx. And I, with you, am
very proud to serve today.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
wi || announce the results.

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 59.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The bill is
passed.
The Secretary will continue to call the

noncontroversi al cal endar.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber 1968,
by the Senate Committee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7798, an act to amend the Tax
Law.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
will read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 3. This act

shal | take effect inmediately.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Call the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 59.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The bill is
passed.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber 1969,
by the Senate Committee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7801, an act to amend Public
Heal th Law.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: |Is there a nessage of
necessity at the desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There is.

SENATOR SKELOS: Move to accept.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The notion is
to accept the nmessage of necessity on
Cal endar Nunber 1969. All those in favor
signi fy by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.
(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The notion is
accept ed.

The bill is before the house.

The Secretary will read the | ast
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secti on.
THE SECRETARY: Section 3. This act
shal | take effect inmediately.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Call the roll.
(The Secretary called the roll.)
THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 59.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The bill is
passed.
Senat or Skel os.
SENATOR SKELCS: There will be an
i medi ate neeting of the Finance Conmmttee
in the Majority Conference Room
And we' || stand at ease.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: | nmedi ate
neeting of the Senate Finance Committee,
i medi ate neeting of the Senate Finance
Committee in the Majority Conference Room
(Wher eupon, the Senate stood at
ease at 4:07 p.m)
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The chair
recogni zes Senator Little.
SENATOR LI TTLE: Thank you, M.
Presi dent .
For the record, if I may, | wish to

make a statenent that on yesterday's
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Cal endar Nunmber 1886, Assenbly Bill 11760A,
if I had been able to be here, | would have
voted in the negative.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The record w ||
so reflect, Senator Little.

(Wher eupon, the Senate reconvened
at 4:26 p.m)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senate wil |
pl ease cone to order

| ask the nmenbers to take their places,
staff to take their places.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELCS: M. President, if we
could return to reports of standing
commttees, | believe there's a report of
the Finance Conmttee at the desk. | ask
that it be read at this tine.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: We will return
to the order of reports of standing
commi ttees.

There is a report of the Finance
Committee at the desk. The Secretary wll
read.

THE SECRETARY: Senator Johnson, from
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the Conmittee on Finance, reports the
following bill direct to third reading:

Senate Print 7803, by the Senate
Commttee on Rules, an act to anend Chapter
35 of the Laws of 1979 relating to
appropriating funds.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Wt hout
objection, the bill is reported directly to
third reading.

Senat or Skel os.

SENATOR SKELOS: M. President, is
there a nessage of necessity at the desk?
Move to accept.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
wll read the title of the bill.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber 1971,
by the Senate Committee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7803, an act to amend Chapter
35 of the Laws of 1979.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There is a
nmessage of necessity at the desk, Senator
Skel os, on Cal endar 1970.

The notion is to accept the nessage of
necessity. All those in favor signify by

sayi ng aye.
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(Response of "Aye.")
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.
(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The nessage is
accept ed.

The bill is before the house.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Expl anati on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
an expl anation of Cal endar Nunber 1970 has
been requested by the Acting Mnority
Leader, Senator Schnei der man.

SENATOR GOLDEN: The Jacob Javits
expansion is a 1.3 mllion square foot
exhi bition space that will allow for the
creation of an 86,000 square foot ballroom
and the construction of a 1500-room hotel at
the corner of 42th Street and 11th.

It will create 10,000 permanent | obs,
15, 000 construction jobs, and about
$70 million in tax revenue for the Gty of
New York, to be paid for by -- the project
woul d cost about $1.2 billion, paid for by
$350 million from UDC, which would be
recouped by refinancing the Javits' present

financing, $350 mllion fromthe Gty of New
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York, undeterm ned how that's going to be
done yet, $500 million froma hotel tax of
$1. 50 per night on hotel occupancies.

And an additional $350 mllion for
econoni ¢ devel opnent for outside the city is
also included with that, and that would be
pai d for by ESDC noney, on a nenorandum of
under standing fromthe Assenbly, the Senate,
and the CGovernor.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Schnei derman, why do you rise?

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVMAN:  Thank you, M.
President. |If the sponsor would yield for a
coupl e of brief questions.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to a question from Senat or
Schnei der man?

SENATOR GOLDEN:  Yes, sir.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Thank you.

Through you, M. President, is there
any -- other than the New York City hote
roomtax, is there any specific dedicated

tax or other source of revenue that is
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identified in this |egislation?

SENATOR GOLDEN:  No, M. President.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  And when does - -

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Schnei derman, are you aski ng Senat or Col den
to continue to yield?

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:  Yes, M.
President. Through you, if the sponsor
woul d continue to yield.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you continue to yield to another
question?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, sir.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Thank you.

Am 1 correct in ny reading of the bil
that the New York City hotel roomtax would
be dedi cated and the collection of that tax
and dedication to pay for this |l egislation
woul d start on April 1, 2005, wthout regard
to when any project actually got underway?
I's that correct?

SENATOR GOLDEN: That's correct, sir.
Yes, M. President.
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SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Thank you.

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

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from
Senat or Schnei der man?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVMAN:  And is there any
direction of any kind as to how the other
$350 million that is not for the Javits
Center, but for other projects, is to be
spent ?

SENATOR GOLDEN:. That's going to go --
econoni ¢ devel opnent -- could you repeat the
question, please, M. President?

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Thr ough you, M.
President. You' ve stated that it's a
$700 million bill, $350 mllion would be
goi ng towards Javits expansion, and there's
anot her 350 mllion.

The question is what specifications are
there in the bill, what direction, what

l[imtations on --
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SENATOR GOLDEN: $350 nillion com ng
fromthe City of New York is part of that
$700 million; $350 mllion from UDC. That
makes up to $700 mllion.

There's an additional $350 nmillion that
we' ve got for econom c devel opnent for
outside the Gty of New York, and that would
be done by a nenorandum of under st andi ng
bet ween the Senate, the Assenbly, and the
Gover nor .

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Thr ough you, M.
President, just to clarify.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from
Senat or Schnei der man?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do so, M.

Presi dent .

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:  So until that
menor andum of understandi ng i s executed,
there is no direction in the legislation
telling us where this other $350 mllion
woul d be spent yet?

SENATOR GOLDEN: No spendi ng, yes, sir.
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SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:  Thank you, M.
President. Thank the sponsor for his
expl anat i on.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Krueger, why do you rise?

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER:  Thank you, M.
President. |If the sponsor woul d pl ease
yi el d.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to a question from Senat or
Krueger ?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER. Thank you very
much, M. President.

So as | look at this bill, we've got
the $350 mllion for the Javits through a
conmbi nati on of bonds and refinanci ng. But
nmy understandi ng i s under new federal |aw,
when we refinance bonds for 30 years to help
cover sonme of the expense on the Javits
package, that there will actually be noney
up front, cash up front. M understandi ng

is it could be as nmuch as $250 nillion
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addi tional cash up front fromthe
refinanci ng of the existing bonds.

What woul d that noney be used for, and
what are the rules in this bill of how that
addi tional $250 million m ght be used?

SENATOR GOLDEN:. That's part of the
$350 mllion fromthe UDC. W' re recouping
that nmoney fromthat refinancing.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER So it's -- so 250
pl us anot her --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or

Krueger --
SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: |'m sorry, M.
President. |If, through you --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Excuse ne. Are
you asking Senator Golden to yield to
anot her question?

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER. Thank you so
much, M. President. Yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from
Senat or Krueger?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or

yi el ds.
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SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER. Thank you very
much. Excuse ne.

So if | understand your answer, it
woul d be $250 million fromthe refinancing
pl us another $100 million in additiona
bonds to total that 3507?

SENATOR GOLDEN: No. M. President, it
woul d be $350 million in total fromthe UDC
nmoney.

W' re recouping that $350 mllion in
UDC noney by the refinancing of the debt,
the present debt that's at the Jacob Javits
Center today. That would give us that
250 mllion plus. The outlay -- outlaying
t hat noney sone years |ater would give us
the return of alnost conpletely
$350 million.

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you. M.
President, if through you the sponsor woul d
continue to yield.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from
Senat or Krueger?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
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yi el ds.
SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER. Thank you very
much, M. President.
And so again, to follow up on ny
col | eague's question, if we then nove down
the bill to page 30, Section 29, there's an
addi tional $350 million that is not part of
refinanci ng or the package you and | just
di scussed, and that additional $350 mllion
woul d cone out of the state treasury Genera
Fund, to be used for some purpose separate
t han anyt hing involving the Javits Center,
and that woul d not be UDC bond noney?
SENATOR GOLDEN: That's correct.
SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.
So -- thank you, M. President, if |
could continue to ask the sponsor to yield.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from
Senat or Krueger?
SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.
SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.

So if we add up the dollars fromthis
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bill before us, we include the new taxes

t hrough the hotel tax, we include the
refinanci ng and noni es through UDC for
Javits, and we include the separate

$350 mllion fromthe General Fund for

unst ated purpose at sone point in the future
t hrough an MOU for sone, quote, unquote,
econoni ¢ devel opnent activities not in a
city with a mllion or nore people, can you
tell me what this all adds up to as the
total cost for this bill for the Javits
Center?

SENATOR GOLDEN: The Javits Center cost
is $1.2 billion. Plus $350 million for
econoni ¢ devel opnent outside the City of New
Yor k.

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

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: |s there any
ot her Senator wi shing to speak on the bill?

Senat or Mont gonery, why do you rise?

SENATOR MONTGOMERY:  Yes, M.

President, | -- would the sponsor answer --
yield for a question?

ACTI NG PRES|I DENT KUHL: Senator ol den,
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do you yield for a question from Senat or
Mont gonery?

SENATOR GOLDEN: | do.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: M apol ogi es,
Senat or Gol den, if you have al ready answered
this. But | note in the information that |
have that the convention center hotel wll
be financed with separate hotel bonds,
decreased by hotel revenues and receipts.
Does that nean, then, that there are
additional -- there's additional bonding
that nmust happen in relationship to the
convention center as a whole vis-a-vis the
hotel that will be part of it?

SENATOR GOLDEN: It is being bonded and
being what | stated to you in the hotel tax,
that's repaying the debt or the financing.
It's all going to be bonded, yes.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: |If you woul d
continue to yield, Senator Gol den.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den,
do you yield to another question from

Senat or Mont gonery?
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SENATOR GOLDEN: | do, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Senat or
yi el ds.

SENATOR MONTGOMVERY:  So, Senat or
Gol den, anot her question that | have is that
this $1.50 per night hotel tax, does that
nmean, then, that the hotels in our borough
will have to pay or help to pay for this
$500 mllion for the purpose of the
convention center in Manhattan?

SENATOR GOLDEN:  Yes, it will. And the
reason, obviously, for that is because the
Javits Center will benefit all the Gty of
New York, all its five boroughs, by
i ncreased business. That will be increased
hotel roons, that will be increased dollars,
i ncreased revenues for the Gty and State of
New Yor K.

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: Al right. Thank
you, Senator GCol den.

SENATOR GOLDEN:. Thank you, Senator.

SENATOR MONTGOMERY: M. President,
briefly on the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or

Mont gonery, on the bill.
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SENATOR MONTGOMERY: Yes. | -- there
are several poison-pill aspects to this
| egislation that | wish to point out, one of
t hem bei ng that we have attached to this
| egi slation, which is specifically for the
devel opnent of the Javits Center, or

expansi on of the Javits Center, including a

hotel that will be part of it, and so on and
so on -- we have attached onto here anot her
$350 mllion in econom c devel opnent

projects to take place outside of New York
Cty.

So in a sense, this -- the Javits
Center expansion is being hijacked by the
$350 m I lion econom c devel opnent projects
out si de of New York City.

| amdefinitely in favor of economc
devel opnent dollars going for upstate,
outsi de of New York City. But certainly
there's no projects attached to this noney.
So who makes the decision? The sane three
men that everybody is already |ooking at as
part of our broken system the Governor and
t he Speaker and the Majority Leader.

My apologies to the Majority Leader,
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but this is the truth. It's right here in
the bill.

So there's no paraneters. W don't
know where the noney is going, howit's
going to be used, for what purposes. And
definitely, definitively we do have needs
for econom c devel opnent, upstate as well as
in New York City. But that's not what this
bill is doing.

And it's not setting any paramneters.
There's no indication that the 350 mllion
is going to go for real, sustained economc
devel opnent that is needed in upstate. So
this is a blank check to a certain three
people. And we all know who they are.
won't call any nore nanes.

In addition, M. President, this
| egislation allows the city charter to be
usurped. In fact, it states specifically
that the | egislation does not subject the
expansion to the New York Gty ULURP
process, so that it allows for the decisions
around t he convention center devel opnent to
be made w thout the input of

| ocal - governnment el ected officials. And |
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think that is wong. It is a mstake not to
have an official role that they will be able
to play.

| do, however, want to say a coupl e of
positive things that | think are really good
about this legislation. One of themis that
it does provide for all contracts -- and
it's in the legislation, so that is very
good -- for all contracts for construction
to consider a cormitnment by the contractors
to include mnority- and wonen- owned
busi nesses, pursuant to Article 15-A of the
Executive Law.

Every single piece of |egislation that
all ocate allocates tax dollars in this state
shoul d have that provision. So I certainly
conpliment the author of this |egislation,

t he sponsor and the sponsors, on including
that specifically inthe bill. 1 do hope
that that provision will be one that is very
closely nonitored and strictly adhered to.

| think it is also a good thing that we
require conpliance with the Wcks Law,
because one of the issues that we need to be

aware of is the fact that we need to spread
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the wealth in terns of construction of |arge
projects and to make sure that there is a
wi der possibility for participation.

Certainly I think it's a good thing to
have project |abor agreenents. But in the
absence of those, at |east we should have
the Wcks Law, so that there is a better
chance that small mnority- and wonen- owned
busi nesses can partici pate.

Overall, I'mgoing to vote for this
bill. | think that it's -- obviously, ny
col | eagues from Manhattan have spoken. They
feel that this is a good bill, it will help
t he econony of New York City.

| think there are some real issues
associated with how we are putting together
a package of bonding and funding that to
some extent will have to be paid for by our
children for generations out. And whether
or not they will in fact benefit fromthat
law, fromthis legislation, there is a
question. But that's how we do things in
New Yor k, unfortunately.

So, M. President, with those

reservations, and with the i ssues that |'ve




6249

raised, I will be voting yes on this
| egi sl ati on. Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Smth,
why do you rise?

SENATOR ADA SMTH: | rise, M.
President, to agree with nmy coll eague
Senat or Montgonery. | too will be voting
for this legislation, with reservations.

It has been brought to our attention
that this is the plan that was devel oped by
the Mayor of the City of New York. And
happen to represent a portion of Queens that
i s bounded by Kennedy Airport, and we have a
great deal of hotels at that |ocation. And
each of themw || be paying the tax.

And the Mayor and | have had a
di sagreenent because he placed a honel ess
shelter right beside these hotels, al nost
causi ng many of the other hotels to go out
of business. Right now, if he had of
i stened to me, we woul d have anot her hot el
to help pay the taxes instead of having
busi nesses teetering on the brink of
bankruptcy. And | hope that he wl|

reconsi der his previous decision to place a
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honel ess shelter in a thriving | ocation.

Econom c devel opnent is certainly the
nost inportant el enent to comunities such
as mne in Southeast Queens. And hopefully
the 15-A will redound to my conmunity, and
that those people who are currently
unenpl oyed or underenpl oyed will have the
opportunity to have neani ngful enpl oynent.
This is inmportant not only to Manhattan, but
to the other boroughs.

And therefore | will certainly be
voting in the affirmative.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senat or Bruno.

SENATOR BRUNO. Can we ask for an
i medi ate nmeeting of the Rules Conmittee in
Room 332.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There will be
an i Mmedi ate neeting of the Rules Conmittee,
i medi ate nmeeting of the Rules Conmittee in
the Majority Conference Room Room 332.

Senat or Brown, why do you rise?

SENATOR BROWN:  Thank you,

M. Chairman. | rise to speak on the bill.

You know, the $350 nmillion in this

| egislation that is dedicated to statew de
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econoni ¢ devel opnent is something that |'m
certainly very interested in. And certainly
as a representative of the Cty of Buffalo,
whi ch i s experiencing extreme econom c
difficulty -- a city with a control board, a
city with high unenpl oynent -- econom c
devel opnent is sonmething that we critically
need.

| am di sappointed that this | egislation
does not outline what the specific projects
are that we would be able to see in our
conmunities --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or Brown,
excuse ne for the interruption.

It just seens to ne that there's a | ot
of menbers on both sides of the aisle that
aren't paying too nuch attention to the
debate. And certainly what you're saying
deserves nore attention than they appear to
be giving to you.

So can we have a little quiet in the
chanber, please. |If you have to have a
conversation with a staff menber or anot her
menber, please take it out of the room

Thank you very nuch
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SENATOR BROWN:  Thank you,
M. Chai r man.

So that is one of the issues that gives
nme sone pause with this legislation. You
know, when we | ook at an anount as
significant as $350 nmillion and we are in a
position of voting w thout know ng clearly
what those projects will be, | think it is
cause for concern.

| amcertainly hopeful that sone of
this $350 million that is being voted on
today will be dedicated to econom c
devel opnent in the City of Buffalo, and I
wi sh we were in a position where we were
abl e to vote knowi ng what these projects are
going to be and being able to make cl ear-cut
deci sions on projects on a vote based on
havi ng t hat know edge.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
St avi sky, why do you rise?

SENATOR STAVI SKY: M. President, very
briefly on the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or

St avi sky, on the bill.
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SENATOR STAVI SKY: | want to echo what
Senat or Mont gonery said concerning the Wcks
Law. This is a very -- | think a very good
and i nportant section of the |egislation.
Wcks is sonething that's very inportant to
the people in nmy district, and |I' mdelighted
that there is a provision which will require
conpl i ance with W cks.

And |'mdelighted to support the bill.
| think that the econom c devel opnent that's
going to be engendered is extrenely
i nportant, and particularly upstate as wel |
as in the city of New York. So | will be
voting yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Krueger, why do you rise?

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

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

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER: Thank you.

Vell, I'"'mfaced with one of those
dilemmas | often amfaced with in this
chanber, because I'mon record as supporting

t he need for expanding the Javits Convention
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Center. | do think that it would be a good
thing for the econony of the city of New
York and, in fact, then for the state of New
York. But the devil is in the details.

And so despite the fact that on
Novenber 18th Senator Bruno put out a press
rel ease in a press conference tal king about
the need to reform many inportant things
here in the Senate, | see this bill today as
an epitonme of those problens that we have
yet to resolve.

We're doing a bill that when you add up
the nunbers is $1.55 billion of state nonies
and bond noni es and approval for the City of
New York to put their budget noney in. So
$1.55 billion for the Javits Center
expansion. |Is that good nmath? Does that
make sense? |'mnot sure with such short
notice, without even a three-day tineline to
revi ew t hose questions and to eval uate the
nunbers.

I"mal so very concerned that, in the
absence of public authority reformthat both
sides of this house say we want to do, that

we are expanding the powers of the public
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authority and furthering arrangenents

t hrough MOUs wi t hout anyone having a chance
to review any of it, the Legislature or the
public. And that's a dangerous warning sign
to ne.

We're al so not even questioning $1.55
billion being spent or authorized to be
spent by the State of New York, by public
authorities, and by the Cty of New York at

a point in history where the Governor tells

us we're facing a $6 billion deficit -- as
he plans, | believe, to announce a fee weeks
fromnow, in January -- where we know for a

fact that we're in crisis for our operating
and capital expenses both for the MIA and
for the school systens of our whole state,
despite the fact that the CFE instructions
are only specific to the New York Gty
school s.

So | wonder al oud why we woul d be
maki ng the decision in such short notice,
wi t hout any di scussion, wi thout any of that
time to evaluate $1.55 billion against the
framewor k of potentially having billions of

dollars that we need to spend and can't
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expl ain how we're going to get for schools
and public transportation and debt.

And is this stadium which | say |'mon
record in supporting, nore inportant than
our decisions within the budget context to
deci de whet her we shoul d be spendi ng noney
on buil ding schools and providing teachers
and expandi ng our subway systens and payi ng
for the operating costs?

| don't think it is reasonable for us
to make those decisions in a vacuumtoday --
again, with a nessage of necessity. And I
think that those are reasonable and rea
questions that we should be taking back and
aski ng oursel ves and ot her experts.

Again, $1.55 billion nessage of
necessity bill, brand-new bill, three, four,
even five versions between | ast night and
today. The price tag kept going up. The
details kept getting a little foggier.

So despite the fact that | do think
that, for the right price and the right
situation, expansion of Javits is inportant,
and while | do argue that for the right

price and the right situation economc
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devel opnent noney for upstate New York or
pl aces outside of New York Gty also would
be justifiable and worth the di scussion and
worth the deci sion-naking by both houses of
the Legi slature about what is a good or a
not - so- good use of governnment noney and
bondi ng authority, | don't see any of that
happeni ng here today.

| see a take-it-or-leave-it bill, $1.55
billion, no answers or unsatisfactory
answers to the question, nessage of
necessity, no reviews of the public
authority reformroles, no reviews of the
question of how nuch debt is it okay for the
State of New York to continue to all ow
of f - budget authorities to build up, with the
state ultimately and, in this case, the city
ultimately liable for the costs. No rea
di scussion with our comunities. How could
you have the discussion? This bill is a few
m nutes ol d at best.

This is how we've done business in
Al bany in the past. This is how | believe
the voters of the state have been urging us

to change how we do business. | think that
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this bill is the wong bill on the wong
day. And | believe we should go back and
reeval uate and get the answers for oursel ves
and our constituents.

So again, | would Iike to be able to
vote for a Javits bill, but I won't be
voting for this one.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: |s there any
ot her nmenber w shing to speak on the bill?

Senat or Schnei der man.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVMAN:  Thank you, M.
President. Briefly on the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Schnei derman, on the bill.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: | have to echo a
| ot of the comments of ny coll eagues.
feel very strongly that New York City needs
a true convention center. And everyone
knows that we | ose business and it's a
problem | have concerns about sonme of the
proposal s that are on the table.

Whet her or not you favor the current
stadi um pl an or some ot her expansion plan,

however, | think it is critical that we take
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a step forward. | amvery troubled by sone
of the issues ny coll eagues have raised
here, particularly with regard to the
process and with regard to the | ack of
clarity as to how funds are to be spent.

But there's one issue that really
hasn't been addressed that | want to
underline. This bill continues a pattern of
systemati c discrimnation agai nst the
taxpayers of the City of New York by the
State Legislature -- by the state
government; let's not |eave out the
Governor -- in that the only identified tax
to finance all of those projects is a New
York City hotel roomtax.

Now, | would urge ny coll eagues that we
have a | ot of prograns and projects,
construction projects and expansion projects
that we would li ke to undertake in New York
City. W have a crisis, as you know, in our
transit system in the financing of our
transit system W want to build a rai
freight tunnel. W want to build a
Second Avenue subway. W want to build

schools. And the New York State Court of
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Appeals | think is going to force us to fund
t he construction of schools in New York
Cty.

And yet in piece after piece of
| egi slation that we pass, the city and the
t axpayers end up footing the bill, mking it
al nost inpossible for the city to finance
its own progranms and its own projects and to
develop in the way that the voters and
taxpayers of the city want to devel op our
great mnetropolis.

| would urge all of you that you're
about to kill the goose that |ays the gol den
eggs. New York City is an econom c engi ne
for this state. W subsidize -- the
taxpayers in ny district and the rest of New
York City, we send to Al bany between $7
billion and $11 billion a year nore than we
get back in funds and servi ces.

How does that happen? That happens
because of bill after bill like this where
you identify a source of funding fromthe
city and the rest of it is just sucked up by
the state taxpayers, bonds floated that are

paid for by all the taxpayers of the state,
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including those in the city.

W need Javits expansion. W need a
Second Avenue subway. W need a rai
freight tunnel. But | would urge ny
col | eagues that if we continue this pattern,
we're going to have a major problem And we
are comng into a political season in New
York City where perhaps sone people who are
desiring to be elected to higher office, or
reel ected, are going to be tal ki ng about
this nore. This will be an issue this
com ng year

We cannot have a situation in which we
have 53 percent of the statew de
unenpl oyrment in New York Gty but we get
7 percent of the funds fromthe Jobs Now
program where we only get 12 percent of the
statewi de tourism grants.

O the 72 Enpire Zones in the state,
our signature econom c devel opnent program
only 10 are in New York City. And since the
city's econony had the worst hit, took the
worst hit it will ever take on
Sept enber 11th, 10 zones have been created,

none in the City of New York.
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So | would urge ny coll eagues, we have
to i nprove our process, as Senator Krueger
has so el oquently stated. But we al so have
to inprove the treatnent of our state's
greatest city. W are going to have fisca
problens for years to cone in this state.
The probl ens cannot be solved in school
funding, in transit funding or in economc
devel opnent, as in the Javits program by
pl aci ng an unfair burden on the backs of the
t axpayers of our city.

| am going to support this bill with a
viewto trying to correct sone of these
flaws and with an understandi ng that we are
goi ng to be having substantial further
negoti ati ons before this project actually is
underway. But | would like to rem nd
everyone here that as we head into the new
year, if we don't address the inbal ance and
we don't start treating the city taxpayers
fairly, we're going to have problens that
are going to start to hurt our state's
econony in ways that will affect every
muni ci pality and every jurisdiction.

Thank you, M. President.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Bruno,
to cl ose debate.

SENATOR BRUNGO. Thank you very nuch
M. President. And thank you to ny
col | eagues.

Wiere we are with this bill -- and,
Senat or ol den, thank you for your
| eadershi p, and the other city nenbers and
all the others that have been involved --
Speaker of the Assenbly, the Governor, the
Mayor's office -- to get us where we are
t oday.

And | was listening with great interest
to sone of the observations and comments.
And I'mnot going to go on at any | ength,
but I just want to add this to the
di scussi on.

Qur life relates around econom c
devel opnent and jobs. Wen you devel op the
econony and you expand the econony, you
create jobs, you create, hopefully, profits,
you al |l ow people to earn and pay taxes, and
you fund education, health care, nental
health, all the infrastructure that we're

tal ki ng about.
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And that's what this is all about, this
Javi ts expansi on, alnost doubling the size.
And | read in the papers that this
enhancenent is going to create additiona
revenue of sonewhere along the lines of a
mllion and a half a day. | think that's a
half a billion dollars a year. Now, that
was in the paper. And if it was in the
paper, it must be true.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR BRUNO. So | believe that, and
| accept that.

So why -- we're going to create
revenue. We're going to create tourism
gather that this takes this facility from
the 16th, 17th largest to about the third or
fourth in the country. And that allows us
then to entertain and do the kinds of things
to create the revenue. Not to nmention the
construction jobs, all of the construction
j obs, the permanent jobs and the rest of the
devel opnent that is potentially there for
t hat West Side.

And you can debate what's best, and

we'll debate that as to what's best. But
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the bottomline is you are doing a great
thing by getting this piece done, creating
j obs, creating additional revenue and
fundi ng education and health care and the
infrastructure and all of the good things
that are inportant in the |lives of people.

So I want to thank those of you that
have been so instrumental in getting us here
and thank you for your support.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
will read the | ast section.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This act
shal |l take effect inmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Call the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Record the
negati ve vote and announce the results.
Senat or Gol den, to explain his vote.
SENATOR GOLDEN:. To explain ny vote,
M. President.
| just want to clarify very quickly why
I"mvoting for this. And | think the |eader
did it very well and very eloquently. And

it was about jobs, and it is about jobs.
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And this particular $1.3 million
expansi on of that exposition space, that
86, 000 square foot ballroom that 1500-room
hotel at 42nd and 11th -- we're | ooking at
creating 25,000 jobs for just that one
project, 15,000 construction jobs, 10,000
per manent jobs. And that's just one project
that's going to be going on in the Gty of
New Yor K.

And then you take that with the other
$350 mllion that will go upstate to the
additional jobs that will be created outside
the City of New York -- and that's what
we' re supposed to be doing, is putting the
people to work in the city and the state of
New Yor K.

And this project does that. And this
is at the request of the Mayor of the Gty
of New York. And we're happy to see the day
come forward that we're having this bil
passed here on the floor so that we can see
t hese j obs.

And, yes, Leader, they are,
$1.5 mllion is lost each day that we don't

have an expansion to that center. And
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that's exactly what the paper said, and
that's correct. That's $1.5 million per
day.

So I'm hoping to see the Second Avenue
line, to see downtown Manhattan bei ng
rebuilt. | hope to see all these projects,
putting tens of thousands of people to work,
retaining all of that enployee taxes,
retaining all of that noney comng into the
City and the State of New York so that we
can have a prosperous city and state in the
future.

So | thank this body for voting for
this bill and voting for the future of this
great city.

Thank you, M. President. | vote yes.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Col den
wi Il be recorded in the affirmative.

Senat or DeFranci sco, to explain his
vot e.

SENATOR DeFRANCI SCO. | vote yes.

But since all we've been tal king about
is New York City, | just want to nake it
clear to ny constituents that this is not a

new Jets stadi um Because there's been an
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awful | ot of confusion about that issue.
That's nunber one.

Nunber two is that it's also inportant,
t he other conponent, that this is not only
about New York City, this is about the rest
of the state as well, because there's a
corresponding $350 mllion for the sane
creation of jobs el sewhere throughout the
state.

And for that reason, | vote aye.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
DeFranci sco will be recorded in the
affirmative.

Announce the results.

THE SECRETARY: Ayes, 58. Nays, 1.
Senator L. Krueger recorded in the negative.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The bill is
passed.

Senat or Bruno.

SENATOR BRUNOG: M. President, can we
at this time return to the reports of
standi ng com ttees.

And | believe that there is a report
fromthe Rules Conmttee at the desk.

woul d ask that it be read at this tine.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: We will return
to the order of reports of standing
commi ttees.

There is a report fromthe Rules
Committee at the desk. [I'Il ask the
Secretary to read.

THE SECRETARY: Senator Bruno, fromthe
Committee on Rules, reports the foll ow ng
bill direct to third reading:

Senate Print 7802, by the Senate
Committee on Rules, an act to anend the
Correction Law, the Crimnal Procedure Law,
the Penal Law, and the Executive Law.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Bruno,
notion to accept the report of the Rules
Commi ttee?

SENATOR BRUNO. So noved.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: All those in
favor signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.
(No response.)

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The report is

accepted. The bill is ordered directly to

third reading.
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Senat or Bruno.

SENATOR BRUNO: M. President, can we
at this tinme take up the bill. And is there
a message of necessity at the desk?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The Secretary
will read the title of Cal endar Nunmber 1970.

THE SECRETARY: Cal endar Nunber 1970,
by the Senate Committee on Rules, Senate
Print Nunmber 7802, an act to anend the
Correction Law and ot hers.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Bruno,
there is a nessage of necessity at the desk.

SENATOR BRUNG: | nove that we accept
t he nessage.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The notion is
to accept the nmessage of necessity on
Cal endar Nunber 1970, which is at the desk.
Al'l those in favor signify by saying aye.

(Response of "Aye.")
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Opposed, nay.
(Response of "Nay.")

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The nessage is
accept ed.

The bill is before the house.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN: Expl anati on.
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ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker,
an expl anation of Cal endar Nunber 1970 has
been asked for by the Acting Mnority
Leader, Senator Schnei der man.

SENATOR VOLKER M. President, this is
| egi sl ati on that we've only been working on
for maybe six or eight years recently.

Il will say this, that it is the
absolute end, for those who are out there,
of anything left of the old Rockefeller Drug
Laws.

You know, years ago -- | was here 32
years ago, actually 31 years ago when we did
drug law reform at that tine Rockefeller
Drug Law. Plus it was the second-fel ony
of fender, which was really a |ot nore
i mportant in many ways than the Rockefeller
Drug Law.

And Nel son took a great deal of unbrage
to me because | opposed himon a nunber of
things. He even pushed ne agai nst a wal
once. Said sone very unkind things.
won't get into the whole details. And it's
why I'mhere in the Senate, because | |ost

nmy Assenbly seat in part because of it.
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So, you know, | have a little history
of drug |laws going back a long tinme. The
funny thing is people have accused ne of
bei ng the big defender, when in reality a
fell ow named Domi nick Di Carlo and nyself
were -- and Perry Duryea were responsible
for a najor change in the so-called
Rockefell er Drug Laws. The origina
Rockefell er Drug Laws were nuch, nuch nore
draconian, | can tell you.

At any rate, what this bill does is to
do a further drug law reform On the
so-cal l ed Rockefeller Drug Law side, we once
again deal with the A-1 and A1l felonies,
drug |l aw felonies. And essentially, that's
what's left of the old Rockefeller Drug
Laws. We allow resentencing, we allow -- in
this case, we even allow an appeal for a
person who is in jail under an A-1 or an
A-1l1 if they should be turned down -- and
some have al ready been turned down, by the
way, because we have actually had nerit
time, and we are expanding it here.

We changed the | aw noving forward for

A-1 and A-lls. Essentially, we get rid
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of -- we have had, for instance, 15 years to
life and a maxi mumof 25 to life. W get
rid of that, and we set up a schene that is
all determnate. For a first-time Al
of fender with no violence, we provide an 8
years to 20 years determ nate sentence. So
a judge, for instance, has to sentence to 8
to a maxi mum of 20.

A violent offender, however, who has a
VFO, which is a violent felony offender,
obvi ously, and who gets tangled up in A-l
woul d be subject to a 15-to0-25 penalty. But
of course that penalty woul d be determ nate.
The judge woul d deci de what that penalty
woul d be. There would be no life term

W set up a series of changes in
post-rel ease supervision relating to
di scretionary parole, which judges are able
to deal with. W do not allow -- and | wll
say this, | probably shouldn't say it, but
we wll not allow the jail-break provision
t hat was proposed by sone people in the
Assenbly on B fel ons.

The problemwas if we all ow New York

City judges the discretion to send people to
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so-cal l ed diversion w thout any encunbrance
on them they'll do what they have al ways
done, and that is a lot of themwll

di sappear.

W don't do that. W allow diversion,
but only within sentencing structures and
only in a specific sentencing structure.

One of the main provisions, by the way,
that the Assenbly -- and by the way, this is
all stuff that was di scussed in conference
commttees. And the gentlenman in front of
nme here, the Mnority Leader, was a very
i nportant part of that. David Paterson was
a very valuable part of that conference
conmittee.

And actually what we have here is based
pretty well on that conference conmttee,
except that the areas where we had sone
di sputes either with the Assenbly or with
t he Governor -- because one of the things
that you have to understand, | said it at
the time, was the conference conmttee
coul dn't spend noney. And we had a probl em
at that tinme because there was a nunber of

di versi on prograns and things that we were
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tal ki ng about which would cost a | ot of
noney. And the Assenbly and the Senate were
sitting there without the Governor, and we
coul d nmake some deci sion and
reconmendat i ons, but we coul dn't recomend
nmoney.

What we' ve done here is basically take
t he agreenment we nade, nake a few changes in
the sentencing structure, and put it
toget her and cone to an agreenment. W have
excluded things |ike the WIllard program
And the reason we've done that, there's sone
di spute about that. The second-chance
program the pilot CADAT, guns and drugs and
ki ngpi ns.

But having said all that, we have here
set up a systemfor Al and A-Il felons. W
have rai sed the possession, the weights,
whi ch was sonet hi ng the Assenbly wanted very
badly. W have raised the weights for an

A-1 felon, for instance, fromtwo ounces to

four ounces. |In other words, at four ounces
they can then -- would be subject to the A-I
and -- I'msorry, four ounces to

ei ght ounces. It's A1l would be two ounces
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to four ounces, now we're getting it. The
possession. W do not deal with sale. W
only deal with possession.

There is a nmerit tinme provision in
here, a much nore extensive nerit tinme
provision. And we extend the use of CASAT
and the eligibility time for judicial CASAT.

This is a bill that will inpact on a
nunber of people who are convicted for drug
of fenses and will have the ability to do
consi derabl e diversion and will deal wth
all those people actually left who are part
of the Rockefeller Drug Laws, which is about
400 or 500 people, actually.

Let ne just say, to finish, our system
our prison system one of the nost
successful in the country, is now down to
about 62,500 inmates from 74,700, | believe
it was, some years ago. No crimnal justice
systemin the country has a falling crine
rate and a falling prisoner rate the way we
have in this state. You nust give sone
credit to the Governor and to this
Legi slature. And no one seens to want to

pay attention to it.
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W' ve done a good job. Wat this bil
does is an agreenent for drug diversion and
for sentencing changes that | think will be
in the best interests of the people of this
state and the best interests, frankly,
particul arly, of those who claimthat we
shoul d do nore and better prison diversion
for drugs.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Pat erson, why do you rise?

SENATOR PATERSON. M. President, |
hadn't risen yet. But --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Pat erson, |'ve always known you as a rising
star, so .

SENATOR PATERSON:. Ch, thank you, M.
President. And | read in the newspaper that
you're a rising star. And congratul ati ons.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Thank you, sir.

SENATOR PATERSON. There is -- drugs
are a vile and vicious malady. They turn
fam |y nmenbers agai nst each other, they
destroy communiti es.

| renenber in the novie "The Codf at her”

when CGeorge C. Scott, playing Don Corl eone,
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adnoni shes the other |eaders in the
syndicate not to start dispensing and

i mporting drugs, and they said to him
basically that this was sonething they were
going to do in the mnority nei ghborhoods,
the Hi spanic community in California, the

H spanic community in Florida, the

African- Amreri can conmunity in New YorKk.

And that's what was the case for a | ong
period of time, that drugs were a product
and a problemof the inner city. The issue
of drug abuse was never discussed in a
presidential debate until 1984.

And yet we have found that you cannot
contain human msery. It |eaps ghetto
walls. In New York City we've now found
that there are in many respects just as many
problenms with drugs in Forest Hlls and
G ove's Point as there have ever been in the
South Bronx and Central Harlem It has
crept to the highest |evels of our society.
They have drug problens on Wall Street.

However, it is as nmuch a nedi cal and
psychol ogi cal problemas it is a crimna

problem The attenpts to portray every
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| ow- | evel drug of fender as individuals who
are also violent is really not true. | know
this fromstatistics fromthe Departnent of
Crimnal Justice Services that listed the
figure at about 16 percent.

And then | would add nmy own persona
hi story. There were people who | grew up
with, people |I knew, people I still know.
There was a generation of a nuch different
attitude, a much different tinme, and not the
vi ol ence acconpani ed drug deal i ng that
occurred later on. Many of these
i ndividual s are still incarcerated and stil
becone i ncarcerated. The average age of
peopl e who are arrested is 32 years of age.
They are, in a sense, lifelong problens with
dr ugs.

At a tinme when we need to focus on the
aspects of crimnality that we still have
not addressed -- mnurders, rapes, thefts,

robberies and other forns of assault -- it

was our opinion -- and "our" means
Republ i cans and Denocrats, people from
upstate and downstate -- that after |aws

wer e passed sone years ago that they were in
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need of some transformation, that we were
i ncarcerating rather than providi ng any
rehabilitation. |In the fanpbus case the
State versus Sirro [ph.] it held that our
state prisons don't really rehabilitate at
all, that they sinply detain.

And so it has been a long fight on
whi ch today we can finally claima victory.
And though we can claima victory, | am
aware that our service in this area is
i nconplete. W need to provide greater
judicial diversion. W need to provide
enhanced treatnents, particularly treatnent
outside the facilities, prisons. And also
we need to provide sone form of probation,
as 32 other states do.

When this conference conducted sone
research | ast year, we found that 32 states
had | evel s of probation for drug offenses,
12 others had probation with conditions.
Only six had mandatory m ni num sent ences,
and of the six, New York had 30 percent
hi gher puni shnent tine than anyone el se,
maki ng New York the toughest state on drugs

in the country.
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W hel d public hearings and had
district attorneys from places |ike Texas
cone here and tell us about the anmpunt of
effort that they had waged and the reform of
their drug laws that have been achieved in
Texas. So it is ny opinion that we stil
have a way to go.

But for this effort, many peopl e have
wor ked very hard, they' ve worked for a | ong
time. Senator Vol ker tal ked about the six
to eight years in this nost previous effort,
one that | know Senat or Vol ker hopes has
ended.

And as good friends as we are, Senator,
| would really miss having all those
nmeetings with you. And so January 5th |I'm
com ng back, 1'mgoing to make an
appoi ntnent with you, and we're going to
keep tal ki ng about ways that |I feel we need
to dimnish the drug sentences in this state
and i ncrease opportunity for those who
ei ther made a mi stake or nade a choice in
their lives that was i ndeed against the |aw
but is not tantanount to the terrible

unl awf ul ness of other crines that accrue far
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| ess sent ences.

And it is really our whol e societal
view which is in nmany ways skewed about the
i ssue of substance abuse that | think
commands us and conpels us to take action.

So this is a victory, it is a tenporary
victory. 1 don't think anyone who is an
advocate really thinks that this is the
panacea to the problemw th drugs and
prisons in this state. But it is sonething
that is the result of efforts of a number of
people -- ny coll eagues who served on the
Rockefel | er Drug Reform Conference
Conmittee. And it was an issue that |
t hought was so inportant that, as a | eader
of one of the four conferences, | appointed
nyself to serve on that task force.

It is affecting so nany people in our
society. Everybody knows soneone who's had
some either unfortunate situation related to
drugs or is in some respects one that uses
drugs -- nmaybe casually, but it is a
condition, along with alcohol, that has
contributed to the destruction in many

respects of our famly units and our
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community cul ture.

| hope that all of us will be as
ri gorous as we have been in our negotiations
for this legislation and will go on to
provi de sonme of the renedies that we are
suggesti ng.

So | thank you, M. President, for this
time; Senator Vol ker, for his efforts;
Senat or Bruno, for allowing this bill to be
on the floor; and ny coll eagues Senators Tom
Duane and Vel nanette Montgonery, who served
on our individual task force that
accunmul ated all of the information that
enabl ed us to release a report in March of
this year that we hope hel ped us get to the
poi nt that we are now, nuch aware that we
have still sonme ways to go.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The chair
recogni zes Senat or Hof f mann.

SENATOR HOFFMANN:  Thank you, M.

Presi dent .

| would Iike to congratul ate Senat or

Vol ker for his yeoman's service in this very

significant piece of |egislation.
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And this marks a m | estone for another
very inportant reason, because for those of
us who serve in this chanber it has been
quite remarkable in recent years to receive
visits fromour forner coll eagues who had
served here and sponsored | egislation now
known as the Rockefeller Drug Laws, and with
the wi sdom of their years and the
perspective of their time out of the
chanber, chose to cone back and very bravely
ask for a review of this |egislation.

And | would like to personally thank
one such forner Senator, a good friend to
many of us, Senator Doug Barclay -- now
Anbassador Doug Barcl ay, anbassador to
El Sal vador -- one of those people who
shared the perspective that he was here when
these | aws were enacted, they seened |ike
the right thing to do at the tine.

This was a frightened country. It was
a time when people were terrified and they
were worried that any contact with drugs was
of course a downhill spiral that would | eave
to viol ence and degradati on of human life

and horrors unforeseen.
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Very rarely in those days when the | aws
were first enacted was there an awareness
that we now take for granted, that in fact
drug use shoul d be considered in many
i nstances another illness and a matter that
shoul d be treated in nany cases outside the
crimnal justice systembefore it becones a
matter of crimnal justice concern.

Di version into drug treatnment nust
continue to be the first priority for those
nonvi ol ent offenders, the first-tinme users.
And this state has indeed cone a long way in
that direction, and this is an inportant
pi ece of continuity to further that end.

But there's another category of people
who | think should be recogni zed when we're
tal ki ng about the changes in the Rockefeller
Drug Laws, and those are the wonen who were
doi ng what they thought they were supposed
to do for the nmen they | oved or were doing
sonmet hing for the nmen they | oved because
they were terrified, sonmetinmes victins of
domestic violence, also a subject not well
understood in those years when these | aws

wer e passed.
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And many of those wonen, acting out of
some form of coercion or m sqguided devoti on,
were the ones who wound up taking the rap
for sonmeone else. And to see those wonen
| anguish in jail and face a |life of great
unf ai rness because the | aws were so
i nequi tabl e has been an injustice that we
will now be able to correct.

So I'mespecially pleased today to see
that this matter has now finally cone to the
floor for a vote. | thank our Majority
Leader for allowing it to happen here in
these final days when | have an opportunity
to vote in support of this neasure.

And | know that there will be nore
steps in the right direction to help weed
out those serious predicate offenders, who
deserve |l ong sentences for all the right
reasons, fromthe people who have made a
m st ake or who have acted out of sone
personal fear and done sonething wong and
for that they should have sone kind of a
corrective action but not incarceration.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or Duane.
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SENATOR DUANE: Thank you, M.
Presi dent .

Is thisit? This is it? After al
this tine, this is what cones to the floor?
It would be an unbelievable stretch to cal
this Rockefeller drug reform Maybe, maybe,
maybe, maybe sentencing reform Rockefeller
drug reforn? No. That's not what this is.

Everybody's going to go, Oh,
congratulations, we did this big reform--
and now we can forget about it for years.
When are we going to pick this up again?
It's going to be years.

Yeah, sone A-1 category offenders,
they' Il have a chance to have their
sentences | ooked at. Looked at. But anyone
with A-1ls or Bs, nothing. You tell those
famlies that their kids aren't getting out
of jail. You tell those kids that their
fathers aren't getting out of jails.

Not hing in here for them nothing.

The ones that are stuck in jail, they
get nothing out of this. Nothing. GCh, oh,
maybe, maybe they get an additi onal

one-sixth off their sentences. But do they
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get to go before a judge and have their
sentences | ooked at again? No. That's not
in here.

What about new peopl e? Not hing.

Not hing. | don't know what bill ny
col | eague on the other side of the aisle was
| ooking at. There's nothing about diversion
in here. Bs don't get a chance for
probation. Of to jail with them \Wat
kind of reformis that?

Treatnment. |'msorry, where's the
noney for the treatnment? | nmean, WIllard
isn't even being expanded. People can go
earlier to nonexistent drug treatnent
prograns? What is that? It's a fool's
search.

If we were serious about treatnent, we
woul d treat this as a public health issue.
Not just a crimnal justice issue, but
public health. Ch, the drug war, it's
really worked great. So many | ess people
addicted to drugs. Wat planet are you
living on? This drug war nmakes no sense.
And this bill does nothing to fix it. There

is no nore treatnent in here. There's no
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di version. There isn't even an expansi on of
DTAP. It's not in here.
| can't believe after all this tine

this is what ends up on our desks.

Everybody stays in jail. New, newy
convi cted people, no -- no chance to go into
treatment. Of to jail. W should be

ashamed of ourselves. Rockefeller drug
reforn? Hah. | don't think so.
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
DeFr anci sco.
SENATOR DeFRANCI SCO. | stand and am
very pl eased to support this piece of
| egi sl ati on. About six years ago, | put
in-- or five years ago | put in the first
Rockefell er Drug Law reform for ny
conference. And it has been a | ong haul
And unfortunately, there are different
opi hi ons on every issue, but probably none
nore diverse than the opinions on this
particul ar issue. There are sone obviously
who are not satisfied about how far it went.
However, those people that are in jai
that have been sitting in jail on an A-I

felony, for exanple, and had no chance of
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getting resentenced and continue to sit in
jail while this conference and this
Legi sl ature does not hi ng because we can't
get everything one side wants, that | think
is the real tragedy.

This bill does double the anount of
drugs that are required to fit in the
various offenses. It does provide sone
relief for those in jail. It does provide
sorme nodification, which in ny mnd is a
heck of a | ot better than where we stand
ri ght now.

And | think that, you know, we heard
the sane argunents that Senator Duane has
made during our open conference commttees,
and we heard sonme as enptio -- as strong on
the other side of the issue. And we could
have sat forever not comng up with any
reformor any inprovenent. And | think that
woul d have been the wong way to do it.

So I'm happy that we do have this bill
It may not go far enough for sone. It
probably went a lot too far, nuch too far
for others. But | think the open conference

comm ttee process by which we bridge many of
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our differences is a process that we should
continue in nuch greater degree. And
hopefully we can get progress -- naybe not
perfection, because there's no |egislative
body that does -- in many other issues as
we've done in this bill.

And |'m happy to vote for this bill.
And | urge all others, even though they
m ght not have gotten everything they
want ed, to vote aye.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Sabi ni.

SENATOR SABI NI :  Thank you, M.
President. On the bill.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Sabi ni,
on the bill.

SENATOR SABINI: | don't think there's
any doubt that this is com ng before us
today as part of a political calculus.
Everything we do in governnent is subject to
t hat j udgnent.

And certainly we saw a district
attorney's race in the county in which we
neet affected by this. And there is clearly
some -- finally some outcry in nost of the

general public that these |laws are too
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draconi an and affected too nany peopl e.

So | think that by our doing it, we
shoul dn't kid ourselves into thinking that
we' re doi ng sonet hing here that was nobl e.
It's overdue.

And | think it's inportant that we
recogni ze that Senator Duane's right on the
matter of public health. You know, we're
dealing with the end product here, the
sentenced part. But we need to re-look at
and underline the fact that we need to keep
peopl e of f drugs and people who are on
drugs, get themoff drugs as a public health
strategy.

Qur state aid to localities on
treatnment is at the sane dollar level it was
10 years ago, and yet costs have gone up,

t he problem hasn't gone away. Drug
addiction is a disease, a disease that needs
to be treated. And this is sort of a start
at reformng the sentencing laws. And I
think in -- 1 agree with Senator Paterson it
shoul d just be a start.

But we also really need to take the

i ssue seriously in a way |arger than we
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have, and deal with the prevention end and
the treatnment end so that we won't, in the
future, be tal king about tens of thousands
of people who are in the corrections system
t hat have been caught up by what many fee
are unfair |aws.

| want to al so point out that the
first -- besides the people in this chanber
who have worked hard on this issue, in the
ot her chanber ny constituent and ny friend,
Assenbl yman Aubry, has nmade this a very
| onely crusade early on. And his nane
appears on this bill. | know he doesn't do
that lightly, because he feels very strongly
about this issue.

And he deserves a whole lot of credit
for keeping this issue alive and keeping the
enbers of interest in this issue alive when
others were hoping it would go away and t hat
we'd stop talking about. So | wanted to
note for the record ny admration for his
courage and persistence on this issue, and |
intend to vote in the affirmative.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senat or Sanpson
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had requested to speak, but | don't see him
in the chanber at the nonent.

Senat or Krueger is next on the |ist.

Senat or Krueger, why do you rise?

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

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

SENATOR LI Z KRUEGER. | appreciate so
much Senat or Duane's passion and
articul ateness about the flaws in this bill
And he is absolutely right, this is not
reform of the Rockefeller Drug Laws and this
is not the end of the story.

And I'll also point out, yet again,
we're doing this as a nessage of necessity
bill, not the way | think we should do
business in the State of New York. But I
m ght argue, given the history Senat or
Vol ker laid out of how frequently we have
circled and yet not noved forward on this
i ssue, that perhaps this is an energency,
justifiably a nessage of necessity bill
because we seemto be at a place where at

| east these two houses, both sides of the
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aisle, are willing to nmake sone begi nni ng
steps and progress by passing this bil
t oday.

| certainly hope that the nessage of
necessity fromthe Governor in relationship
to this bill signals that he actually wants
to pass this bill and that we don't find
oursel ves where he's sent the nessage and
then vetoes, as he did on the m ni nrum wage,
where apparently he felt the energency need
to veto a bill. Because if we nake the

progress that | hope we do today, it is only

a beginning. But even that will go to no
end if we don't get this bill signed into
| aw.

| also just want to reiterate what al
of ny colleagues on this side of the aisle
said today. Since there is no noney for
drug treatnment and there are no
alternative-to-incarceration prograns being
funded out of this bill, | say to us we have
to come back imediately in January to
address this, not have di scussions for
anot her six or eight years, Senator Vol ker.

Because hopefully the State of New York
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| earned fromthe problens that we created
when we deinstitutionalized the nentally ill
and did not reinvest that noney in
communi ty- based nental health services and
created a generation of chaos for ourselves
and for nentally ill people. W cannot
repeat that m stake when it comes to
ensuring that another public health crisis,
drug addiction, is not addressed fairly and
equitably in the context of sentencing
reform

So | will vote for this bill, as nuch
as | truly value the statenents nmade by ny
col | eague Senator Duane that none of us
shoul d go hone and say we finished our work
here today. But | urge that we pass this
bill, and | urge that Governor Patak
i medi ately sign this bill and so in January
we can cone back to the table and nove
forward again.

Thank you, M. President.

SENATOR DI AZ: Let's vote.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Connor.

SENATOR CONNOR: Thank you, M.

Pr esi dent .
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| realize that a ot of l|legislators
over the past years have worked very hard on
this. And | have also, in ny years here,
al ways appreci ated the necessity for
conprom se and the fact that in any
| egi slation you rarely get every -- any side
of any issue rarely gets everything that
t hey want.

That said, it's clear to nme that the
pressure for Rockefeller drug reform has
been buil ding and buil ding and buil di ng
t hese past years. And nmany, many vari ous
groups have taken up advocacy for reform of
t he Rockefeller Drug Laws. And | understand
sonmeone earlier nentioned about a win; you
know, cl ai myour w ns.

| don't ook at it that way. | don't
|l ook at it as a contest |ike we won, you
| ost; those who are on the other side lost a
little bit inthis, so let's take it.

Bef ore sone of these advocates were in
the field, I was in favor of a conprehensive
reform of the whol e Rockefeller Drug Laws.
Not just the sentencing provisions -- yes,

they are very inportant -- but at every
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| evel . CQuaranteed diversion prograns,
funded di version prograns. The possibility,
as 34 or 35 other states allow, of probation
at that B level. That's reform

And as Senator Duane said, this nay be
sonme kind of sentencing reformor sentencing
restructuring or sentencing restructuring
downward, but it's not Rockefeller drug
reform And the fact is | thought we'd
| earned a whole | ot these past years. You
know, Senator Vol ker was here and he -- |
wasn't here; | just renenber readi ng about
it as a citizen in the newspaper. Governor
Rockefeller's first proposal | believe was
the death penalty at the A level, the death
penalty for drugs. And the great
conprom se, the great softening that went on
then is, oh, we came up with things Iike
15 years to life. W -- | wasn't here, but
the Legislature did.

It was a tinme, as someone said, of
great fear. It was a time of ever-grow ng
crine statistics. Not just drug crines,
violent crinmes. You know, the strong beli ef

t hat nost robberies, nmuggi ngs, et cetera,
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et cetera were notivated -- and they
probably were at the tinme -- by addicted
persons needing to get noney to feed their
habi t .

There were ot her countervailing
approaches. | renmenber when | first cane
here, Senator Joe Galiber, an esteened |ate
menber of this body, who advocated for
| egal i zati on of drugs on the British nodel,
on the theory that you elimnate a | ot of
the need for the kind of prohibition-driven
need for noney and prices and so on, and you
treat it as a health problem and you attenpt
to either namintain people and, through
various treatnment nodalities, cure them

But, you know, the thing that's always
di sturbed ne about these Rockefeller Drug
Laws -- you know, and |'ve read the cases
where judges with tears in their eyes woul d
say: This is outrageous, but | have to send
this young woman to prison for 15 years to
life, or this young nman. Invariably, the
peopl e who got sentenced, it seemed to ne,
wer e young or nenbers of mnority groups or,

at the very | east, poor.
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And in ny experience, |'ve known
doctors and | awers and busi nesspeopl e who
devel oped really heavy drug problens. And a
very dear friend of m ne, unbeknownst to his
friends and all, devel oped a very heavy drug
probl em and di ed of an overdose. He was
qui te a professional.

But those peopl e never seemto get
caught up in this send-themoff-to-jail
thing. They just didn't get busted. Maybe
because they had noney and, | don't know,
pl aces to use or possess. O they didn't
| ook |i ke the kind of people the cops were
going to frisk or search their car or
anyt hing. They never had the encounters
with the law, albeit they ruined their |ives
and their famlies' lives and very often
cost themlives because of their addiction.

So drugs are a horrible thing. But
this need to take a political win out of
it -- 1 viewthe political pressures that
have built up for Rockefeller reformas a
good thing. And that pressure should be
still on until we get real reform And for

the various reasons people articulated --
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Senator Duane said it well -- this isn't
enough.

And | think for political colleagues,
| egi sl ative col |l eagues, and for advocates to
say, Let's take this as sort of a win or
it's awin and go fromthere, we can
adnmoni sh, M. President, our coll eagues al
we want about "and when we cone back here in
January, let's take up this issue again
after this is passed and signed, and we
should do it right away in January." It's
not going to happen. There's not a sou
here who's famliar with the workings of
this Legislature who think we're going to
touch Rockefeller Drug Law again for many
years.

And all that pressure, all that

pressure that's built, and the reason why we

got this attenpt, this attenpt -- this is
not an attenpt to reformthe Rockefeller
Drug Laws. This is an attenpt to let the
air out of the tires, the pressure that's
been buil ding for Rockefeller Drug Laws.
And once this passes and the Governor signs

it, you will hear that "sssss" of the air
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com ng out of that tire that's built up with
all the advocates and the editorials and the
public awareness. The air will just go out
of it. And it will be a long, long tine
bef ore we get anything that's a rational,
conpr ehensi ve reform of the Rockefeller Drug
Laws.

| didn't support reformng the
Rockefell er Drug Laws to score a politica
win, to be able to put in ny newsletter "W
did a bill at last, great victory.” | did
it to get a real Rockefeller drug reform
and this isn't it.

So, M. President, I"mgoing to vote
no.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Sanpson, on the bill.

SENATOR SAMPSON:  On the bill.

| rise to ditto what Senator Connor
said, and al so Senator Duane. | don't | ook
at this as a win. But, you know, the old
cliche is that sonetines you have to craw
before you can wal k. W are taking a first
step to put New York State in the

mai nstream and we have to take that into
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consi der ati on.

You know, and as everyone said, this is
not a win. W just won a small skirm sh.
There's still a battle, and there's stil
the war. And we have to understand that
even if the advocates don't keep up the
nonentum and the fight, as coll eagues, we
need to keep up the fight and keep up the
nonentum  Because it takes a period of tine
for change to occur, and it did take a
consi der abl e anount of tine.

But the witing is on the wall. W
understand that the electorate nowis no
| onger satisfied with the status quo. It's
al | about changes and everybody wants to be
reformers now. And we have to understand,
if we want to cone back in 2006 and
thereafter, we have to understand that we
need to take care of this issue.

But once again, this is not a wwn, and
| don't think we all consider it to be a
win. But it's just a first step in noving
New York State to the mminstream

Thank you. | vote aye on the bill

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
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Schnei derman, to close for the Mnority.

SENATOR SCHNEI DERMAN:  Thank you, M.
Presi dent .

| think that it's very inportant for
everyone here to recogni ze that there are
sentencing laws and there is a | ot of
confusi on about what's a Rockefeller drug
| aw and what's not a Rockefeller drug |aw,
however you describe it.

We're tal king about reformng the | aws,

and this is a very, very small step. It

will benefit thousands of New Yorkers. They
wi |l have their sentences reduced. People
will be in prison for drug possession for

shorter periods of tine. But it does also
| eave tens of thousands behi nd.

But nore inportant than the sentencing
grid, and this is what sone of ny coll eagues
| believe have alluded to, is the fact that
we have to change the Rockefeller drug
approach. And let's be honest about this.
There's got to be a fundanental change that
goes beyond tinkering with the sentencing
grid, and that has to be to say: It doesn't

make any sense to put people in prison for
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drug possessi on.

And a | ot of you were here when the
District Attorneys Association cane up and
gave its presentation. It does not reduce
crime to put people in prison for drug
possession. It does not reduce drug use to
put people in prison for drug possession.
These | ong sentences haven't worked.

| renmenber, you know, the presentation
by sone of the district attorneys, who |
understand they don't want to give up their
power, the power that they get through this
deternmi nate system of incredibly |ong
sentences. But their argunents do not hold
water. They say crinme has gone down since
we' ve had the Rockefeller Drug Laws. Well,
crime has gone down in all these other
states that don't have Rockefeller Drug
Laws.

So let's ook at this as Senator Duane
and others have said. This is a public
health matter. And prior to the adoption of
t he Rockefeller drug approach in New York
State, it was treated as a public health

matter.
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So this bill is a very small step
forward. | think that we do have to

recogni ze the fact that there are thousands

of people whose lives will be better because
of it -- people who will get out of prison,
peopl e who will continue to go to prison,

many thousands of people, and the famlies
of those offenders who will benefit. So it
is a benefit. It doesn't have any negative
enhancenents or any of other things that
have poi soned previous bills.

But it does not change the fundanent al
approach. And | would urge all of you that
t he advocat es have pl edged that they're
willing to cone back. | know that our
counterparts in the Assenbly, Assenbl ynan
Aubry and ot hers, have pledged that they're
willing to cone back. And we have to
recogni ze that tinkering around the edges is
not going to solve this problem

We're not tal king about sonething that
really should even be in the real m of
sentencing reform W' re tal king about
sonmet hing that should be in the real mof the

reality of treatnent of people with drugs.
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And this is not everybody with drugs,
let's al so recognize that. | nmean,

93 percent of the offenders doing tine under
these | aws are black and Hi spanic. And if
there's anyone here who believes that

93 percent of the drug use in this state
occurs only by black and Hi spanic peopl e,
then I woul d suggest that you really need to
go back to school before you conme back and
serve in this body. That is a statenent
that these drugs have an inpact in

communi ties based on race, not based on drug
use.

These | aws have an i npact based on your
ability to afford a good | awyer, not based
on drug use. They don't reduce crinme. They
don't reduce drug use.

This is a very snmall step forward. |If
we stop here, we aren't doing our job and I
don't think we really can be proud of our
record on this issue. But | amgoing to
vote yes, because it is a small step that
wi || benefit thousands of New Yorkers. It
is a step towards sone reform

And | hope when we cone back in January
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we' Il change our focus and stop talking
about sentencing reformand start talking
about changi ng the Rockefell er approach.
There is no evidence of any kind that it
reduces crine or drug use.

Let's get real. Let's do what Senator
Pat erson did when he surveyed all the 50
states and canme back with a report show ng
that all these other states that are
supposedl y tougher on crine -- Texas,
Al abama, Arkansas -- have far shorter
sentences for drug possession and they're
not suffering a crinme wave as a result.

This is a very snmall step. But we need
to change our approach. W need to change
t he approach of this state. |I'mgoing to
support this legislation, but with the
comm t ment and under standi ng of our
conference and our conference | eader and of
our col |l eagues on the outside, people who
have cone fromas far away as Argentina to
help in this fight, people who have cone
here over and over again and given their
time, people who are ex-offenders who have

rededi cated thensel ves to this cause, that
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we will not et this go. Let's cone back
and get back to work on changing this
appr oach.

Il will vote yes, and | urge everyone to
do so. But | urge that nore inportant than
how you vote on this bill is the
reaf firmati on of our commtnent to change
these | aws once and for all, starting in
January.

Thank you, M. President.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The chair
recogni zes Senator Bruno, to close for the
Majority.

SENATOR BRUNG. Thank you, M.

Presi dent .

Agai n, we have | egislation before us
that has taken years, years and years and
years, to get where we are today. And
agai n, you know, when you listen -- and sone
feel that this doesn't go far enough.
You're right. You're right. There's no
debate. There's a lot nore that can be
done. The rehab prograns, the alternatives
to incarceration, you' re absolutely right.

We have all concluded and agree, thanks
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to the | eadership of Senator Vol ker, of
peopl e who wor ked through the night, the
Governor, the Assenbly, many of you, ny
col | eagues, to get where we are.

Now, we have passed, just so you know,
sonmething like 12 bills since 1977 to change
the dramatics and the trauma of the
Rockefeller Drug Laws. Now, it wasn't
enough. But we did a |l ot of things and
we're doing a lot of things today to enhance
and to hel p peopl e who, yes, they need help.

They don't need to go up, l|ike Elaine
Bartlett, who served 16 years of, | think,
25 to life. And I, with nany of you,
appeal ed to the Governor for her, and for
three others, that pardon. She wote a
book, maybe you read it, Life on the
Qutside, a rather tragi c and unhappy endi ng.
Wll, we want to change life for people like
her. She's going on with her life --

16 years.

And | have net, like you have net,
chil dren of people who are incarcerated,
9-year-olds, 10-year-olds, kind of pleading
for help. Well, we're helping. W're
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hel ping. And we are doi ng sonething here
t hat changes people's lives. And don't
mnimze it. Please, don't mnimze it.
We've had a | ot of years to get here.

And what |'msaying to all of you is
sonet hing you already know. There is nore
to be done. And we're going to get there,
and we're going to do it. Because the
bottomline really is to help people, help
people. Those that are nentally afflicted,
chemcally afflicted, just their
envi ronment .

Al'l of us have our |ife experiences.
And there's sonmeone that's working not too
far fromhere that went up, with three
little children, and that woman i s now
wor ki ng not too far fromwhere we are, on a
nonvi ol ent drug offense. Now, you talk
about injustice, to put a nother of three
chil dren away for a nonviol ent drug offense
when she was hel pl ess in her community and
exposed and caught. That's wong. That's
tragic. Ruins people's |ives.

So we in this chanber, with the

Governor and with the Assenbly, are going to
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make a huge difference in people' s lives.
So let's be proud that we're going to help
t housands and t housands of people -- yeah,
t housands -- presently, in the future, and
sone that are incarcerated now. Let's be
proud of that.

And let's resolve that we're going to
go on and continue to talk on how we can
create alternatives for nonviolent drug
of fenders and for other offenders.

There are young people going to jail
for first-time offenses who have accidents,
who do things, who are msguided in their
youth, |ike many of you in this chanber.

Li ke I was when | was 14 and 15 and 16. And
| thank the good Lord, frankly, that I

didn't end up |ike sone of ny friends who
went to reformschool. One guy died in
jail, that | grew up with. You have

nei ghbors, you have friends.

Now, had there been alternatives for
some of these people, they could go on and
| ead a constructive, productive life,

i nstead of putting themin jail for a year,

for two years, for three years. For what?
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To teach them what?

So sone of ny colleagues think that as
| get older that I'mgetting nore liberal.
It's not being |iberal.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR SCHNEI DERVAN:  Cone on, cone
out. Cone out.

SENATOR BRUNG: That is not being
liberal. W' re talking about humanity.
We're tal king about people.

And yeah, | have |earned, as |'ve
gotten older, that there is a way to deal in
life, and the nost critical thing that we
can all focus on that we're doing here
today, and that we do tonorrow and the next
day, is to think about those people that get
in trouble and how we can hel p them get out
of trouble, straighten out their lives, be
productive and constructive citizens.
That's what we have to work on. And that's
what we want to work on, and that's what
we're going to continue to work on.

So let's be proud of what we're doing
here. And, M. President, |I'mproud to be

supportive and proud of ny coll eagues and
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our relationship with the Governor and the
Assenbly and that we can get to where we are
with this vote.

Thank you.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The debate is
cl osed.

Senat or Bruno, there is an Assenbly
bill at the desk. W have a substitution,
if we'd like to take that at this tine.

SENATOR BRUNO. Pl ease do so

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: "Il ask the
Secretary to read.

THE SECRETARY: Senat or Bruno noves to
di scharge, fromthe Commttee on Rul es,
Assenbly Bill Number 11895 and substitute it
for the identical Senate Bill Nunmber 7802,
Third Readi ng Cal endar 1970.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The
substitution is ordered.

The Secretary will read the | ast
secti on.

THE SECRETARY: Section 2. This act
shal |l take effect inmediately.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Call the roll.

(The Secretary called the roll.)




6315

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker,
to explain his vote.

SENATOR VOLKER: Yeah, 1'd like to do
this very quickly, if I could. 1'Il do ny
best. And I'mnot going to respond to sone
of the discussion.

But | do want to thank Senator Bruno.
And it's interesting, because he nentioned
El aine Bartlett. And I'mgoing to tell a
story that | probably -- because one of the
people | want to thank in part is a fell ow
by the nane of Charles Godin, for what's
happeni ng here.

What happened is | was on a program
with M. Godin, who, as sonme of you nay
know, who's a TV person. And we got to be
friends, and he told ne about sone people
that were in jail under drug laws. And I
guess they were Rockefeller Drug Laws. |
mean -- by the way, this finishes
Rockefell er Drug Laws altogether. As Eric
says, there's other laws, but there's no
nore Rockefeller Drug Laws. The B fel onies
are not -- but | don't want to get into

t hat .
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But anyways, of the four people that
were recommended to us -- and Joe Bruno went
to bat, to the Governor and nyself. And al
four of those people, if | remenber right,
wer e pardoned. And we | ooked at a whol e
bunch of people, and there were certain
criteria.

And the reason | nention that is that
he is getting a little nore liberal as he's
gotten older. Now, |I'mnot.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR VOLKER: But we all are, a
little bit. But | think we realize and | ook
at crimnal justice, | think, alittle
differently.

But | also want to thank the nenbers of
the conference conmttee, Senators Col den,
DeFr anci sco, Nozzolio, and of course Senator
Paterson. | also want to thank two staff
peopl e who have been with this forever. One
is Joe Messina, who's done a super job,
spent all night, by the way, working on
this. | knew we had what we thought was an
agreenent | ast night.

But, you know, | nust tell you
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sonmething. Senator Bruno is the reason this
is here, because he has sort of baby-sat
this issue between the Governor and the
Assenbly. It's just been -- it has been
very difficult. | don't want to -- but I
read these stories about the Senate bal ki ng,
and | have to | augh, because we've done
everyt hi ng we coul d.

I would like to just finish up by
saying one nore thing. | call this a
never-endi ng story. In fact, you know,
crimnal justice is a never-ending story.
And, Senator Connor, | would only say this
to you. And | suppose, you know, |
shoul dn't be saying this, because sone DAs
and stuff -- this is not over. Senator
Paterson and | are going to talk in January.
We are already planning to deal with those
ot her issues that we put to the side.

There's a couple of reasons, by the
way, nore than just the issue of doing drug
reform Because we have these
m ni mum security prisons sitting out there
that we think are perfect for drug prograns,

the diversion prograns. W' re already using
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a lot, you know, in prison.

And by the way, Father Peter Young and
nysel f worked very hard to get al cohol and
drug progranms working in prison, and eight
of our prisons have super al cohol prograns,
whi ch we never had before. | don't take
credit nyself; it's Father Young who did
that, who | think is a saint.

But I want to point out, we've done a
ot in our prisons. And New York has noved
faster to get rid of nonviolent offenders,
as far as I know, than any state in the
uni on. We now have --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker.

SENATOR VOLKER: -- 62,500 inmates --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker.

SENATOR VOLKER  Cal i fornia has over
160,000. | just want to tell you that.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker.

SENATOR VOLKER: But we have done, |
think, a good job. W're going to continue.

| vote aye.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Vol ker
wll be recorded in the affirmative.

Senat or Mont gonery, to explain her
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vot e.

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

Qobviously there's a | evel of
di sappointnent, and it's certainly expressed
in the debate by my coll eague Tom Duane.

But I'"'mgoing to also vote no. And the
reason that I'mvoting no is because the
central issue in relationship to reform of
these laws in our state is judicial
di scretion, and it is blatantly absent from
this |egislation.

So without judicial discretion,
notwi t hstanding all of the wonderful things
t hat have been said and that we're talking
about here -- it's going to help the wonen,
it's going to help this one and that one --
it is not going to help them except where
t hey have a reduced determ nate sentence if
they are a first-tine nonviol ent offender.
Everybody el se gets the sane that they
al ready have.

So that's a problem And | think that
until we do that, we are not really

reform ng. W have a sentence
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restructuring, to sone extent, and for that
| am happy.

Al so, for people in ny district, | have
wal ked i nside the prisons. And every tine |
go in there and sit down with a group of
inmates, it is very clear that they are
there primarily because they were
drug-addicted, initially, and because of
that drug addi ction becane involved in
crimnal activity. They need treatnent.
They will cone out, they conme back to
districts like | represent. A nunber of
them are already back. And without the
support of a strong treatnent program they
cannot successfully reintegrate. That is
not in this |egislation.

So I"'mvoting no because this -- | can
just see the headlines right now, "New York
St at e Does Rockefeller Reform Legislation,”
and that will be it for the next 25 years.
l"msorry to say --

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Mont gonery, how do you vote?

SENATOR MONTGOVERY: |'mvoting no,

because | don't think that we have done what
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we pronised that we would do in terns of
Rockefeller reformfor this state. |'m
voti ng no.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Mont gonery will be recorded in the negative.

Senat or Parker, to explain his vote.

SENATOR PARKER M. President, first
I"d |like to acknowl edge all of the work that
has been done on this and really thank the
| eaders of both houses for all their effort
on this issue.

However, this bill, I'"mvoting no,
because this bill is change with no rea
di fference. W have not stood up agai nst
white supremacy, we have not stood up
agai nst the prison industrial conplex that
we have here in the state of New York, and
we have not nmade any significant changes to
the lives of the people who really need
hel p, including sone of the people that
Senat or Bruno nentioned in his
illustrations.

I"'mglad that there are so many people
who are still interested in reformng. |'m

gl ad that Senator Bruno indicated that this
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is not enough and that we need to do nore.
But I'mvoting no today because this bil
does not include probation, it still does
not create enough discretion for DAs or for
judges. There's still no treatnent in
communities, nor is there enough -- or
actually no noney for transition for
prisoners back into our conmunities.

And we really have to deal with the
i ssue of people in the B fel ony category.
And unl ess we do that, we have not done
Rockefell er Drug Law reform

Pl ease do not go back to our
communities and start saying that we've done
it, because we haven't. This has been, you
know, some reform of sonething, mybe
sentencing. But this is not Rockefeller
Drug Law reform

And I'"'mreally hoping to have an
opportunity to work with you on doi ng that
in the future, but I vote no on this bil
t oday.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Parker
will be recorded in the negative.

Senator Smith, to explain her vote.
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SENATOR ADA SM TH.  Thank you, M.
Presi dent .

|'ve seen the bill, I've read it
closely, and this is not Rockefeller Drug
Law reform It is a nodi cum of sentencing
reform And any bill that does not include
some funding for treatnment is clearly not
adequat e.

However, the advocates that have worked
on this believe that this is a beginning.
question their desire to have this bil
pass, but at their request | amvoting in
the affirmative. And | sincerely hope that
i n January, when we cone back, that we wl|
join together and go do the job that needs
to be done to truly reformthe Rockefeller
Drug Laws.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senator Smth

will be recorded in the affirmative.
The Secretary will announce the
results.

THE SECRETARY: Those recorded in the
negati ve on Cal endar Nunber 1970 are
Senat ors Connor, Duane, Montgonery, and

Parker. Al so Senators Andrews and
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Hassel | - Thonpson. Ayes, 53. Nays, 6.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: The bill is
passed.

Senat or Paterson, did you wish to --
excuse ne.

Senat or Bruno.

SENATOR BRUNG: Is there anything el se
at the desk, M. President, that has to be
done?

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: There is no
housekeepi ng at the desk.

SENATOR BRUNG: There i s nothing el se
to be done. | refuse to use the word
"“housekeepi ng," okay? There is nothing el se
at the desk.

I woul d suggest at this tine that you
recogni ze our esteened col |l eague and | eader
Senat or Pat erson.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL:  Senat or
Pat er son.

SENATOR PATERSON. Thank you, M.

Presi dent .

I"d like to wi sh Senator Bruno and al

of you a very happy holiday season. W have

menbers who are |eaving, and | think Senat or
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Bruno is the one who shoul d properly
recogni ze them

I would Iike to point out that one
menber that checked in earlier and left is
Senat or Lachman. And we will m ss Senator
Lachman. | will particularly m ss Senat or
Lachman' s graphic descriptions of his
frequent ailnments that he |likes to share
with us all the tine.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR PATERSON. And he's still going
to continue to work in higher education and
in governnent with us, and so we'll see
Senat or Lachman back here on occasion.

I wish all of you a happy holiday in
spite of the fact that no one in this
chanber, not mny coll eagues nor staff, could
be ki nd enough to get up and tell nme that it
was Marl on Brando, not George C. Scott, who
pl ayed "The Godfather," which won the
Acadeny Award in 1972. George C. Scott, as
Patton, won the award in 1973.

And that's also the first mstake |'ve
made in this chanber in 19 years, and | want

the other |leader to know that | can admt to
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(Laughter.)
SENATOR PATERSON: And finally, to you
M. President, honestly, | was elected to
serve in this chanmber in 1985, but | first
cane to this chanber when | used to sit on
the page's stools and watch ny father in
1965. So | have watched Senate proceedi ngs
off and on for nearly 40 years. And no one
has ever been a better parlianentarian or
tenporary president serving in that capacity
than yourself. You have been absolutely
out st andi ng.
(Appl ause; standi ng ovation.)
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Can we have
sonme order in the chanber, please.
(Laughter.)
SENATOR PATERSON: | still have that
B.B. King CD | prom sed you ten years ago
when our offices were next to each other,
and | will give it to you before you | eave.
Congratul ati ons on your election to the
House of Representatives, Senator Kuhl.
And you really did a terrific job. |

notice that every tine there was a difficult
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debate, they woul d al ways put Senator Kuhl
in that chair. And now that you're | eaving,
| can't wait for a controversial issue,
because | thought that you knew the rul es
better than anyone, and now | think the
Majority is in a lot of trouble.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR PATERSON. So | really,
seriously, want to wish all of you a happy
hol i day and thank the Majority for your
professionalismin working with us in this
sessi on, 2003 and 2004.

ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Senat or Bruno.

SENATOR BRUNG. Thank you, M.

Presi dent .

Thank you, Senator Paterson. And can
suggest that you enjoy the holidays and stop
wor ki ng so hard.

(Laughter.)

SENATOR BRUNG: And | say that in al
good nature, thinking about your goodw I
and your health.

And | want to really just wish all of
you -- because the chances are good that we

may not be back here this year. There's no
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certainty in our lives, and | just, you
know, want to share that thought with you
and that there is always the possibility
that your responsibilities and your
obligations in elective office necessitate
your com ng back. And I know that you're
al | good-natured about that, and willing as
well as able. So |I thank you for that.

And | really want to thank you for your

camaraderie, for the goodwi || this past
year, nost of the tinme -- especially while
we're in session -- and for the good works

that we have been doi ng.

And to Senator Kuhl -- and thank you,
Senat or Paterson, for that acknow edgnent.

And, Randy, to your coll eagues here who
really just hold you in the highest regard
and the highest esteem you' re el evated up
there and you're going to be ascending to a
| arger constituency that you will represent
as capably and as ably as you have your
Senate district, and we're all proud that
you go into a |larger constituency and bei ng
responsi bl e and responsive. |It's been a

pl easure having you here as a col | eague.
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And | hope that we don't see you back
here presiding this year. And | say that
good- nat ur edl y, Randy.

And to Senator Hoffrmann, on this side
of the aisle, and Senator Mendez, this my
be their |last official session, if we end
the year, and I want to wish themthe very
best as they go on, as the other coll eagues,
| i ke Senator Lachman, who just go on in a
di fferent phase of their lives. And life
does go on. And in whatever ways, there is
another life out there. And we just w sh
you all the very best in enjoying your life
in whatever it is that you' re doing.

| want to wish you all just the very
best in this holiday season. Hanukkah,
bel i eve, starts tonight, for those that
worship in these next eight days, and the
Christmas season. And the Christmas season
i S upon us.

So hopefully we can take just a | ot of
just good feelings out of this chanber with
us as we go forward, and just go forward
with the respect and the camaraderie that

truly exists in a chanber |ike this where we
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have the ability to affect people's lives in
SO0 many constructive and positive ways. So
t hank you.
And, M. President, there being no
further business to cone before the Senate,
| would nove that we stand adj ourned,
subject to the call of the Majority Leader,
and i ntervening days to be | egislative days.
And God bless you all. Thank you.
(Appl ause.)
ACTI NG PRESI DENT KUHL: Wt hout
obj ection, the Senate stands adjourned,
subject the call of the Majority Leader,
i nterveni ng days to be |egislative days.
(Wher eupon, at 6:16 p.m, the

Senat e adj ourned.)




