
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1982 

SESSION OF 1982 166TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 15 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1982. 

The Senate met at 10:00 a.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor William W. 
Scranton III) in the Chair. 

PRAYER 

The following prayer was offered by the Secretary of the 
Senate, Hon. MARK R. CORRIGAN: 

0 God, our Father of this Commonwealth, William Penn 
said, "Government is of divine origin and any government is 
free where laws rule and the people are a party to those laws." 

Guide these Legislators to formulate laws with wisdom and 
justice. Fill us with the spirit of our forefathers so that as 
they, we might use the authority vested in us for the service of 
the common good. Amen. 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present, 
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the preceding 
Session, when, on motion of Senator JUBELIRER, further 
reading was dispensed with, and the Journal was approved. 

SENATOR JUBELIRER TO VOTE FOR 
SENATOR BELL, SENATOR HOLL 

AND SENATOR HOPPER 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request temporary 
legislative leaves of absence for Senator Bell, who is meeting 
with a student advisory committee in his Senatorial district, a 
committee of eleven high schools; for Senator Holl, who is on 
his way and is attending to legislative business; as well as 
Senator Hopper, who will be here by the vote after the initial 
Session is finalized. I request those three temporary leaves of 
absence. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leaves are granted. 

SENATOR ROSS TO VOTE FOR 
SENATOR SCANLON, SENATOR HANKINS, 

SENATOR O'PAKE, SENATOR FUMO 
AND SENATOR McKINNEY 

Senator ROSS. Mr. President, I ask for legislative leave for 
the following: Senator Scanlon, who is attending a conference 
of insurance legislators meeting on Workmen's Compensa
tion and I have a letter from him documenting that request; 
also a request documented for a temporary leave for Senator 
Hankins, meeting in Philadelphia regarding current legisla
tion with his constituents; Senator O'Pake who is committed 
to a student session the same as Senator Bell; a temporary leg
islative leave for Senator Furno who is meeting with the 
Chamber of Commerce on unemployment compensation and 
he should be here shortly; and a legislative leave for Senator 
McKinney who has documented the fact that he is meeting 
with the Deputy Secretary of Welfare and constituents with 
regards to the closing of several health institutions within his 
district. For the time being those temporary leaves are 
requested. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection and the 
leaves are granted. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

Senator ROSS asked and obtained temporary leaves of 
absence for Senators LLOYD and ROMANELLI, for per
sonal reasons. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNOR 

CORRECTION TO NOMINATION BY THE 
GOVERNOR LAID ON THE TABLE 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication in writing from His Excellency, the Governor 
of the Commonwealth, which was read as follows, and laid on 
the table: 

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF PHILADELPHIA ST ATE HOSPITAL 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania: 
Please note the nomination for Harry J. Nimmons, 1301 West 

Lehigh Avenue, Philadelphia 19132, Philadelphia County, Third 
Senatorial District, for appointment as a member of the Board of 
Trustees of Philadelphia State Hospital, to serve until the third 
Tuesday of January, 1987, and until his successor is appointed 
and qualified, vice Joseph H. Edelman, Philadelphia, resigned, 
should be corrected to read: 
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Henry J. Nimmons, 1301 West Lehigh Avenue, Philadelphia 
19132, Philadelphia County, Third Senatorial District, for 
appointment as a member of the Board of Trustees of 
Philadelphia State Hospital, to serve until the third Tuesday of 
January, 1987, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, 
vice Joseph H. Edelman, Philadelphia, resigned. 

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILL 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication in writing from His Excellency, the Governor 
of the Commonwealth, advising that the following Senate Bill 
had been approved and signed by the Governor: 

SB 1156. 

HOUSE MESSAGES 

HOUSE ADOPTS REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the 
Senate that the House has adopted Report of Committee of 
Conference on SB 725. 

SENATE BII,L RETURNED WITH AMENDMENTS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate SB 404, with the information that the House has 
passed the same with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the Senate is requested. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill, as amended, will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE BILLS 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives informed the 
Senate that the House has concurred in amendments made by 
the Senate to HB 641and1384. 

HOUSE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

February 10, 1982 

HB 1991 and 2011 - Committee on State Government. 

February 11, 1982 

HB 525 Committee on Education. 
HB 936 Committee on Environmental Resources and 

Energy. 
HB 1972 Committee on Local Government. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

February 10, 1982 

House Concurrent Resolution No. 149 
Labor and Industry. 

Committee on 

GENERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

BILI,S INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

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

February 11, 1982 

Senators RHOADES, JUBELIRER, HESS, LOEPER, 
HOPPER, FISHER, SHAFFER, CORMAN, MURRAY, 
STAMPONE, KELLEY, O'PAKE, O'CONNELL, 
REIBMAN, LINCOLN, STAPLETON, PRICE, EARLY, 
GREENLEAF, MESSINGER, LYNCH, HELFRICK, 
WILT, ROMANELLI, ROSS, MOORE, MELLOW, 
ANDREZESKI and HANKINS presented to the Chair 
SB 1330, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 7, 1963 (P. L. 549, No. 
290), entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Higher Education 
Assistance Agency Act," creating an Educational Loan Assis
tance Fund; authorizing the Pennsylvania Higher Education 
Assistance Agency to borrow money and issue bonds and other 
evidences of indebtedness without pledging the credit of the Com
monwealth; imposing powers and duties upon and authorizing 
the agency to fund lenders and eligible postsecondary institutions 
for loans to students and parents and to act as a lender to provide 
adequate financial aid for undergraduate and graduate students 
including as an eligible lender under the provisions of applicable 
Federal law. · 

Which was committed to the Committee on EDUCA
TION, February 11, 1982. 

Senators O'CONNELL, STAUFFER, KUSSE, 
CORMAN, MANBECK and RHOADES presented to the 
Chair SB 1331, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L 343, No. 176), 
entitled "The Fiscal Code," further providing for the refund of 
moneys collected by the Department of Revenue. 

Which was committed to the Committee on FINANCE, 
February 11, 1982. 

BILLS SIGNED 

The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor William W. 
Scranton Ill) in the presence of the Senate signed the follow
ing bills: 

_SB 725, HB 641and1384. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 

Senator ROSS asked and obtained leave of absence for 
Senator LEWIS, for personal reasons. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS SENATE 

Senator MOORE asked and obtained unanimous consent 
to address the Senate. 

Senator MOORE. Mr. President, I would like for the 
record to show that at the time the congressional reapportion
ment amendments to House Bill No. 1437 were voted last 
evening, I had requested legislative leave to attend the South 
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Central Council of Agricultural Leaders in Chambersburg as 
their principal speaker. Had I been present in my seat and 
voting, I would have voted in favor of the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
noted in the record. 

CALENDAR 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

HB 1875 CALLED UP OUT OF ORDER 

HB 1875 (Pr. No. 2893) - Without objection, the bill was 
called up out of order, from page 5 of the Third Consider
ation Calendar, by Senator JUBELIRER, as a Special Order 
of Business. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
AND FINAL PASSAGE 

HB 1875 (Pr. No. 2893) - Considered the third time and 
agreed to, 

And the amendments made thereto having been printed as 
required by the Constitution, 

On the question, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Westmoreland, 
Senator Kelley, will state it. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, could the Chair instruct 
the Clerk to read slowly the list of the leaves of absence, 
whether they are personal or legislative, for the benefit of the 
Body, at least for myself, please? 

The PRESIDENT. The Clerk will read the leaves of 
absence together with their designation. 

The CLERK. Legislative leaves: Senator Bell, Senator 
Furno, Senator Hankins, Senator Holl, Senator Hopper, 
Senator McKinney, Senator O'Pake and Senator Scanlon. 

Personal leaves: Senators Lewis, Lloyd and Romanelli. 

LEGISLATIVE LEA VE WITHDRAWN 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request a with
drawal of the leave of absence for Senator Holl, who is here in 
the Chamber and prepared to vote. 

And the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

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

YEAS-44 

Andrezeski Hess Manbeck Scanlon 
Bell Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Corman Hopper Moore Singe) 
Early Howard Murray Snyder 
Fisher Jubelirer O'Connell Starn pone 
Furno Kelley O'Pake Stapleton 
Gekas Kusse Pecora Stauffer 

Greenleaf Lincoln Price Stout 
Hager Loeper Reibman Tilghman 
Hankins Lynch Rhoades Wilt 
Helfrick McKinney Ross Zemprelli 

NAYS-0 

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

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

CEREMONY IN COMMEMORATION OF 
THE BIRTHDAY OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN 

Senator FISHER. Mr. President, I am honored to have 
been selected to make the annual address which this year com
memorates the l 73rd anniversary of the birth of Abraham 
Lincoln, our Nation's Sixteenth President. I might say I was 
scheduled to give this address earlier in the week and I am 
giving it today, one day before Lincoln's birthday and hope 
that we will not be here on the actual birthday itself, 
tomorrow. 

Mr. President, as I am honored, I am challenged to speak 
about Abraham Lincoln with meaning and purpose and to 
pull from the rich heritage this man gave us the kinds of 
thoughts that will inspire our actions, demand so much more 
than a simple recounting of events in this great American's 
life. I thought about it for a long time. I considered the aspect 
of the struggle, the determination Lincoln showed throughout 
his life when he faced both defeat and victory. He never gave 
up. I thought, too, about the many acts of compassion, for 
Lincoln was a man who cared about all people. I thought 
about the firmness, the incredible ability to believe in some
thing despite enormous opposition, sometimes scorn. I 
thought about his tremendous leadership with which he 
steered this Nation through one of its more horrible wars and 
dangerously fragile times. I thought, too, about Lincoln, the 
politician, a man able with openness and honesty to under
stand the importance of dealing with so many disparate views, 
so .many demands and wants. The more I thought about it, 
Mr. President, the more I realized that the real challenge in 
talking about Abraham Lincoln is recognizing the challenge 
he set for us. 

Lincoln was not only a man for his time, he was a man for 
all times. What he held so dear, what he clearly embodied in 
the actions he took, in the beliefs he expressed, is an example 
that to ignore is to go against the very substance of what gov
ernment is all about. 

Mr. President, in his epic and truly beautiful tribute to 
Lincoln, the great American poet, Carl Sandberg, opens his 
work with words from Lincoln's much quoted second annual 
message to Congress, in which he said, "We of this Congress 
and this Administration will be remembered in spite of our
selves. No personal significance or insignificance can spare 
one or another of us." Although Lincoln addressed Congress 
with those words in 1862, there is meaning there for us all. For 
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I believe, we, too, will be remembered in spite of ourselves, 
maybe not by individual name, for I suspect there are few if 
any of us here today who could name a member of the Con
gress Lincoln addressed that December lst, but certainly for 
what we do as a Body. 

In that same address Lincoln said, "The occasion is piled 
high with difficulty, and we must rise with the occasion. As 
our case is new, so we must think anew and act anew." Never 
have I heard a challenge more aptly addressed to any legisla
tive Body, especially this Senate today. Of course the circum
stances are different. We are not a union split by war repre
senting a side in that war whose fortunes in the conflict were 
at so low an ebb, we are a Legislature representing people of a 
great Commonwealth facing difficult and complex times. We 
are at a crossroads of ideas as we struggle both to redefine and 
redesign ways that were tried but have failed to prove true. 
Our purpose is no less important, our course no less critical; 
for the actions we take now will be the measure by which we 
are remembered. 

This is the challenge of Lincoln. This is a legacy passed to 
us and in our trust until we pass it along to others. It is a trust 
that is without the labels of parties, for as Lincoln sought the 
coalition of purposes, we too are obliged to seek out that 
common ground on which we can work together for the good 
of all. 

I think, Mr. President, in all candor we sometimes forget 
our purpose. We sometimes have to come to political expedi
ency, and though I firmly believe that it is from the two-party 
system that ideas spring and mingle and find direction, I think 
it is incumbent on us to remember the commonality of 
purpose which brings us all here today. We cannot succumb 
to what is politically expedient when we know that through a 
united effort of understanding we can achieve the greater 
good for the greater number. ' 

This is the challenge of Lincoln. We are here for the 
purpose of good government and as we cannot escape history 
no matter how small our role, we cannot escape our purpose. 

Mr. President, there is much about Abraham Lincoln to be 
admired, his dedication as a family man, a man who clung 
dearly to his principles, his leadership, his presidency. He set a 
challenge which we cannot ignore. Finally, Mr. President, in 
his ultimate wit, he gave us much to think about as we chuckle 
over his homespun humor or the stories which we are told 
about him. I am thinking of one in particular, Mr. President, 
which I think aptly applies not only to us but to anyone who 
accepts the public trust by accepting elected office. It is from 
Alexander K. McClurels "Lincoln's Yarns and Stories." It 
attributes Lincoln as saying, "If you once forfeit the confi
dence of your fellow citizens, you can never regain their 
respect and esteem. 

"It is true that you may fool all the people some of the 
time, you can even fool some of the people all the time, but 
you can't fool all the people all the time." 

(Applause.) 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 

commends him for an excellent address. 

RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I request a recess of 
the Senate until 1 :00 p.m., for the purpose of holding a 
Republican caucus. 

The PRESIDENT. Are there any objections? The Chair 
hears no objection, and declares a recess of the Senate until 
I :00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

AFTER RECESS 

The PRESIDENT. The time of recess having elapsed, the 
Senate will be in order. 

CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

REPORT ADOPTED 

SB 16 (Pr. No. 1673) Senator STAUFFER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I move that the Senate adopt the Report of Committee 
of Conference on Senate Bill No. 16, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June I, 1945 .(P .L. 1242, No. 428), 
entitled "State Highway Law," further providing for traffic 
control devices, and for permits to open driveways and highway 
occupancy. 

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

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:) 
Senator HOLL. Mr. President, I would like to change my 

vote from "no" to "aye." 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

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

YEAS-46 

Andrezeski Hess Manbeck Scanlon 
Bell Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Bodack Hopper Moore Singe! 
Corman Howard Murray Snyder 
Early Jubelirer O'Connell Stam pone 
Fisher Kelley O'Pake Stapleton 
Furno Kusse Pecora Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Price Stout 
Greenleaf Lloyd Reibman Tilghman 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Wilt 
Hankins Lynch Ross Zemprelli 
Helfrick McKinney 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES WITHDRAWN 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I wish to note for the 
record that Senator Bell and Senator Hopper are here in the 
Chamber and their legislative leaves are cancelled. 
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CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILL WHICH HOUSE HAS NONCONCURRED 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

SENATE RECEDES FROM ITS AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY THE HOUSE 

TO HB 1039 

HB 1039 (Pr. No. 2562) Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate do recede from its amend
ments nonconcurred in by the House to House Bill No. 1039. 

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

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

YEAS-46 

Andrezeski Hess Manbeck Scanlon 
Bell Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Bodack Hopper Moore Sin gel 
Corman Howard Murray Snyder 
Early Jubelirer O'Connell Starn pone 
Fisher Kelley O'Pake Stapleton 
Furno Kusse Pecora Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Price Stout 
Greenleaf Lloyd Reibman Tilghman 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Wilt 
Hankins Lynch Ross Zemprelli 
Helfrick McKinney 

NAYS-0 

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

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

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 306 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in its 
order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

SENATE CONCURS IN HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

SB 373 (Pr. No. 1628)-'-- Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. Presi
dent, I move that the Senate do concur in the amendments 
made by the House to Senate Bill No. 373. 

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

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

YEAS-46 

Andrezeski Hess Manbeck Scanlon 
Bell Holl Mellow Shaffer 
Bodack Hopper Moore Singe! 
Corman Howard Murray Snyder 
Early Jubelirer O'Connell Starn pone 
Fisher Kelley O'Pake Stapleton 
Furno Kusse Pecora Stauffer 
Gekas Lincoln Price Stout 

Greenleaf Lloyd Reibman Tilghman 
Hager Loeper Rhoades Wilt 
Hankins Lynch Ross Zemprelli 
Helfrick McKinney 

NAYS-0 

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

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 457 and 1010 - Without objection, the bills were passed 
over in their order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

THIRD CONSIDERATION CALENDAR 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

SB 77 and HB 617 Without objection, the bills were 
passed over in their order at the request of Senator 
JUBELIRER. 

BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 631 (Pr. No. 1647), SB 754 (Pr. No. 1680), SB 755 (Pr. 
No. 1290 and SB 1092 (Pr. No. 1287) - Upon motion of 
Senator JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the bills were laid on the 
table. 

BILL OVER IN ORDER 

SB 1093 - Without objection, the bill was passed over in 
its order at the request of Senator JUBELIRER. 

BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE 

SB 1200 (Pr. No. 1450), SB 1263 (Pr. No. 1560) and SB 
1277 (Pr. No. 1575) - Upon motion of Senator 
JUBELIRER, and agreed to, the bills were laid on the table. 

BILLS OVER IN ORDER 

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

HB 1437 (Pr. No. 1640)- Considered the third time, 

On the question, 
Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Senator JUBELIRER, by unanimous consent, offered the 

following amendments: 

Amend Title, page l, lines 11 and 12, by striking out "further 
providing for the qualifications of election officers." and insert
ing: apportioning the Commonwealth into congressional dis
tricts. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 23; page 2, lines 1 through 
9, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting: 

Section l. The act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 
known as the "Pennsylvania Elect_ion Code," is amended by 
adding an article to read: 

Article XVIII-A 
Congressional Districts 

Section 1801-A. Districts.-For the purpose of electing repre
sentatives of the people of Pennsylvania to serve in the House of 
Representatives in the Congress of the United States, this Com
monwealth shall be divided.into 23 districts which shall have one 
Congressman each, as follows: 
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The First District shall consist of Wards 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 12 (Divi
sions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
20, 21and24), 15, 17, 18, 19, 25 (Divisions 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26 and 
27), 26, 27, 30, 31, 36, 39, 43, 46, 48 and 49 of the City of 
Philadelphia of Philadelphia County. 

The Second District shall consist of Wards 3, 4, 6, 9 (Divisions 
1, 2, 3, 14and 15), 10, 11, 12(Divisions22, 23, 25 and26), 13, 14, 
16, 20, 22, 24, 28, 29, 32, 34 (Divisions l, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 36, 
38 and 4 40 (Division 2 44 47 50, 51, 52, 59 and 60 of 

. of Phi 

of Montgomery County. 
The Sixth District shall consist of Berks County; the Townships 

of Banks and Packer, and the Boroughs of Beaver Meadows, 
Lansford, Nesquehoning and Summit Hill of Carbon County; 
the Townships of Brecknock, Caernarvon, East Cocalico, East 
Earl and West Cocalico, and the Boroughs of Adamstown 
(Lancaster County Portion), Denver and Terre Hill of Lancaster 
County; and Schuylkill.County. 

The Seventh District shall consist of the Townships of Aston, 
Darby, Edgemont, Haverford, Marple, Middletown, Nether Pro-

vidence, Newtown, Radnor, Ridley, Springfield, Tinicum, Upper 
Darby and Upper Providence, and the Boroughs of Aldan, 
Brookhaven, Chester Heights, Clifton Heights, Collingdale, 
Colwyn, Darby, East Lansdowne, Eddystone, Folcroft, 
Gleno Millbourne, Morton, Norwood, 
Parksid , rk, Rose Valley, Rutledge, 
Sharon Hill, Swarthmore, Upland and Yeadon of Delaware 
County; Ward 40 (Divisions 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49, 
50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55 and 56) of the City of Philadelphia of 
Philadelphia County. 

The Eighth District shall consist of Bucks County; the Town
ships of Lower Moreland and Districts l, 2 (Division t); 3, 4, 5, 6 
and 7 of Upper Moreland, and the Borough of Bryn Athyn of 
Montgomery County. 

The Ninth District shall consist of Bedford County; Blair 
County; the Townships of Allegheny, Clearfield, Cresson, Dean, 
Gallitzin, Reade and Washington, and the Boroughs of Ashville, 
Cassandra, Chest Springs, Cresson, Gallitzin, Lilly, Loretto, 
Sankertown and Tunnelhill (Cambria County Portion) of 
Cambria County; the Townships of Cooke, Dickinson, 
Hopewell, Lower Frankford, Lower Mifflin, Monroe, North 
Newton, Penn, Shippensburg, South Middleton, South Newton, 
Southampton, Upper Frankford and Upper Mifflin, and the 
Boroughs of Mt. Holly Springs, Newburg, Newville and Ship-

umberland County Portion) of Cumberland County; 
ounty; Fulton County; Huntingdon County; Juniata 

County; and Somerset County. 
The Tenth District shall consist of Bradford County; the 

Townships of Chapman, Colebrook, Gallagher, Grugan, Leidy, 
Noyes and Woodward, and the Boroughs of Renovo and South 
Renovo of Clinton County; Lackawanna County; the Townships 
of Jackson, Middle Smithfield, Paradise, Pocono, Price, 
Smithfield and Stroud, and the Boroughs of Delaware Water 
Gap, East Stroudsburg and Stroudsburg of Monroe County; Pike 
County; Potter County; Susquehanna County; Tioga County; 
Wayne County; and Wyoming County. 

The Eleventh District shall consist of the Townships of Frank
lin, Kidder, Lausanne, Lehigh, Lower Towamensing, Penn 
Forest and Towamensing, and the Boroughs of Bowmanstown, 
East Side, Palmerton, Weatherly and Weissport of Carbon 
County; Columbia County; Luzerne County; the Townships of 
Barrett, Chestnuthill, Coolbaugh, Eldred, Hamilton, Polk, Ross, 
Tobyhanna an and the Boro of Mt. Pocono 

Shamokin, the 
Townships of Coa , East Cameron and Mt. Carmel, and the 
Boroughs of Kulpmont, Marion Heights and Mt. Carmel of 
Northumberland County; and Sullivan County. 

The Twelfth District shall consist of the Townships of Bethel, 
Burrell, Gil · iskirninetas · · ks South 
Bend and So 
Ford Cliff, Free ort, 
of Armstrong County; ohnstown, the Townships of 
Adams, Conemaugh, Croyle, East Taylor, Lower Yoder, Middle 
Taylor, Munster, Portage, Richland, Stonycreek, Summerhill, 
Upper Yoder and West Taylor, and the Boroughs of 
Brownstown, Daisytown, Dale, East Conemaugh, Ehrenfeld, 
Ferndale, Franklin, Geistown, Lorain, Portage, Scalp Level, 
South Fork, Southmont, Summerhill, Westmont and Wilmore of 
Cambria County; Indiana County; and the Cities of Greensburg 
and Jeannette, the Townships of Bell, Cook, Derry, Donegal, 
Fairfield, · · · Lo alhanna, Mt. Pleasant, 
North Huntin ley, St. Clair and Unity, and 

Adamsburg, Arona, Avonmore, Bolivar, 
erry, Donegal, Ex or Irwin, Latrobe, 
adison, Manor, Mt. urrysville, New 

exan New Florence, New tanton, North Irwin, 
Oklahoma, Penn, Seward, South Greensburg, Southwest Gr.eens-
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burg, Sutersville, Youngstown and Youngwood of Westmoreland 
County. 

The Thirteenth District shall consist of the Townships of 
Abington, Cheltenham, Horsham, Lower Gwynedd, Lower 
Merion, Lower Salford, Montgomery, Plymouth, Springfield, 
Towamencin U er Dublin, U er Gwynedd, U erion, 
District 2 (Division 2) of Upper Moreland, emarsh, 
Whitpain and Worcester, and the Boroughs of Ambler, Bridge
port, Conshohocken, Hatboro, Jenkintown, Lansdale, Narberth, 
Norristown, North Wales, Rockledge and West Conshohocken 
of Montgomery County; Wards 9 (Divisions 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 16 and 17), 21 and 34 (Divisions 8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 37, 39, 40, 41 and 42) of the City of Philadelphia of 
Philadelphia County. 

The Fourteenth District shall consist of the City of Pittsburgh, 
the Townships of Baldwin, Kennedy, Neville, Reserve and Stowe, 
and the Boroughs of Castle, Shannon, Coraopolis, Ingram, 
McKees Rock~, Millvale, Mt. Oliver, Sharpsburg and 
Wilkinsbur o en County. 

ict shall consist of the Townships of East 
and the Boroughs of Jim Thorpe, 

Carbon County; Lehi h County; and 
orthampton ounty. 
The Sixteenth District shall consist of the Townships of East 

Cov Nantmeal, East Nottin ham, East Vincent, Elk, 
High one brook, Londonderr , Lower Oxford, New 
London, North Coventry, Penn, Sadsbury, South Coventry, 
Upper Oxford, Upper Uwchlan, Wallace, Warwick, West Caln, 
West Fallowfield, West Nantm est Notf West 
Sadsbury and West Vincent Boroug 
Elverson, Hone Brook, Oxfo rkesbur 
Chester County; the City o ancaster, the Towns 
Cla , Colerain, Conesto a, Cono , Drumore, 
Donegal, East Drumore, East Hempfield, East Lampeter, den, 
Elizabeth, Ephrata, Fulton, Lancaster, Leacock, Little, Britain, 
Manheim, Manor, Martic, Mt. Joy, Paradise, Penn, Pequea, 
Providence Ra ho, Sadsbu , Salisbur , Stras 

and West Lampeter, and the Boroughs of Akron, Christiana, 
Columbia, East Petersburg, Elizabethtown, Ephrata, Lititz, 
Manheim, Marietta, Millersville, Mountville, Mt. Joy, New 
Holland, Quarryville and Strasburg of Lancaster County; and 
Lebanon County. 

The Seventeenth District shall consist of Dauphin County; 
Lycoming County; the City of Sunbury, the Townships of 
Delaware, East Chillisquaque, Jackson, Jordan, Lewis, Little 
Mahanoy, Low ta, Lower Mahano , Point, Ralpho, 
Rockefeller, R okin, Turbot, Upper Augusta, Upper 
Mahanoy, Washington, West Cameron, West Chillisquaque and 
Zerbe, and the Boroughs of Herndon, McEwensville, Milton, 
Northumberland, Riverside, Snydertown, Turbotville and 
Watsontown of Northumberland County; Perry County; Snyder 
County; and Union County. 

The Eighteenth District shall consist of the Townships of 
Aleppo, Crescent, Hampton, Kilbuck, Marshall, McCandless, 
Moon, Mt. Lebanon, O'Hara, Ohio, Penn Hills, Pine, Richland, 
Robinson, Ross, Scott, Sh outh Park and U er St. Clair, 
and the Boroughs of Aspinw , Avalon, Bell Acres, Bellevue, 
Ben Avon, Ben Avon Hei hts, Bethel Park nox, Braddock 
Hills, Bradford Woods, Carne ie, Churchi fton, Dormont, 
Edgewood, Edgeworth, Emsworth, Etna, orest Hills, Fox 
Chapel, Franklin Park, Glenfield, Green Tree, Haysville, 
Jefferson, Osborne, Pennsbury Village, Pleasant Hills, Rosslyn 
Farms, Sewickley, Sewickley Heights, Sewickley Hills, 
Thornburg, West Elizabeth, West View and Whitehall of Alle
gheny County; and the Township of Peters of Washington 
County. 

The Nineteenth District shall consist of Adams County; the 
T · of East Pennsboro, Ham den Lower Allen, 

rth Middleton, Silver er Allen and 
ro, and the Boro am Hill, Carlisle, 

Lemoyne, Mechanicsburg, New land, Shiremanstown, 
West Fairview and Wormleysburg of Cumberland County; and 
York County. 

The Twentieth District shall consist of the Cities of Clairton, 
McKees ort, the Townshi s of East Deer, 
Forward, Frazer, Harmar, Harrison, Indiana, 

North South Versailles, Springdale, West Deer and 
Wilkins, and the Boroughs of Baldwin, Brackenridge, Braddock, 
Brentwood, Chalfant, Cheswick, Dravosburg, East McKeesport, 
East Pittsburgh, Elizabeth, Glassport, Homestead, Liberty, 
Lincoln, Monroeville, Munhall, North Braddock, Oakmont, 
Pitcairn, Plum, Port Vue, Rankin, Springdale, Swissvale, 
Tarentum, Trafford (Allegheny County Portion), Turtle Creek, 
Verona, Versailles, Wall, West Homestead, West Mifflin, 
Whitaker, White Oak and Wilmerdi e hen Count ; and 
the Cities of Arnold, Lower B onessen and New 
K shi s of Alie heny, East Huntin don, 
R a em, outh Huntingdon, Upper Burrell and Wash-
ington, and the Boroughs of East Vandergrift, Hyde Park, North 
Belle Vernon, Scottdale, Smithton, Trafford (Westmoreland 
County Portion), Vandergrift, West Leechburg and West 
Newton ofWestm 

The T onsist of Crawford County; 
Erie County; the Townships of Little Beaver, Mahoning, North 
Beaver, Plain Grove, Pulaski and Washington, and the Boroughs 
of Bessemer, Enon Valley, New Beaver, Snpj and Wampum of 
Lawrence County; and Mercer County. 

The Twenty-second District shall consist of the Townships of 
Collier and South Fayette, and the Boroughs of Bridgeville, 
Heidelberg, Leetsdale, McDonald (Allegeny County Portion) and 
Oakdale of Allegheny County; the Townships of Center, 
Hanover, Hopewell, I Potter, Raccoon and 
Rochester, and the Boro East Rochester, Fran-
kfort Springs, Freedom, , Monaca, Rochester, 
Shippingport and South Heights of Beaver County; Fayette 
County; Greene County; and Washington County, except Peters 
Township. 

The Twenty-third District shall consist of Cameron County; 
Centre County; the Townshi s of Clarion, Elk, F 
Highland, Knox, Limestone, Millcreek, Monroe, P , 
Port Bank and Washin ton, and the Borou hs of Clarion, 
New em, Shippenville, Sligo and Strattanville of Clarion 
County; the Townships of Bradford, Cooper, Covington, 
Girard, Goshen, Graham, Huston, Karthaus, Lawrence, Morris, 
Pike and Pine, and the Boroughs of Clearfield, Curwensville and 
Wallaceton of Clearfield County; the City of Lock Haven, the 
Townships of Allison, Bald Eagle, Beech Creek, Castanea, 
Crawford, Dunnstable, East Keating, Greene, Lamar, Logan, 
Pine Creek, Porter, Wayne and West Keating, and the Boroughs 
of Avis, Beech Creek, Fie · ton and Mill Hall of 
Clinton Count ; Elk Coun 
Jefferson County; McKean ounty; Warren County; and the 
Townships of Fairfield, Ligonier, Loyalhanna and St. Clair, and 
the Boroughs of Bolivar, Ligonier, New Florence and Seward of 
Westmoreland County. 

Section 1802-A. Elections; Vacancies.-The first election 
under this article shall be held at the primary election in the year 
1982. 
----rtle members of Congress now in office shall continue in such 
office until the expiration of their respective terms. 

Vacancies now existing or happening after the passage of this 
article and before the commencement of the terms of the 
members elected at the election of 1982 shall be filled for the 
unexpired terms from the districts provided by the act of January 
25, 1972 (P .L. 7, No.3), entitled "An act to apportion the Com-
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monwealth of Pennsylvania into congressional districts in con
formity with constitutional requirements; and providing for the 
nomination and election of Congressmen." 

Section 1803-A. Omissions.-In the event any political subdi
vision or part thereof should be omitted in the description of the 
congressional districts, such political subdivision or part thereof 
shall be included as a part of the congressional district which 
completely surrounds it. Should any omitted political subdivision 
or part thereof be not completely surrounded by one congres
sional district, it shall become a part of that congressional district 
to which it is contiguous, or if there are two or more such contig
uous districts, it shall become a part of that congressional district 
contiguous thereto which has the least population. 

. Section 2. (a) The act of January 25, 1972 (P.L.7, No.3), 
entitled "An act to apportion the Commonwealth of Pennsyl
vania into congressional districts in conformity with constitu
tional requirements; and providing for the nomination and elec
tion of Congressmen," is repealed except as to the filling of 
vacancies under the provisions of section 1802-A. 

(b) All other acts and parts of acts are repealed insofar as 
they are inconsistent herewith. 

Section 3. This act shall take effect immediately. 

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

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I desire to inter
rogate the gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman from Blair, Senator 
Jubelirer, permit hi~self to be interrogated? 

Senator JUBELIRER. I will, Mr. President. 
Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I assume this is the 

much-rumored new version of a reapportionment bill the gen
tleman is offering in the form of amendments. I am not sure 
whether the gentleman. wanted to make some preliminary 
remarks before I interrogate him. I just simply wanted to find 
some things out. I have not had the benefit of seeing what the 
amendments are, nor has any Member of the cauc1,1s. I will be 
very happy to ask several questions and they will be very easy 
questions. 

Mr. President, perhaps the gentleman has heard the rumors 
that I did of the so-called Sam Hayes East and Doyle Corman 
West Plan. Is this the so-called plan, if the gentleman can 
dentify to the rumors that have been going on today? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, is the gentleman 
a.Sking me for a description of the reapportionment plan? 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Yes, Mr. President. 
Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I believe we could 

probably characterize it as a modified amendment or bill, a 
reapportionment plan offered by the Majority Leader of the 
House, Sam Hayes. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, can the gentleman 
tell me whether it places two incumbents in any of the districts 
that would be defined in this plan? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, yes, it does. 
Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, is the gentleman 

familiar with what incumbents would be running against one 
another, if they chose to run? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I believe it would be 
Congressman Bailey and Congressman Murtha. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, would that be the 
only district in'which there would be incumbents running 
agamst one another? 

Senator JUBELIRER. No, Mr. President. It continues the 
plan in Philadelphia to pit incumbents Joseph Smith and 
Thomas Foglietta against each other. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I suppose we could 
consume an awful lot of time and spill a lot of rhetoric with 
respect to this plan. I understand fully where the Majority is 
coming from in presenting this plan. It, however, violates 
every original guideline that I, at least, have articulated in the 
sense that I do not believe and will continue to believe that 
there are not any votes for any sense of a reapportionment 
plan that would provide two Democrats running against one 
another as incumbents in any newly formed congressional dis
trict. 

From the statements made by the Majority Leader with 
respect to the incumbents that are placed against one another, 
should they choose to run, if and when we ever get to that 
point, I would ask the Members of the Senate to oppose this 
plan as being classically unfair and certainly unworthy of any 
Democratic Senator's support. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, once again we are 
making an effort as we have made over tliese past several 
weeks to put together a reapportionment plan which will 
attract twenty-six votes. We have, in my opinion, Mr. Presi
dent, and in the opinion of many others on this side of the 
aisle, gone to the mat, to the wall and to anything else to try 
and reach a compromise with the other side, to the point 
where we ended up yesterday with only eleven of our own 
Members on this side. I believe with all due respect to my 
good friend, the Minority Leader, when he tells us that there 
is no caucus position on the other side to vote against a reap
portionment plan, I think he.expects too much of us in the 
form of credibility. 

The fact is, Mr. President, there has not been one Demo
cratic vote for any plan that has come by us so far. We have 
unlinked, we have linked, we have sidelinked and perhaps we 
have been hoodwinked. But the fact is, Mr. President, when 
the gentleman talks of compromise, the fact is, the gentle
man's caucus does not seem to be able to want to vote in the 
interests of its own districts, but rather a Democratic plan. 
Mr. President, we feel that the plan we have offered perhaps 
will appeal to certain Democratic districts which we believe 
are very much intact and which would obviously reelect 
Democratic incumbents. Yes, it does indeed link up two 
Democratic congressmen in the west and it leaves an open seat 
in the former Marc Lincoln Marks district in Erie. 

Mr. President, as we take a vote, and I am sure we will very 
soon, I do not expect there will be twenty-siX Republican votes 
for these amendments, but we are getting better, we are 
getting closer and if we cannot continue.to at least try to com
promise the matter with the other side, then we are going to 
certainly continue to work to try to get twenty-six votes on 
this side and maybe some day pass a plan, but we are going to 
continue trying. 

We felt we had come to an agreement on the other side on 
several occasions. We felt we had conceded just about every
thing we possibly could and still-and still, the gentleman teUs 
us when there are no Democratic votes for those compro-
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mises, there is no caucus position, it can only lead us to 
believe there is a caucus position, there has been a caucus 
position; certain Democratic districts that would certainly be 
appealing to incumbent Democratic congressmen continue to 
draw the negative votes of those Democrats, so as I say, 
instead of reaching out to try and come to an agreement for a 
bipartisan plan, I suppose we will have to try to put together, 
at least on this side, if we can expect no Democratic votes, to 
continue to work to try and come up with a Republican plan. 
It is not necessarily the way we wanted to go but I gather we 
have no other alternative. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, there is an old adage 
I am sure many of us heard a thousand times that, "One 
picture is better than a thousand words." First of all, I feel as 
though I have been the bridegroom that has been left at the 
altar three times because these conversations with the Major
ity Leader have been intermittent. I fully expected that my 
office would be full of phone calls today but amazing as it 
may seem, I have not received any calls. It has been at least 
the third time in which the pursuit of this endeavor has taken 
place and no calls have come. However, again reciting that a 
picture sometimes is worth a thousand words, there are 
adages and expressions that are meaningful, too. 

One that was called to my attention recently that would 
characterize and summarize, in fact, and almost make pristine 
clear the meaning of which we are talking about is the story 
that "The opera is not over until the fat lady sings." In this 
case the fat lady was standing in the wings all night and then 
Billy Meehan called off the opera. That tells the whole story. 
There is nothing more to be said. 

Mr. President, I would again ask the Members of at least 
the Democratic caucus to vote against these particular amend
ments until we get this opera back on stage and the fat lady 
sings, and when she sings, then the opera will be over. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, there is something differ
ent today and I want to commend the Majority Leader and I 
want to compliment him because it does not occur too often in 
this Body that any one Member will-what I believe anyhow 
-accept and change a position of responsibility. 

Yesterday the Majority Leader, in presenting another 
amendment to accomplish the same results, said it was the last 
chance. Today he is forthrightly advancing another chance. 
He has said in support of this if this fails, he will continue to 
work and the Majority will accept the responsibility of trying 
to solve this problem. 

In that regard, Mr. President, I want to commend him. 
Senator CORMAN. Mr. President, certainly trying to draw 

the lines for reapportionment is a difficult task as we all very 
well know. I got into it recently to try to see if I could not add 
two cents to help solve the problem. In trying to do that, it 
seemed to me that some of the things I was hearing that 
needed to be addressed came from what appears to be the 
corners of the State. I heard that, for example, in the north
west, at Erie, the people in that area were saying why should 
they lose a congressional seat, they gained in population. In 
fact a plan we had cost them really their seat. The plan that is 
before you today does not do that. The plan that is before us 

today puts that seat back there for the northwest comer of the 
State and I would think the Senator who lives there ought to 
look awfully hard at this plan and see if he does not think this 
is a plan he should be supporting for the people where he 
comes from. 

I think if we look at the opposite corner of the map, we will 
find an area called Bucks County. Bucks County had been 
divided. There is lots of rhetoric I guess in the debates as to 
the divided Bucks County or the whole Bucks County, but 
this plan, in fact, puts it whole. I would think if I were repre
senting Bucks County, I would have to take a good, hard look 
at that and I would have to be voting "yes" on a plan that, in 
fact, does that. 

If I looked at the southwest corner of the State, I look at the 
three counties down there that are in the congressional district 
of Congressman Murphy that is in darned good shape. There 
were plans circulated today to divide that up. I would think if 
I represented that corner, maybe I ought to be thinking also 
about voting for a plan that is good for my area. In fact, this 
plan is good for my area and that is why I support it. As I look 
across the State, it is good for a lot of areas. I think it is a plan 
that can be supported. I have supported other plans that were 
less desirable for my county, but felt it was something I had to 
do to get it accomplished. This is also good and I will vote for 
this one, too. I would encourage my fellow colleagues as they 
look at it to see if they cannot find a way of supporting it also. 
It has to be solved. 

Senator SINGEL. Mr. President, like my good friend, the 
gentleman from Westmoreland, Senator Kelley, I want to do 
something unusual in this whole debate and that is to inject a 
very pure common sense reason to reject this plan. 

In the Congress today in the United States House of Repre
sentatives, the two most important committees that we have 
are the Appropriations Committee and the Ways and Means 
Committee. This plan would pose one of our only two 
Members on the Ways and Means Committee against one of 
our only two Members on the Appropriations Committee. To 
me that is absolutely ludicrous. It is something we cannot 
accept and it certainly sells out the State of Pennsylvania in 
terms of our leadership in the Congress. 

Mr. President, I ask for a resounding "no" vote for that 
reason alone. 

Senator MELLOW. Mr. President, I am going to be very 
brief but I do not believe we can allow the moment to pass 
without expressing a little bit of rebuttal to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Centre, Senator Corman, when he tries very 
desperately to tie in the gentleman from Erie, Senator 
Andrezeski, and state that this gives Erie their congressional 
seat back. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, the plan that was advocated 
by the Majority in yesterday's debate basically would have 
given Erie two congressmen. It would have divided the 
County of Erie into two congressmen, possibly giving them 
even better representation. I think, Mr. President, the classic 
example of them all in this particular proposal is what is 
taking place in the twenty:third district in the reestablishment 
of a new district. The very same thing, Mr. President, that the 
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Majority said they were not doing, they are doing in this plan. 
They are trying to "cherry pick" members of the Democratic 
Party so as to pass a Republican plan. 

Mr. President, I believe it is extremely important that we 
look at the entire State in trying to develop a congressional 
redistricting. When I look at the tenth congressional district, 
the one I reside in, keeping in mind my congressman is not a 
member of my political party, but is, in fact, the ranking 
member of the Republican Party in Pennsylvania in the con
gressional delegation and, in fact, maybe the ranking member 
of the congressional delegation. When I look at his district, 
what they have done to that congressional district, Mr. Presi
dent, under no circumstances could it draw my vote to this 
particular plan, but when we talk about "cherry picking," 
this plan right here, Mr. President, is the king of "cherry 
picking." 

I would ask at least the Members on this side of the aisle to 
not accept that type of politics. 

Senator KELLEY. Mr. President, as I listen to the debate, I 
wonder if maybe an observation may not give the solution to 
the problem. The Majority Leader today and yesterday has 
talked in terms of getting twenty-six votes to solve the 
problem. As a matter of reality, we know that is what it takes 
constitutionally when this Body is fully occupied. Yet when I 
hear the supportive argument by the gentleman from Centre 
County, who attempts to point out different parts of the 
State, why it should appeal to particular Members of this 
Body for his or her support, I would like to say maybe therein 
lies the problem. In my participation in the caucus on this 
side, I do not know any one Member who has looked, what I 
would say, selfishly upon his particular county Senatorial dis
trict but rather the very responsible approach to the entire 
Commonwealth which, in fact, is what the gentleman from 
Centre did in his argument because he talked not only about 
his area but other areas. Indeed, I think it is incumbent on this 
Body in congressional reapportionment not to just satisfy 
twenty-six votes but to make sure we do not do an injustice to 
the areas represented by the other twenty-four. Therein lies 
the solution. I invite, therefore, the leadership on the other 
side to maybe approach this problem on this next attempt in 
that manner. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I find some of the 
debate somewhat remarkable. I stood on this floor late last 
night offering an amendment to this reapportionment plan 
that had been worked on from 4:00 in the afternoon until 4:00 
in the morning by people by the name of McLaughlin and 
Reber and some other people who worked doggone hard, did 
an incredible job and, I think, really did as best they could. It 
was a bipartisan.plan. Some of the Members on this side of 
the aisle maybe thought we gave too much, but we gave 
because we felt that was a responsible position to take, that we 
had to get this thing· solved. When I have to listen to Minority 
Leaders tell me from that side that the eighth ward in the City 
of Philadelphia held up this entire Senate last night and then 
when we try to work that out, there is something more, we 
have gone far more than I think this caucus should go. The 
remark of the gentleman from Allegheny, Senator Zemprelli, 

about Billy Meehan was uncalled for and was not true. The 
fact is we have a Smith-Foglietta race in Philadelphia that has 
caused the entire problem here. We can take the Green
Glancey forces against the Smith forces and there is a division 
there that is pulling the people from Philadelphia apart. We 
have some problems over on this side perhaps for different 
reasons than in Philadelphia, but we have tried to compro
mise. We have tried to compromise everywhere we could. I 
said to the gentleman from Cambria, Senator Singe!, my next 
door neighbor, yesterday if there was a more perfect district 
than the twelfth congressional district, I had not seen it, for 
Congressman Murtha; that is the man he gets up to defend as 
being on the Armed Services Committee and one other com
mittee. If he calls it "cherry picking," I say it is a caucus posi
tion and they will not release their caucus for anything until 
they get exactly what they want. Take the pencil and draw the 
lines. Maybe Cambria County is split under this position but 
the opportunity has been there. It has been there for the gen
tleman and other Democrats, good Democratic districts, in an 
effort to work in a bipartisan fashion. We have done every
thing we can and if I have antagonized my friend, the Minor
ity Leader over that, let us call them as they are because we 
have given everything we can. 

First it was de-link and let us take care of the lines in 
Philadelphia. We have tried to do that. Then it was more. 
Then they did not get enough in Allegheny County for 
Walgren. Then it was more. Then we had to take care of some 
things in the southeastern part of the State. Then, of course, 
there was Congressman Atkinson. Congressman Atkinson 
who turned from Democrat to Republican was not given a fair 
shot in your words; and also in your words that we drew a dis
trict that if Jesus Christ were a Democrat he could not win. I 
believe those were your words. 

The facts are that none of that has been true. We have tried 
to negotiate. We have awaited their beck and call. We have 
gone, we have been together. We have nowhere to go because 
the gentleman or Democratic caucus consists and insists on 
playing the hardball of holding firm, not providing a vote. 
They can call it "cherry picking," Mr. President. We call it 
acting in a bipartisan fashion and trying to provide Demo
cratic districts that Democrats can vote for. Because they did 
not get the deal in Philadelphia, the Philadelphia guys hold 
the guys from the west. If the guys from the west got some
thing, well we stood up for them in Philadelphia, they can 
stand up for us. 

The hour does draw near. We have tried to negotiate as 
much as we can. We have to look to ourselves. I recognize we 
have our own problems. I have never denied it. We still have 
them, but we are going to continue to work to try to solve 
them. Hopefully we shall succeed. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I had no intention to 
respond, but I must only in the spirit of trying to get to a 
result. 

Let me just briefly say how I understand the situation to be. 
I do not think it is any secret. I shall also give a dissertation as 
to how it impacts so everybody may clearly understand what 
the problem is and I will offer a solution. I will offer a solu-
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tion right here on the floor. The solution I will offer, and I say 
this-now hear me well-would satisfy three congressmen in 
the City of Philadelphia, two Democrats and one Republican. 
Someone can verify that between the time that we now talk 
and the time we might want to consider what I am about to 
say. 

The actors, the players, the participants, the gentleman 
(rom Philadelphia, Senator Street, in one instance, the gentle
man from Philadelphia, Senator Price, in another instance, 
and Congressman Gray. I am told and I believe, and it has not 
been refuted, the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator 
Street, is anxious to see that Congressman Gray is defeated in 
the election; he has expressed that both verbally and in com
munications that I was not privy to but were delivered to me; 
he has the desire to see that Congressman Gray loses. I am not 
condemning that, I am only articulating that is part of the 
problem. 

Scene two, Mr. President-

POINT OF ORDER 

Senator STREET. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Philadelphia, 

Senator Street, will state it. 
Senator STREET. Mr. President, I object to the gentleman 

from Allegheny, Senator Zemprelli, discussing my motives on 
the floor of this Senate. We are to discuss issues and not 
motives as to why one takes a position. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair finds the gentleman's 
remarks are not out of order and he may continue. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, I want to reiterate 
that I am not trying to condemn. I am not in any way trying to 
associate the gentleman with anything other than what I 
believe to be the fact. I am going to be brief because in order 
for me to come to the solution, and unfortunately I did not 
want to get into this except that the Majority Leader had 
alluded to it and if he did not mean for me to respond, he 
should not have alluded to what he said. That is unfortunate 
but I cannot let it go unanswered. 

Mr. President, the second scene or the second chapter in 
this scenario is the one that deals with Congressman Smith 
and Congressman Foglietta in which there is undoubtedly a 
recognition that both of those parties have to run within the 
same district. 

Mr. President, the third is what I understand to be a Mr. 
Meehan, and I do not know him from a bag of beans, but he 
is the Republican Chairman in Philadelphia who has 
expressed some desire to unseat Congressman Dougherty. 
These matters, believing them to be fact, impact upon the res
olution of this problem in the following fashion. They involve 
the eighth ward, they involve the twenty-seventh ward and 
they involve the thirty-third ward. I say again as I said last 
night, I have never been in any of these places and they have 
consumed two weeks of my time. 

How do they impact? To accommodate the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Senator Street, the eighth ward and the twenty
seventh ward must be in the so-called Smith district because of 
the composition of the political nature of those districts. 
Dealing in the situation with Mr. Meehan as it would be with 

Congressman Dougherty, he requires the thirty-third ward or 
district in his area, both of which again for different reasons 
impact upon Congressman Smith. 

Mr. President, understanding these problems and I am sure 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Street, has nothing 
against Congressman Smith and I am sure Mr. Meehan has 
nothing against Congressman Smith, but the fact is in order to 
accommodate those wishes, they adversely impact upon the 
situation. 

Mr. President, as a token of credibility as to my desire to 
resolve this problem, I am prepared this moment to sit down 
with the Majority Leader or anybody else, split the eighth 
ward right down the middle, split the twenty-seventh ward 
right down the middle and take back the thirty-third district 
into Congressman Smith's territory. If that is done, and in the 
vernacular of the streets, "You've got a deal." In addition to 
that, Mr. President, I have no problem with saying that prop
osition is a fair and equitable one. I know the numbers of 
people involved, and really the great tragedy of this situation 
is that in a congressional district of over 515,000 people that 
would implement a congressional plan throughout the State, 
we are talking about approximately 25,000 people, not voters. 
That to me is the great Pennsylvania tragedy in the events that 
have taken place. There is no blood on my hands relative to 
the failure to dispose of the reapportionment plan of Pennsyl
vania. 

Mr. President, I have nothing further to say about the 
issue. As a matter of fact, I will not say anything more about 
the issue. 

Senator SHAFFER. Mr. President, I would only like to 
comment in very brief fashion on one particular item. We 
have been accused here in the last few minutes by the other 
side of the aisle of so-called "cherry picking." That is a plan 
that would appeal to certain Democrats, particularly maybe 
special Democrats, in an effort to woo them over. If that, in 
fact, were the case I would think our leadership and our 
caucus is very poor at "cherry picking." We have had proba
bly six or seven plans in this Body. I think I have voted against 
three of those six or three of those seven. Those are plans that 
were put up by my own party. The plan last night in particular 
which I could not support because in my opinion it was abso
lutely devastating and completely annihilated the chance of 
my congressman, who is a Republican, Eugene Atkinson, 
from being elected. Nevertheless, Mr. President, at least I 
have had the opportunity, without arm twisting to vote on 
each and every one of these plans, "yea" or "nay," as has 
every other Republican in this room. I think we are certainly 
well served by our leadership and by the Members of our 
caucus who allow us to vote "yes" and "no." Sometimes it 
can be said that maybe we have been embarrassed because 
some of our plans have not gone very far. If we were looking 
for a plan that truly represented only Republican interest, 
surely to goodness we would be able to get more than eleven 
votes, seventeen votes, or eighteen votes. 

I worked last night for the first time in conjunction with 
some others on the plan which we have before us today. I have 
been in this Body approximately fourteen months and I can 
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assure the Members that I am not sophisticated enough with 
Philadelphia and the eastern part of this State to forge any 
kind of plan with any malice aforethought because I really do 
not understand the eastern part of this State. I can tell you, 
Mr. President, the work I did last night, the work that my 
staff and other staffers did, was only in the best bipartisan 
spirit because we know we are free on this side and we cannot 
in some cases attract every single Republican vote because we 
are not a monolith. The effort last night truly was of biparti
san support. I am sure the vote here on the Republican side 
will show we are not collared on the Republican side. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, it is really difficult 
to sit here and just absorb the rhetoric that is passed back and 
forth without a response. 

I was going to attempt to refrain from participating but my 
conscience would not tolerate it. I really believe some of the 
things that are said here today have been carried just a little 
beyond where they should have. In regard to the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Senator Street, I would like to tell the 
Minority Leader, in case he was not advised or unaware of it, 
that we made every attempt to compromise. We began in 
Philadelphia and, in fact, allowed the Philadelphia Demo
crats to write the plan, to absolutely write the plan and they 
did that. When they came back and said it was not acceptable, 
we went one step beyond that and allowed them further to 
amend that plan and presented that plan to the Senate of 
Pennsylvania on more than one occasion and each time it 
failed. We then made another attempt because we knew it was 
a case of the east against the west. We knew there was support 
for their forces and for their people on either side of the State. 
We then made an attempt to go to the western part of the 
State in an absolute attempt to decouple, to unhook and to 
change the plan so that it would be acceptable to t~e people in 
their particular caucus in hopes that we would be able to 
attract some votes and it would be, in fact, bipartisan. 

I never started out as the chairman of the Committee on 
State Government with any other intent than having a biparti
san plan. I said that publicly and I would like it to have been 
that way. I indicated publicly that I did not want to be 
blatantly political, that I did want to compromise. I said that 
at the public hearings. It is the first time in the State of Pen.n
sylvania that the committee ever had public hearings. We 
attempted to address ourselves to the problems and the con
cerns of the people who participated and testified at those 
hearings. We have absolutely bent over backwards in an offer 
to compromise but we just cannot give any more. We can talk 
about politics and being political and about who writes the 
plan, but I want to tell the Members what has happened here 
today will long be remembered in the State of Pennsylvania, 
because we were on the verge of a compromise last night and 
that did not satisfy all the Republicans and that is why we had 
so few votes. It offered them the largest share of the cake and 
they walked away from it. That is why they have the very situ
ation that is presenting itself here today. We have tried and 
tried and tried, over and over, to make and to offer some 
compromise. My door has been open and my phone has been 
available. I havt! been on both sides of this aisle. I have taken 

the cracks of the Republicans and the Democrats. I have 
taken some cracks from the leaders on both sides and I have 
been unyielding in that regard in an attempt to get a compro
mise plan through here. 

I think it is a disgrace that we have to leave this Senate on 
this occasion and walk away from here without this resolved. 
In all my time, and I have been in some pretty difficult situa
tions, I have participated in some Committees of Conferences 
that were rather strained, and budgets and the whole bit, but I 
can tell you, Mr. President, this is the worst I have ever seen. I 
can stand up and tell the Members I am really upset and con
cerned that we could not really put it together and I am just 
sick and tired of the rhetoric. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has allowed on this issue a 
wide range of debate, and recognizing the strength of the 
feelings on both sides of this issue will now require that those 
debating will limit their remarks to the merits of the particular 
issue at hand which are these amendments, and confine their 
remarks to that issue so that we may proceed and vote on the 
issue expeditiously without unduly raising feelings. 

Senator FISHER. Mr. President, I hate· to be the person 
talking under the new revised guidelines and I will try to 
confine my remarks to the amendments before us. I guess 
before I say anything, I think the record really should indicate 
the gratitude of the Members of the Senate, my gratitude and 
that of others, for all the work that the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, has done in the reapportion
ment process. I think the gentleman very jokingly remarked to 
some today that he was relegated to the second team, but 
really the gentleman is certainly still the captain of the first 
team. 

I cannot let the record tonight on these amendments go, as 
far as the western part of the State and Allegheny County is 
concerned, with it appearing the only difference between my 
vote and my position on reapportionment and that of the 
distinquished Minority Leader is the difference between how 
we divide Philadelphia. Now I am concerned about how we 
divide Philadelphia and how we divide the rest of the State 
and I am of course concerned how my colleagues in my caucus 
are interested in seeing Philadelphia divided. But face it, this 
is a political issue, it is a political debate and I am primarily 
interested in how my end of the State is divided. 

I am voting for these amendments tonight whereas I did not 
vote for the amendments last night for two reasons, two dis
tinct differences. One, there is a congressman in western 
Pennsylvania, presently he represents part of Allegheny 
County, it is actually the congressman of the gentleman from 
Butler, Senator Shaffer, but he is a congressman that I think 
deserves the support, at least my support and the support of 
the Members of my caucus, because he supported proposi
tions in Congress which, at least from all the more recent 
polls, has shown is still the way in which the people of this 
country want to go. I am talking about Congressman 
Atkinson, obviously. I think what we do in this plan is give 
Congressman Atkinson an opportunity to run in the distr.ict 
which is close to the district that he represents. We did not do 
that last night. That is the distinction between what we have 
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before us and what was offered last night. I do not want the 
record to indicate that maybe if the distinguished Minority 
Leader has had a change of heart and if he is now in agree
ment to allowing Congressman Atkinson to have a district 
similar to these amendments and that would be stated for the 
record, that would go I am sure a long way to resolving any 
remaining impasse. 

Secondly, another distinction that I think distinguishes 
myself and my colleague the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Senator Pecora, with the Minority Leader and my other col
leagues from Allegheny County, Allegheny County is the 
second largest county in the Commonwealth of registered 
Republican voters. Not too many people recognize that but 
we are. We, at the present time, the Republicans that we rep
resent, the two Senators and the ten House Members on the 
other side of the aisle, our voters, our Republican registered 
voters, have very little opportunity to elect a Republican con
gressman from Allegheny County. That is part of what we are 
here for. That is part of what we are fighting for. I am not 
hiding that. We are asking for a district that gives us an 
opportunity in the suburban areas of Allegheny County to 
elect a Republican congressman. I believe the plan before us 
here tonight gives us that opportunity; the plan before us last 
night did not. 

We have attempted to be fair, I believe, in drawing these 
lines, in trying to appease the Minority Leader and the other 
Members on the other side of the aisle in protecting and trying 
to help out the remaining congressmen of their party in our 
end of the State, but I do not think we can go any further. I 
think we have to insist on a plan that is similar to what is 
before us. If that is not a difference between my position and 
that of the Minority Leader, perhaps he would like to put that 
on the record, and that would take us a further distance 
toward resolving the impasse. There are clear distinctions and 
the distinctions I think are typified in the amendments before 
us. I think they are distinctions that for those who share my 
philosophy on what reapportionment should be for our end of 
the State, would lead the Members to support these amend
ments tonight. 

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I, too, did not want to 
stand at the microphone tonight but I have heard Senators 
from all over this State talk about the City and County of 
Philadelphia and I thought it might be helpful if a 
Philadelphian talked about Philadelphia. 

Mr. President, it has been referred to before by the gentle
man from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, that the Democratic 
Senators from Philadelphia did have an opportunity to 
discuss with him the problems in Philadelphia. In that partic
ular area of the State the gentleman was very cooperative in 
the beginning. In fact, as far as I am concerned and I think 
most of my colleagues from the City of Philadelphia, we 
would be very happy with O'Connell III, I believe it is, and I 
think that is the grandson of O'Connell or whatever it got to 
be called through the long process, as far as Philadelphia is 
concerned. 

Mr. President, I note that because the plan last night for the 
rest of the State, as I understand it, was very acceptable to my 

colleagues on this side of the aisle, except for the fact that 
Philadelphia had been changed drastically from O'Connell 
III, I would like to reiterate the words of the Minority Leader. 
If the other side of the aisle is willing to put into the plan that 
they ran last night, the plan that was offered by the gentleman 
from Luzerne, Senator O'Connell, offered last Thursday 
which was O'Connell III for Philadelphia, I am sure there will 
be an overwhelming and resounding affirmative vote for that 
plan throughout the Commonwealth. 

Mr. President, the plan that we talked about when I talk of 
O'Connell III, is as the Minority Leader said, a plan which 
satisfies three out of the four incumbent congressmen in the 
City of Philadelphia. Under everybody's plan there will still 
be three out of four congressmen in Philadelphia, so I think 
that is quite substantial. When we add to it the fact that it is 
bipartisan support and it satisfies the one Republican con
gressman from Philadelphia, as well as two of the three 
Democrats in Philadelphia, i think that is unbelievable pro
gress, especially when we consider the politics of Philadelphia 
which many of us know is quite confusing. 

I would like to submit to the Majority, if they want to con
sider that, we are prepared to do that but these amendments 
do not do that. 

The PRESIDENT. As to the current debate, the place is not 
in the current debate for negotiations on further plans but 
merely for discussion on the plan in front of the Body. If the 
gentleman will confine his remarks to that he will be in order, 
if not, he will be out of order. 

Senator FUMO. I shall, Mr. President, the current plan 
does not do what we would like it to do in the City of 
Philadelphia and, therefore, I would urge my colleagues to 
vote "no" on it. At some point in the future maybe we can 
resolve it. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I think we have to 
further clarify the record. For all of the other plans submit
ted, there were not any votes which led us to believe we had to 
turn around and go in another direction. What we finally 
worked on to come to this point in time was a list that was 
given to us that indicated what we had to address ourselves to 
in order to get some bipartisan support. I can briefly tell you 
what they were, Mr. President, at least three of the major 
points. One was the unlinking. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman please confine his 
remarks to the merits of the plan and not to the negotiations 
in arriving at the merits of the current plan. 

Senator O'CONNELL. Mr. President, I think the others 
had some latitude and I think I have to respond. That is my 
problem. It is on the record and I think the record has to be 
made clear. I would ask your indulgence and the Senate's 
indulgence so I might be able to explain. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will allow a certain amount 
of latitude as long as it pertains to the merits of the plan but 
will not allow the Members to become involved in discussions 
of negotiations arriving at the plan, this not being the forum 
for those discussions. 

Senator O'CONNELL Mr. President, we met, in any 
event, the objections of the plan and basically came down to 
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the three major thrusts and I will try to avoid them. In any 
event, we absolutely took care of that in drafting the plan. We 
did submit a compromise last night and as far as I am con
cerned, it was a compromise and we did not hear from it. It 
was another attempt to resolve a very sticky problem. 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, this is basically for 
technical purposes. I do need to insert for the record that 
there is a technical error in the amendments. On page 6 of the 
amendments, if Legal Counsel McCarthy has it, he might 
look and see that in the twenty-second district, the last words, 
" ... and Washington County." If they will note in their 
amendments, in the eighteenth district, it has Peters Town
ship, which is specific. We have penciled in there, and I think 
we have done this before after Washington County, "except 
Peters Township." That I think needs to be noted for the 
record. Mr. President, we do believe that the specific controls 
the general and Peters Township is clearly set forth in the 
eighteenth congressional district. I did want to make that 
notation for the record, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT. Is that correction on the amendments 
clear to all Members? 

Senator JUBELIRER. Just one last comment, Mr. Presi-

Will the Senate agree to the bill on third consideration? 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SECRETARY 

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

SENA TE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY IS, I982 

7:30 P.M. ENVIRONMENTAL 

to RESOURCES AND ENERGY 

9:00 P.M. (Public Hearing on 

Senate Bill No. 1210) 

Heritage Rm. A, 

Holiday Inn, 

Meadville, Pa 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1982 

9:30 A.M. ENVIRONMENTAL Holiday Inn, 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY Meadville, PA 

(Public Hearing on 

Senate Bill No. 1210) 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1982 

dent. In doing this and in offering these amendments, we feel IO:OO A.M. EDUCATION (to consider Room 461, 

we have not looked to protect each and every incumbent in the 
legislative process in the congressional districts. We feel that is 
not the appropriate function. We have tried to deal with the 
population trends as we did these amendments, Mr. Presi
dent, and we think that is the appropriate method, the consti
tutional method, and that is the reason we have moved the 
problem in Allegheny County, losing population and we had 
to take Congressman Gaydos out and move Congressman 
Bailey farther east, and as a result those two districts ended up 
together. I think that should be noted for the record as well, 
Mr. President. 

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

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

YEAS-21 

Bell Helfrick Loeper Shaffer 
Corman Hess Moore Snyder 
Fisher Hopper O'Connell Stauffer 
Gekas Howard Pecora Street 
Greenleaf Jubelirer Rhoades Wilt 
Hager 

NAYS-26 

Bodack Lincoln O'Pake Singe! 
Early Lloyd Price Stam pone 
Furno Lynch Reibman Stapleton 
Hankins McKinney Romanelli Stout 
Holl Manbeck Ross Tilghman 
Kelley Mellow Scanlon Zemprelli 
Kusse Murray 

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

And the question recurring, 

House Bill No. 1300) 4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1982 

10:00 A.M. AGING AND YOUTH 

(Public Hearing on 

Senate Bill No. 1 I94) 

Senate Majority 

Caucus Room 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1982 

12:30 P.M. URBAN AFFAIRS AND 

HOUSING (Agenda to be 

announced at a later 

date) 

Room 459, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1982 

TRANSPORTATION (Public 

Hearing on House Bill 

No. 1394) 

California State 

College, 

California, PA. 

MONDAY, MARCH I, I982 

11 :00 A. M. LAW AND JUSTICE 

(to consider Senate 

Bill No. 533; House 

Bills No. 178, 758, 

1268 and the nomination 

of Thomas G. Frame to 

the Board of Pardons) 

Room 459, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

North Wing 

WEDNESDAY, MARCH IO, 1982 

11:00 A.M. CONSUMER PROTECTION 

AND PROFESSIONAL 

LICENSURE (Public 

Hearing on Senate 

Bill No. 954) 

Room 461, 

4th Floor 

Conference Rm., 

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

MOTION TO RECESS 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, move that the 
Senate now recess to the call of the Chair. 

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

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, may we just be at 
ease for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will be at ease. 
(The Senate was at ease.) 
Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, in reviewing Judge 

Ziegler's decision on reapportionment filed by a constituent 
of Congressman Murphy last week, he indicates the February 
16th date is not a magic time. As long as this Legislature con
tinues to work toward a reapportionment plan, he felt that 
was the way it should be handled. We believe that is the 
appropriate way, that as long as we continue to work, we 
believe the Federal courts will not take jurisdiction. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, i move that the 
Senate do now adjourn until Monday, February 22, 1982, at 
2:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time. 

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

Senator ZEMPRELLI. Mr. President, for reasons stated by 
me last night-

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
this motion is not debatable. 

Senator ZEMPRELLI. I am not going to debate the issue, 
Mr. President. i understand it is not debatable. For reasons 
stated yesterday and for reasons stated today, I would ask the 
Members to vote against an adjournment motion. 

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

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

Bell Hess 
Corman Holl 
Fisher Hopper 
Gekas Howard 
Greenleaf Jubelirer 
Hager Kusse 
Helfrick Loeper 

Boda ck Lloyd 
Early Lynch 
Furno McKinney 
Hankins Mellow 
Kelley Murray 
Lincoln 

YEAS-26 

Manbeck 
Moore 
O'Connell 
Pecora 
Price 
Rhoades 

NAYS-21 

O'Pake 
Reibman 
Romanelli 
Ross 
Scanlon 

Shaffer 
Snyder 
Stauffer 
Street 
Tilghman 
Wilt 

Singe! 
Stam pone 
Stapleton 
Stout 
Zemprelli 

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

The PRESIDENT. The Senate stands adjourned until 
Monday, February 22, 1982, at 2:00 p.m., Eastern Standard 
Time. 

The Senate adjourned at 6:43 p.m., Eastern Standard 
Time. 


