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The Senate met at 10 a.m., Eastern Standard Time.
The PRESIDENT (Lieutenant Governor Mark S. Singel) in

the Chair.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend Canon PETER R COFFIN, Pastor
of The Cathedral of Saint Stephen, Harrisburg, offered the
following prayer:

Many of us have come from far away this moming to be
here. Let us remember those whom we have left - our families
and friends - as we begin a busy day.

Almighty God, who has given us this good land for our
heritage, we humbly beseech You that we may always prove
ourselves a people mindful of Thy favor and glad to do Thy
will.

Bless our land with honorable industry, sound learning, and
pure manners. Save us from violence, discord and confusion,
from pride and arrogance, and from every evil way. Defend
our liberties and fashion into one united people the multitudes
brought hither out of many kindred and tongues. And do with
the spirit of wisdom those to whom in Your name we entrust
the authority of government, that there may be justice and
peace in this Commonwealth, and that through obedience to
Thy law we may show forth Thy praise among the nations of
the earth.

In a time of prosperity, fill our hearts with thankfulness, and
in the day of trouble, suffer not our trust in Thee. All which
we ask through our one God, who creates, redeems, and sus
tains His faithful people. Amen.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks Reverend Coffin, who
is the guest today of Senator Mowery.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
GUESTS OF SENATOR MICHAEL E.

BORTNER PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
York, Senator Bortner, for the purpose of a brief introduction.

Senator BOR1NER Mr. President, in the Chamber today as
a guest ofmine, I would like to introduce Senator Drue Pearce,
from Alaska. She is the chair of the Energy Council and is in
Harrisburg speaking on that issue today.

Also with her is Laurie Cameron, who is the executive
director of the Energy Council.

I might note that Senator Pearce advised me that in Alaska,
where they have 20 Senators, they have a 10-10 split in their
body between Democrats and Republicans.

The PRESIDENT. Would the Senate join me in welcoming
Senator Pearce, who is with us today from Alaska.

(Applause.)
The PRESIDENT. We would invite Senator Pearce to join

us for just a few brief comments. Welcome to the Senate of
Pennsylvania.

Senator PEARCE. Thank you very much.
Laurie and I appreciate being here today. We are going to

be meeting with the House Majority Caucus in a little while to
talk about the Energy Council. We are a legislative group of
nine energy producing States, plus the Province of Alberta.
Together our nine States produce 85 percent of the oil and gas
in the United States, and Alberta produces about 85 percent of
the oil and gas in Canada. We are here talking about natural
gas strategies, doing some education from the producer States
to the consuming States, and we also work on policymaking in
Washington, D.C. We feel that we are a lot stronger as a group
of nine States than we would be with individual voices.

And just as a brief note, in Alaska the Lieutenant Governor
does not preside over the Senate. In fact, it is not clear that.
anybody presides over the Alaska State Senate. There are only
20 of us. We are much more regionally divided than we are
partisanly divided. We do have a 10-10 split at the moment. I
am a Republican, and one of the Democrats came over and
joined the 10 Republicans, and so we have an 11-9 organiza
tion. It is a fairly feisty group, and as you can imagine, we
have to have all lIon the floor before we can do business, but
that is pretty typical in Alaska, and life goes on. So, it seems
to work pretty well.

We were forced, because we do not have anyone to break
ties, to figure out a way to organize and come into Session last
January. We have a 121-day Session. We move to Juneau for
the Session and start on the second Monday in January and go
through the second Tuesday in May each year.

Thank you very much, and hopefully at some point in time
some of you will come to some of our Energy Council meet
ings. We would love to have the Pennsylvania legislature more
involved and know more about our group, and we appreciate
the opportunity to provide some education from our States to
yours.

Thank you a lot.
(Applause.)
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Fisher.

Senator FISHER Mr. President, I was wondering if we
could have the name of Senator Pearce added to the roll call.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would advise the gentleman
that her name has already been added, and she has already
voted twice in the Chamber.

Senator JUBELIRER I move to reorganize.
(Laughter.)

GUEST OF SENATOR HAROLD F. MOWERY
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Cumberland, Senator Mowel)'.

Senator MOWERY. Mr. President, I would like to introduce
our guest Page for today, Matthew C. Eicher, from Newport
Road in Duncannon. Matthew is 18 years old and he is a
senior at Susquenita High School, and we are vel)' happy to
have him here as a guest Page today.

The PRESIDENT. Would the guest of Senator Mowel)'
please rise so that we can thank you for your good work as a
Page.

(Applause.)

JOURNAL APPROVED

The PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate being present,
the Clerk will read the Journal of the preceding Session of
November 22, 1993.

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the preceding
Session.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I move that further read
ing of the Journal be dispensed with and that the Journal be
approved.

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

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

Senator LOEPER Mr. President, I request temporal)'
Capitol leaves for Senator Baker and Senator Tilghman, who
are both on legislative business within the Capitol.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests temporal)'
Capitol leaves for Senator Baker and Senator Tilghman. The
Chair hears no objection. Those leaves will be granted.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate agree to the motion?
A voice vote having been taken, the question was

determined in the affirmative.
The PRESIDENT. The Journal is approved.

GENERAL COMMUNICATIONS

ANNUAL REPORT ON THE FAMILY
PRESERVATION PROGRAM

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com
munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

DEPARlMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE
P. O. Box 2675

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-2675

~OVenlber 15, 1993

Mr. Mark R. Corrigan, Secretary
Senate of Pennsylvania
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Dear Mr. Corrigan:

Pursuant to the mandate of Act 35 of 1989, known as the Family
Preservation Act, I am pleased to hereby transmit the Department of
Public Welfare's annual report on the Family Preservation Program
to the General Assembly.

The Act requires that the report provide an evaluation of the
effectiveness of the program throughout the Commonwealth in meet
ing its stated purposes during the preceding fiscal year. This report,
therefore, covers Fiscal Year 1991-92 and represents the third full
year of the program's operation.

Please convey our thanks to the menlbers of the Senate for their
continuing support of services to Pennsylvania's children and their
families.

Sincerely,

KAREN F. S~IDER
Secretary

The PRESIDENT. The report will be filed in the Librai)'.

RESOLUTION OF THE
STATE OF ALASKA

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com
munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

STATE OF ALASKA
P. O. Box AA
Juneau 99811

August 2, 1993

The Honorable Mark S. Singel
President of the Senate
Pennsylvania State Senate
Main Capitol Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Dear Mr. President:

In accordance with Uniform Rule 49B of the Alaska State legis
lature, I am transmitting to you a copy of House Joint Resolution ~o.

27 relating to an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
prohibiting desecration of the Flag of the United States.

Sincerely,

JOHN B. COGHILL
Lieutenant Governor
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Relating to an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
prohibiting desecration of the Flag of the United States

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE
OF ALASKA:

WHERPAS certain actions, although arguable related to one
person's free expression, nevertheless raise issues concerning public
decency, public peace, and the rights of expression and sacred values
of others; and

WHEREAS there are symbols of our national soul such as the
Washington Monument, the United States Capitol Building, and
memorials to our greatest leaders, that are the property of every
American and are therefore worthy of protection from desecration and
dishonor; and

WHERPAS the American Flag was most nobly born in the strug
gle for independence that began with "The Shot Heard Round the
World" on a bridge in Concord, Massachusetts; and

WHEREAS in the War of 1812 the American Flag stood boldly
against foreign invasion, symbolized the stand of a young and brave
nation against the mighty world power of that day, and in its courag
eous resilience inspired our national anthem; and

WHERPAS in the Second World War the American Flag was the
banner that led the American battle against fascist imperialism from
the depths of Pearl Harbor to the mountaintop on Iwo Jima, and from
defeat in North Africa's Kasserine Pass to victory in the streets of
Hitler's Germany; and

WHERPAS Alaska's star was woven into the fabric of the Flag
in 1959, and that 49th star has become an integral part of the Union;
and

WHEREAS the American Flag symbolizes the ideals that good
and decent people fought for in Vietnam, often at the expense of their
lives or at the cost of cruel condemnation upon their return home; and

WHEREAS the American Flag symbolizes the sacred values for
which loyal Americans risked and often lost their lives in securing
civil rights for all Americans, regardless of race, sex, or creed; and

WHERPAS the American Flag was carried to the moon as a
banner of goodwill, vision, and triumph on behalf of all mankind; and

WHERPAS the American Flag to this day is a most honorable
and worthy banner of a nation that is thankful for its strengths and
committed to curing its faults, and remains the destination of millions
of immigrants attracted by the universal power of the American ideal;
and

WHERPAS the law as interpreted by the United States Supreme
Court no longer accords to the Stars and Stripes that reverence,
respect, and dignity befitting the banner of that most noble experiment
of a nation-state; and

WHERPAS it is only fitting that people everywhere should lend
their voices to a forcefull call for restoration to the Stars and Stripes
of a proper station under law and decency;

BE IT RESOLVED by the Alaska State Legislature that the Con
gress of the United States is requested to prepare and present to the
legislatures of the several states an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States that would specifically provide the Congress and the
legislatures of the several states the power to prohibit the physical
desecration of the Flag of the United States; this request does not
constitute a call for a constitutional convention; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the legislatures of the several states
are invited to join with Alaska to secure ratification of the proposed
amendment.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable Al
Gore, Vice-President of the United States and President of the U.S.
Senate; the Honorable George l Mitchell, Majority Leader of the

Source
HJR 27

STATE OF ALASKA
THE LEGISLATURE

1993

Legislative
Resolve No. 15

U.S. Senate; to the Honorable Thomas S. Foley, Speaker of the U.S.
House of Representatives; the governors of each of the several states;
the presiding officers of each house of the legislatures of the several
states; and to the Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honorable Frank
Murkowski, United States Senators, and the Honorable Don Young,
United States Representative, members of the Alaska delegation in
Congress.

AUTHENTICATION

The following officers of the Legislature certify that the attached
enrolled resolution, HJR 27, consisting of 3 pages, was passed in
conformity with the requirements of the constitution and laws of the
State of Alaska and the Uniform Rules of the Legislature.

Passed by the House April 13, 1993

Ramona L. Barnes, Speaker of the House

ATTEST:

lC. Shine, Chief Clerk of the House

Passed by the Senate May 10, 1993

Rick Halford, President of the Senate

ATTEST:

Nancy Quinto, Secretary of the Senate

ACTION BY GOVERNOR

Approved by the Governor May 26. 1993

Walter J. Hickel, Governor of Alaska

The PRESIDENT. The communication will be filed in the
libraI)'.

REPORT ON THE EMPLOYMENT INCENTIVE
PAYMENT PROGRAM

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com
munication, which was read by the Clerk as follows:

DEPARlMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE
P. O. Box 2675

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-2675

November 15, 1993

The Honorable Mark R. Corrigan
Secretary of the Senate
Senate of Pennsylvania
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Dear Secretary Corrigan:

Enclosed is the Deparbnent of Public Welfare's Report to the
General Assembly on the Employment Incentive Payment (EIP)
program, submitted in accordance with Act 1989-23.

The Department includes reenactment of EIP enabling legislation
among its legislative priorities for 1993-94.

I appreciate your past actions supporting continuation of the
program.

Sincerely,

KAREN F. SNIDER
Secretary

The PRESIDENT. The report will be filed in the Library.
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SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY

The SECRETARY. Consent has been given for the Com
mittee on Community and Economic Development, as well as
the Committee on Environmental Resources and Energy, to
meet during today's Session for an informational meeting.

SENATE RESOLUTION IN PLACE

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Northampton, Senator Reibman.

Senator REffiMAN. Mr. President, I rise in place and
present to· the Chair, on behalf of myself and several of my
colleagues, a resolution.

The PRESIDENT. Are you seeking unanimous consent for
immediate consideration?

Senator REffiMAN. Mr. President, no, I am not, but I will
be asking for unanimous consent to make a few brief remarks.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Reibman presents to the Chair
a resolution. Without objection, she is recognized for some
remarks.

Senator REffiMAN. Mr. President, I rise today out of con
cern for our children, our schools, and our society's future. I
have, as you know, devoted the better part of nearly four
decades of public service to improving our schools and in
creasing our children's opportunities to learn. Just as surely as
our future depended on a strong defense during the Cold War,
so does our future today depend on strong public schools and
a well-educated citizenry. But our schools and our communities
face problems today that are unprecedented in our hiStOl)'.
More children in more communities come to school ill
p~~ to learn. They come with negative attitudes, poor
~utntion, and, increasingly, with weapons. They pack pistols
Instead of lunch, bullets instead of book reports. Disruption,
intimidation, and violence in schools are increasingly common.
Such problems are not limited to urban high schools but
pervade the schools in urban, rural, and suburban communities.
If we want our society to have a world-class future, our
children must have a world-Class education. If our children are
to have a world-class education, our schools must once again
become safe havens for learning. lbis is a job for the whole
c~mmu~ty, not just for teachers, or just for parents, or just for
kids, or Just for the police.

Therefore, Mr. President, I rise today to offer a resolution
urging the Governor to appoint a broadly representative task
force, including the Commissioner of Corrections and the ex
ecutive director of the Juvenile Court Judges Commission, to
study the problems of school disruption and violence and to
report legislative and policy recommendations by the end of
March. We need to resist knee-jerk resolutions to complex
problems, but we need to act decisively. We need to bring the
best thinking of Pennsylvanians to bear on this problem, but
we need to do so quickly. Our children need no less; our future
requires no less.

Thank you, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair would, at
this time, recognize the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator
Williams.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on the resolution just
presented, I just wanted to indicate that we do have a joint task
force working on the issue of violence, which is quite alarm
ing, more than quite alarming, from every aspect and every
standpoint, including the very, very crucial one that the
gentlewoman from Northampton, Senator Reibman, just men
tioned. We will discuss, hopefully, how we can integrate that
very special problem into that process.

So, I just wanted to indicate that we are not ahead by any
means, but we have been, this summer, also dealing with the
question of how we approach this fundamental problem in a
comprehensive way, not only in and of itself but also as part
of the health calamity in this country. So I welcome this offer
ing hopefully as part of that, a key part of that, as well.

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS
MOMENT OF SILENCE OBSERVED

Senator WILLIAMS. I just wanted to make that com
mentary on that, Mr. President, but I also rise to ask for a spe
cial order of business.

The PRESIDENT. Without objection, the gentleman is
recognized for some comments at this time.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, all too often the issue
of violence cuts across every aspect of our lives and our in
s.titutions, and today that is so frequent that we lose perspec
tIve.

I rise today at this moment, however, to recognize that in
the war against violence and against street crime and terror,
there are those families whose loved ones have been struck
down, and all too often we get used to that. All too often we
get used to that as a statistic or as a side part of that violence.
We from Philadelphia, as part of Pennsylvania, as part of the
legion of men and women throughout this country who have
given their lives, join with the family of Officer Stephen
Dmytryk, who was struck down rather cruelly last week on the
scene as he was trying to stem some of that violence and some
of that crime. And indeed, his family, all of Philadelphia, and
all of Pennsylvania are now in sympathy for his memory.

I would like to ask, on behalf of our delegation from
Philadelphia, to be joined in by the rest of the Senate of
Pennsylvania, Republican and Democrat, to observe a moment
of silence as an indication of our support for the men and
~omen in blue who put their lives on the line and in recogni
tI~n of our. t~tal opposition and commitment to eclipsing
VIolence WIthin our own generation and within our own
lifetime.

Mr. President, could I request that we have one moment of
silence in recognition of the life of Officer Stephen Dmytryk,
who was struck down so cruelly in Philadelphia just last week?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
The gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Williams, has

made an impassioned plea for the sympathy and the empathy
of the Senate with regard to Officer Stephen Dmytryk, who
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was killed in the line of duty last week in Philadelphia. The
Chair appreciates the sentiment and agrees, and at this time
would ask all of the Members of the Senate to rise in a brief
moment of silence for the slain officer.

(Whereupon, the Senate en bloc stood in a moment of
silence in solemn respect to the memory ofOfficer STEPHEN
DMYTRYK)

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman from
Philadelphia and thanks all of the Senators for their expression
of support.

At this time, the Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Philadelphia, Senator Schwartz. For what purpose does the
gentlewoman rise?

Senator SCHWARTZ. Mr. President, I rise in support of the
resolution presented by the gentlewoman from Northampton,
Senator Reibman. I appreciate the resolution and ask for sup
port of it, and I want to mention to my colleagues that I, too,
have been concerned particularly about the issue of violence,
as Senator Williams said, as a health issue, but also particular
ly in relationship to our children and to our schools. I have
worked on a series of bills which are now circulating for
cosponsorship in relation to the same issue of what we can do
for children, both before they are involved with the use of guns
and also if, in fact, they are found to have guns. I would call
on my colleagues to pursue this with me and with the
gentlewoman from Northampton, Senator Reibman, and to take
a look at those bills, and I hope that we will not only see some
cosponsorship on those bills, as I have already, but that we
will be able to deal with that in this Chamber in the near fu
ture and do more for our children in helping them to deal with
the issues of conflict resolution and the violence all around
them and to help them, in fact, live in a safer world, both
within the schools and within the community, and to deal
better with how they can respond to what has increasingly
become a violent society for them.

So, I support the resolution and again call on my colleagues
to look at the cosponsorship memo that is circulating to create
a program that would help our school districts deal with
children who have engaged in the use of weapons or who have
them.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

RECESS ADJOURNMENT

Senator BODACK offered the following resolution, which
was read, considered, and adopted:

In the Senate, November 23, 1993

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That
when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday,
December 6, 1993 unless sooner recalled by the President Pro
Tempore of the Senate; and be it further

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjourns
this week it reconvene on Monday, December 6, 1993, unless sooner
recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate present the same
to the House of Representatives for concurrence.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on the
floor of Senator Tilghman. His temporary Capitol leave will be
cancelled.

CALENDAR

DB 829 CALLED UP our OF ORDER

DB 829 (Pr. No. 1180) - Without objection, the bill was
called up out of order, from page 2 of the Third Consideration
Calendar, by Senator LINCOLN, as a Special Order of Busi
ness.

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
AND FINAL PASSAGE

DB 829 (Pr. No. 1180) - The Senate proceeded to con
sideration of the bill, entitled:

An Act designating a bridge over the Allegheny River in
Allegheny County, as the Jonathan Hulton Memorial Bridge.

Considered the third time and agreed to,

On the question,
Shall the bill pass finally?

CONSTI1UTIONAL POINf OF ORDER

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I raise a point of order
regarding the propriety of the inclusion of William Stinson on
the roll call, since there has been no lawful certification issued,
and since an election contest and appeals from the county
Board of Elections are still before the courts. I would raise this
as a constitutional point of order, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENf. Senator Jubelirer raises a constitutional
point of order at this point regarding the qualifications of
Senator Stinson to participate in the Senate of Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the Senate sustain the constitutional point of order?

The PRESIDENT. On the constitutional point of order,
which will be decided by the body, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I think this issue was
very clearly determined yesterday by the body, and I would
ask for a negative vote, I guess, on the point of order.

The PRESIDENT. For the information of the members, an
affirmative vote upholds the position of Senator Jubelirer, who
is raising a constitutional point of order; a negative vote 0p

poses the constitutional point of order, thereby affirming sup
port for Senator Stinson remaining in the body.
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REQUEST TO SUBMIT
REMARKS FOR THE RECORD

The PRESIDENf. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I do not intend to add
much to the debate of yesterday. I think that we have pretty
well stated the reasons and have made it part of the record and
have done it in a somewhat dramatic fashion. I would only
ask, Mr. President, to offer for the record the editorial of the
Wall Street Journal today, which once again cites the reasons
why we believe that Mr. Stinson should step aside while the
court decisions are being made. We have now become a na
tional story. It is no longer just a Philadelphia story or a
Pennsylvania story. We have shown the nation in an editorial
today in the Wall Street Journal that Philly outvotes Jersey,
and the editorial calls for an investigation into the alleged
fraud and forgery and the misdoings of the electorate in the
absentee ballot process in the Second Senatorial District on
November 2, 1993.

I would ask at this time that the editorial be made a part 
I understand it has been taken up and will be made part of the
record, and I would ask that the Members once again recognize
that the seriousness of the matter affects each and every one of
us. It is not a Democrat issue, it is not a Republican issue; it
is a ballot issue. It is an integrity issue. I was hoping that
perhaps overnight Mr. Stinson himself would have offered to
step aside until the matter was resolved, but failing that, we
will continue to press the matter on a continuing basis with a
continuing objection to Mr. Stinson participating as a Member
of this body. As long as that cloud exists, Mr. President, again,
we will go on with the agenda of the day, we will work
together with our colleagues on the other side of the aisle.
Senator Loeper and I and Senator Bodack and Senator Lincoln
met this morning. We will work on a schedule and on an
agenda. We will caucus, we will do the order of business of
the people whom we represent, but aside from that, this issue
will continue to be a part of this body and will be a cloud over
it until such time as it is resolved.

Thank you, Mr. President. .
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, we will insert the

printed material in the Senate Journal.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,

Senator Furno. For what purpose does he rise?
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I vehemently object to that.

And if he wants to do it, tell him to do it in Petitions and
Remonstrances, where he can act like a crybaby again. I do not
want that editorial submitted into this record. It is
reprehensible--

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman has made his point. There
is an objection. Printed material can be added to the Journal
only by leave of the Senate.

REQUEST WITHDRAWN

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I withdraw the request
to add it, and I believe I still have the floor.

(Reading:)
"For all the outrage vented over Ed Rollins's retracted

claims that he discouraged minority voting in New Jersey,
there's a far more well-docurnented case of minority voters
being pressured this month into casting .improper ~sentee

ballots in neighboring Philadelphia. It's quIte an amazmg tale,
and for national media still lost driving around Newark and
Paterson in search of the Rollins lucre, we offer a roadmap to
a real story.

"The Philadelphia Inquirer has interviewed more than 150
minority voters who claim they were misled by Democratic
workers into voting absentee even though they weren't eligible.
Only voters who are ill or traveling on business can legally
vote absentee in Pennsylvania.

"Late last Thursday, Democrat William Stinson was sworn
in only an hour after his disputed Nov. 2 election as a State
Senator was certified. His seating gives the Democrats 25 of
the 50 State Senators and partisan control, since a Democratic
lieutenant governor can break the tie. Republicans charge mas
sive irregularities and are challenging the election. They note
that Republican Broce Marks led by 562 votes among those
who voted on Election Day. He lost because 1,391 ofthe 1,757
absentee ballots went for Democrat Stinson. In one ward, he
won 99% of the absentees.

"Normally only 900 absentee ballots are cast in North
Philadelphia's Second Senate District, and they usually break
evenly. But Democratic workers fanned out through Hispanic
neighborhoods telling residents about la nueva forma de votar
- the new way to vote.

"They carried applications for absentee ballots, had voters
fill them out and returned a few days later with the actual
ballots. Ana Lopez, a 19th Ward committeewoman, says she
was deluged with calls from people asking why they could
vote at home. 'I told them it was illegal and that they shouldn't
do it,' she says.

"But many voters still cast suspect ballots. Aracelis
Velasquez told the Inquirer she felt pressured. 1 told them I
can't see well and that I needed to get my glasses. They said,
"Don't wony about it, just make an X right here and sign." I
did it.' Victor Torres was accosted by a man who insisted he
sign a form. He did, but uncertain about what he had signed he
went to the polls and voted. Only later did he learn he'd voted
twice. Voter Evelyn Adames thought she was signing for a
program 'where they fix the broken windows and your heat
ing.'

"Zoraida Rodriquez was told she could vote at home, along
with her brother and her common-law husband, both of whom
are in jail. 'I didn't think it would be right, but he said
anybody can fill out anybody's paper, so I did,' Ms. Rodriquez
told the Inquirer. As for her own ballot, she told the campaign
worker that she didn't know who to vote for. 'He said, "Well,
vote for this person, because he's the one I work for," so I
did.' Election records bear out her story.

"Mr. Marks, the Republican candidate, challenged the bal
lots, but the case was heard by Judge Eugene Maier, whose
wife has a patronage appointment with Democratic Mayor Ed
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Rendell. Mr. Stinson, the Democratic candidate, is a former
aide to Mr. Rendell. The State Supreme Court took the case
away from Judge Maier, but only after he had ordered virtually
all the absentee ballots to be counted. By now, the ballots have
been taken out of the envelopes that contain the voters' names,
making it difficult to identify any suspect ones.

"On Sunday, three voters came forward to say their signa
tures on absentee ballots were forged Meanwhile, U.S. At
torney General Janet Reno, who campaigned for Jim Florio,
has investigators combing New Jersey looking for what ap
pears to be phantom payoffs (discussed in the nearby feature).
No interest, though, in the documented political exploitation of
Hispanics just across the river in Philadelphia. The next time
the visitors from the Beltway take the train up to New Jersey,
they should get off first at Philadelphia's 30th Street Station
and ask some questions."

Mr. President, this came from the Wall Street Journal,
Tuesday, November 23, 1993, and since Senator Furno did not
want me to insert that into the record, perhaps it was well just
to read it so that not only the Members would understand that
this has become now a national stoty, one of significant embar
rassment to this Commonwealth and to this Senate, but to each
and evety person who is aware of what is going on. All we
said was we want the truth, Mr. President, and nothing more.

The PRESIDENf. On the constitutional point of order, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I am not aware that the
Wall Street Journal has played any part in this election, and it
sounded to me like the editorial was just a repeat of allegations
that are simply allegations made by newspaper reporters who
combed the streets, in the first time in my knowledge that that
has ever been done, because the Philadelphia Inquirer is
determined that Bruce Marks is going to become a Senator.
Well, fortunately, we have courts, we have laws, we have
procedures that protect those people from that type ofintimida
tion when they are being questioned about their most precious
right, that of being able to vote. And my argument is going to
continue until such time that that editorial can reflect a
decision made by a good court, which we have in this Com
monwealth, or a Federal court, or wherever the Republicans
run to with their whining about this particular issue.

Nothing has been determined as fact. In fact, the facts that
have been presented have been weak and have had vety little
basis on which to be founding objections, and until such time
that that particular issue becomes something we have to deal
with, Bill Stinson has been elected to represent the Second
Senatorial District in the Pennsylvania Senate from
Philadelphia. We are going to continue to see him seated here
until such time as the outrageous allegations and the muckrak
ing by the press is absolutely stifled by a good decision that is
made on fact and procedures and not intimidation of people
who mayor may not have a good grasp of the language in
which they are being questioned. And for that reason, I would
ask for a negative vote on the constitutional point of order
made by Senator Jubelirer.

The PRESIDENf. On the constitutional point of order, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator
Fumo.

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, the Republicans are continu
ing a process that they began back in January when they at
tempted to expel Senator Pecora simply because he no longer
wanted to be a Republican again. In their vicious attempt for
power, they will do nothing, nothing, they will leave no stone
untumed to get back power.

While we are inserting into the record various newspaper
articles, I would like to insert one from the Philadelphia Daily
News. I will not insert it, but I will read it.

(Reading.)
"Stinson eventually won by more than 450 votes. Marks im

mediately began an endless series of press conferences, alleg
ing that Stinson 'stole' the election by engaging in a 'massive
scheme' of generating 'hundreds of illegal absentee ballots.'

"Marks failed to mention that he had so badly botched his
challenging of those ballots that they could no longer be
challenged in compliance with the election code.

"Instead, Marks smeared Stinson by screaming 'FRAUD!'
loudly and often, creating a media feeding frenzy.

"Two weeks ago, Marks invited me to come to his office
where he would show me evidence of 'hundreds' of illegal
absentee voters.

"I said, 'You got hundreds? Enough to reverse the elec
tion?'

"He said, 'Yes. Hundreds.'
"He said that he had to be telling the truth because if he

wasn't, he would be publicly destroying his own credibility.
"I passed because I thought Marks' credibility had already

been severely damaged by the FDR Federation PAC - a
last-minute bogus flier his people had mailed to Jewish voters.

"The Inquirer sent an entire squadron of attack journalists
to Latino wards to find Marks' alleged 'hundreds' of illegal
absentee voters.

"They found dozens, not hundreds, of people who claimed
they had been misled into filing improper absentee ballots by
strangers who told them about 'la nueva forma de votar - 'a
new way of voting.'

"As of yesterday, after a week of fishing, the Inquirer came
up short of Marks' claim by:

"Hundreds.
"Late last week, Stinson was officially declared the winner

and duly sworn in.
"Late yesterday afternoon, Marks held yet another press

conference - starring some of the misled Latino voters that the
InqUirer had unearthed.

"Last night, Marks returned a phone call after his press
conference and again invited me to come to his headquarters
where he would produce evidence of -I'm not making this up
--'hundreds' of illegal absentee voters.

"I accused him of inventing 'la nueva forma de cow pie. '"
In other words, bullshit.

Mr. President, I will now read from the editorial
The PRESIDENT. Will the gentleman yield.
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Before Senator Jubelirer makes the objection, let the Chair
make it for you. The epithet is not acceptable language for the
floor of the Senate.

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I was merely interpreting the
writer's remarks.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understands and is familiar
with the phrase.

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, could I call it cow manure?
The PRESIDENT. The Chair would appreciate refraining

from using those tenns.
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, cow manure then. I will

retract the word that I said. Rather than say it again, I will
retract it and insert the term "cow manure."

The PRESIDENT. "Cow manure" is somehow acceptable.
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, I will now read from the

editorial page from the Philadelphia Daily News.
(Reading.)
"Hellish signs.
"Signs that everything is going to Hell in a handbasket."
It starts with the Louvre and goes on to Joey Buttafuocco,

and it then talks about, "Bruce Marks, who would do anything
to be elected, was astonished to learn that his opponent shared
his philosophy and got elected. As was the Inquirer. We will
hear from him again. He will do anything to get elected. And
every sleazy pol in America now has something to blame."

Mr. President, I think those remarks of a publication in this
State are more relevant than the Wall Street Journal that
Republicans read. This is the document read by people in the
senatorial district, Mr. President.

And, Mr. President, I have a continuing objection to Senator
Jubelirer making a political fiasco out of this Senate. I thought
he had some respect for the integrity of this institution. Mr.
President, the gentleman is carrying on a political campaign
unheard of before, and we will do this every day, Senator, and
if you keep it up, maybe I will ask that you be removed for
improper conduct and then we can vote on whether you can
stay here. That is the way you tried to get rid of Senator
Pecora. You did not like him anymore. I do not like you.

Mr. President, I think we should have the vote, and we will
do this dilatory process every day, and despite the protestations
of the gentleman to the contrary, that side of the aisle does not
want to work here in Harrisburg, does not want to pass legisla
tion, does not want to do anything here except regain control
of this General Assembly and this Senate, and, Mr. President,
it will be a cold day in hell before he does that.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, could the Chair restate
the issue before we have the vote, please?

The PRESIDENT. There is a constitutional point of order
on the qualifications of William Stinson to serve as a Member
of the Pennsylvania State Senate raised by Senator Jubelirer.
An affirmative vote upholds the constitutional point of order
and is a vote against Senator Stinson. A negative vote opposes
the motion and allows him to continue as a Senator.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I rise to raise a point of
parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman will state his point.
Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I understand the question

as you described it is one which challenges the qualifications
of a Member of this body to continue to sit in the Chamber.

Mr. President, I want to direct the Chair's attention to the
rules of the Senate, which, by my reading, prescribe the only
methods for challenging the qualifications of Members of this
body, and my inquiry to the Chair is whether the Chair agrees
that those are the procedures which must be followed, and if
so, the motion made by the gentleman would appear to be out
of order.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman is correct. There is
specific language in the Senate rules dealing with the issue of
qualifications of a Member of the Senate. The Chair however
admits some misinterpretation and would tum ;0 Senato;
Jubelirer because I believe he was talking about his election--

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, eligibility.
The PRESIDENT. -and not qualifications.
Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, that is right. His elec

tion and eligibility, not qualifications, Mr. President. I think
that is what distinguishes that. And that, I believe, would make
this perfectly in order.

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

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, would the Chair or the
gentleman then please restate the point of order that has been
made?

Senator ruBELIRER Mr. President, if he would like me to
I would do it. '

The PRESIDENT. Senator Jubelirer.
Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I raised a point of

order regarding the propriety of the inclusion of William Stin
son on the roll since there has been no lawful certification
issued and since an election contest and appeals from the coun
ty Board of Elections are before the courts.

That is the point of order I raised, Mr. President.
Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, I understand that and would

then like to further pursue my point of parliamentary inquiry.
The PRESIDENT. The gentlemen may proceed.

POINT OF ORDER

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, it is my recollection that this
body yesterday considered that question and made a determina
tion with respect thereto. Under the Constitution, each House
of the legislature is the body that is designated as being the
final determination of who shall be seated and what the
qualifications for seating are within that body. Inasmuch as the
Senate has made that determination, any factor outstanding at
this point in the courts of this Commonwealth or in this nation
would seem to be irrelevant and therefore this motion would
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appear not to be in order. And I would ask the Chair to so rule
on that point of order.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair has found the comments made

by the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis, to be provoca
tive and insightful and before ruling would like to hear from
the opposition.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair, Senator
Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I think it is pretty clear
and Mason's explains that, and, if I might, I cite Mason's:
"The authority of a house of a legislature to pass upon its
membership is a continuing power and the question of the
election and qualification of members is never finally decided,
in the sense that a decision is conclusive upon the house, until
final adjournment. A member at any time may be seated or
unseated upon the same facts."

Mr. President, I believe it is clear that we have a right to do
that. Anybody does. I raised this with the Parliamentarian
yesterday. I think, because of the atmosphere here yesterday,
there was some confusion, but I think it is important to follow
the rules and Mason's Manual of Legislative Procedure. I think
we need to get on with the question, and I think we are
perfectly in order.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman and
would ask for the forbearance of the Senate for just a minute
more. What the gentleman has stated is accurate, and there is
a continuing responsibility and a right for each of the bodies
to determine the qualifications of its Members. But the
gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer, seems to be missing
the point of the gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis. Your
challenge is premised upon the outcome of some actions that
mayor may not be taken in the judicial branch of government.
The gentleman from Bucks, Senator Lewis, is suggesting that
since the Senate has the sole authority for passing on the
qualifications of its Members, any other outside activity is
irrelevant, and having passed on those qualifications yesterday,
that the gentleman's challenge today is irrelevant and potential
ly out of order.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, in response to that, I
would suggest that we have not premised anything. Those are
the reasons. I would be glad to use them in debate. If Senator
Lewis would prefer that I end the point of order and argue it
afterwards, it does not matter. I mean, I think basically the law
and the rules and the legislative interpretation under Mason's
are clear. We have a continuing right to do this. That is the
reason I have stated it. It is not an intent to be dilatory. I real
ize there are people who do not want to vote on this issue on
a regular basis, but I think at least that the reason that this is
in the rules and in Mason's is for the circumstances which
currently exist. We would not be doing this if there was a
clear-cut decision and we felt that the election was right and
proper, and so forth. I do not want to go through all that again.
I believe we are perfectly in order, and I would hope that we
could get to this constitutional point of order once and for all.
I will raise it a different way. We might as well get on with it.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman and is
delighted that he understands the importance of getting the
language exactly right. There is an ongoing right of the body
to address the qualifications of its Members, but it is the sole
province of the Senate itself.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Senator
Lewis.

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, it appears clear that the
gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer, realizes that the issue
which we are discussing is the question of the qualifications of
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Stinson, to remain as
a Member of this Senate, and I agree that Mason's and all
procedures describe that as being an opportunity that is ongcr
ing for anybody to examine at any chance when he believes it
to be appropriate. Mason's, of course, is a secondary source
for procedure, and in this case, the rules of the Senate speak
expressly and explicitly to the process to be used for the
challenge of the qualifications of a Member. My point, since
we have now focused on the fact that this is a challenge to the
qualifications to continue to sit, is that the point of order made
by the gentleman is not consistent with the rules of the Senate.
He has the right to challenge the qualifications, but he has to
do so consistent with the rules of this Chamber, and, therefore,
my point is whether his constitutional point of order is out of
order as being inconsistent with those rules.

The PRESIDENT. Again, before the Chair rules, there are
one or two others who wish to be heard. Let us deal with this
carefully and let us hear from those speakers.

First, the gentleman from Lebanon, Senator Brightbill.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I have been listening

to the debate, and as I understand the operation of the rules, it
would go something like this, and let me use an example: Let
us assume that a Member of the Senate had a residence in his
district when he was elected and was duly certified, and let us
suppose that during the period of time that that Member is
serving he in fact moves out of his district and takes up
residence in a neighboring community. My understanding is
that if this came up as an issue to disqualify that Member and
there were not enough votes because that Member convinced
some of the body that he, in fact, still lived in his district, that
it could be brought up subsequently. Now, is that the under
standing of the Chair?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair apologizes and did not realize
you were posing a question to the Chair. Could you restate that
for me.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, I will repeat it. Here
is the hypothetical: A Member is duly elected and certified. He
now is a sitting Member of this body. The allegation arises that
that Member has, in fact, moved to a neighboring community
so that he no longer lives in the district. My understanding is
that at that point in time we can challenge that individual's
qualifications to sit as a Member of this body because he no
longer resides in the district. My understanding would be
further, based on what I heard Senator Jubelirer say, that if that
challenge is unsuccessful because that Member who moved
convinced enough people that he had not moved, that sulr
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sequently that challenge could be raised again, and the second
time around because those Members who had been convinced
to one set of facts were now convinced to a separate set of
facts, and it could be raised again and again and again. Now,
is that the Chair's understanding?

The PRESIDENT. It is plausible. The Chair hesitates to get
into hypothetical situations, but the Chair would point out that
what you are saying is that the facts in the matter have
changed, thereby allowing the Senate to take additional - in
your hypothetical case.

Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, no. In my hypotheti
cal, the perception of the Members of the facts has changed,
but the fact did not change.

The PRESIDENT. The facts in the perception of the
challenging body changed, which entitles them to raise the
question about qualifications. You are making the case for
Senator Lewis' objection, however, because the rules of the
Senate state specifically that during a Senator's current term of
office, once "the qualifications of the Senator to hold office
have been submitted to the members of the Senate for a vote
and the Senator was found qualified, no resolution to dis
qualifY, based on the same facts, may be offered during the
Senator's current term of office."

Nothing has changed in the instance of Senator Stinson.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, how do you know

what I know?
The PRESIDENT. I am just pointing out my response to

your hypothetical.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, no, you are saying

that in your opinion nothing has changed. It is not your
opinion that counts, it is the opinion of the people who do the
voting.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
Senator BRIGHTBILL. Mr. President, and perhaps from our

point of view some facts have changed and therefore--
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman but

points out that as the Presiding Officer, my opinion does count,
and it is my opinion that must be either upheld or challenged,
and that is really what we are talking about here.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette, Senator
Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I hesitate to do this, but
yesterday we were disciplined in our structure of the debate
and I would ask that we right now start to do that again. The
issue before us is a constitutional point of order, and I believe
that the debate should be narrowly -- Mr. President, I would
ask you to use the same discipline that was used yesterday in
keeping the debate within the issue, as the rules prescribe. I
would ask that prior to getting this completely out of hand and
afield, I request that any further debate on this issue be within
the confines of the rule as to the issue.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman, but the
Chair respectfully chooses to engage just a few more minutes
in the colloquy. Senator Lewis has raised a legitimate point of
order on which the Chair wishes to decide, and it may set a
precedent for future actions on this very question. We may be

able to resolve this matter here and now, and if we can do that,
the Chair is inclined to give just a little bit more leeway in the
debate.

In that spirit, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Allegheny, Senator Fisher.

Senator FISHER Mr. President, in that spirit and consistent
with what Senator Lincoln has said, I would like to get us back
to the point of order which we are on. The point of order,
although raised by Senator Lewis, is questioning the constitu
tional point of order raised by Senator Jubelirer. And it is my
understanding that the point of order raised by Senator
Jubelirer questioned the propriety of the inclusion of William
Stinson on the roll, since there has been no lawful certification
issued and since an election contest and appeals from the coun
ty Board of Election are before the courts.

Mr. President, that is the issue that was raised by Senator
Jubelirer. This is not an issue questioning the qualifications of
Mr. Stinson to sit before the Senate. I think what has happened
here in the course of the debate is Senator Lewis raised a ques
tion as to whether or not Senator Jubelirer was raising a ques
tion as to Mr. Stinson's qualifications. But that is not before
the Senate. The issue is the propriety of Mr. Stinson to be
included in the roll call and to be able to vote until the cases
that are pending before at least two courts in this Com
monwealth are decided. That is the issue before this Senate.
And I believe that the point of order raised by Senator Lewis,
in light of this, is not well-stated, he should be ruled out of
order, and we should vote on the issue of whether or not Mr.
Stinson should be included on the roll. I think we have a right
to raise that in a continuing fashion. I know we are going to
continue raising it in a continuing fashion. I would hope, as do
all the Members on our side of the aisle, that perhaps Mr.
Stinson would give some consideration to stepping aside to let
a court rule on the issue of the election.

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

Senator PUMa. Mr. President, I would like to ask Senator
Fisher to step aside and stop being dilatory. But more impor
tantly, Mr. President, I would like to know from you, is the
Senate in possession of a certification?

POINT OF ORDER

Senator mBELIRER Point of order, Mr. President.
Senator PUMa. Mr. President, will you tell the gentleman

to be quiet? I am asking a question and I would like you to
answer it. Is the Senate in possession of a certification

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I have a point of order.
Senator PUMa. --from the Bureau of Elections of the

Pennsylvania Department of State?
The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate come to order. Will the

Senator please yield.
Senator mBELIRER May I state my point of order?
The PRESIDENT. It is very difficult for me to answer any

questions if I cannot hear them. It is necessary to respect each
other's opinions and ability to make a statement. Let us try to
adhere to some sense of decorum here.
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Would the gentleman repeat his question first.
Senator FUMO. Yes, Mr. President.
Mr. President, is the Senate in possession of a certification

of this election as issued by the Bureau of Elections in the
Department of State?

The PRESIDENT. The answer is that it is.
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, is that document lawful, to

the Senate's knowledge, to the best of our knowledge?
The PRESIDENT. It is.
Senator FUMO. Thank you, Mr. President.
Mr. President, I would ask you to rule then out of order all

of this nonsense, because it is predicated on the fact that there
is no lawful certificate of election.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman and now
would entertain the gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer's
comment.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, my point of order was
as to the comment by the Senator from Philadelphia, Senator
Furno, that Senator Fisher was being dilatory. I think that we
need to recognize, as you have said, that we better respect the
fact that there are some differences in here. This is a forum for
debate and we are a deliberative body. This is a serious matter.
As much as Senator Furno does not want us to take it serious
ly, it is serious. It is serious.

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, point of personal privilege.
Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, we believe that certain

ly Senator Fisher had every right to make and clarify the point
that I have been trying to make, and, frankly, I think he did an
excellent job of trying to do it. You have said that when you
rule on this, it is going to be a precedent, and it will be, Mr.
President, and I would hope that we would do what is not for
this body today but for posterity, because it is an easy one. I
believe it is. We have a right to have the continuing objection,
as Senator Fisher has well stated. The only thing I say is every
Member has a right to have an opinion on this, and we are not
being dilatory by doing it.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understands and the Chair
appreciates the admonition.

POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

Senator FUMO. Mr. President, point of personal privilege.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from

Philadelphia, Senator Furno.
Senator FUMO. Mr. President, the gentleman is making

accusations that I do not consider this serious. Mr. President,
I consider this very serious. I consider, however, more serious
than this the attempt to disenfranchise voters in the Second
Senatorial District. That is what is at the crux of this issue, Mr.
President. Senator Jubelirer and his friends would have us not
give the Second District representation, while on the other side
they cry foul because it took a little while for Senator Heckler
to be sworn in, even though we were in recess.

The PRESIDENT. Would the gentleman yield.
We really can proceed and resolve this matter if we deal in

an intelligent fashion with all of the points of order. The Chair

is prepared to do that and would ask all of the Members to
limit the debate to those points of order.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE CANCELLED

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the presence on the
floor of Senator Baker. His temporary Capitol leave will be
cancelled.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate sustain the constitutional point of order?

The PRESIDENT. On the point of order, the Chair would
first recognize the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Wil
liams, prior to my making a ruling.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, would a motion to
move the previous question be in order at this point?

The PRESIDENT. It would be in order, but it would com
plicate the matter.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, would that then mean
that would be on the point of order?

The PRESIDENT. I am advised by the Parliamentarian that
what is before the body is the ruling of the Chair, and I have
not ruled, so it really would not be in order until we·did that.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the ruling of the Chair
is the issue, and that is, at this point in debate, pro or con to
sustain the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet ruled. I am still
basking in the wisdom of the Senate prior to making my
decision.

Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, so you have not ruled
on the issue presented?

The PRESIDENT. That is correct.
Senator WILLIAMS. Mr. President, would not a motion to

move the previous question be one to request the Chair to rule,
in that we have spent 2 days on the same discussion? It seems
to me it does not take a bunch of rocket scientists to figure out
what is going on here, and it would be expeditious for the
citizens ofthe Commonwealth to move the issue. Knowing that
the Chair has the acuity, the insight, and the guts to step right
to it, could not the Chair just rule and we can get on, 1, 2, 3,
rather than to listen to the harangue, however motivated?

Frankly, as a Member of this body being sent here, duly
qualified, I am sick and tired of the abuse of a process,
personally, just personally. You know, it is just abusive. And
I would think that we could -- it is not a very complicated
thing to see. If persons want to continue to do that kind of
thing, so be it. But I think we ought to step right to it, Mr.
President, and rule and move to the issue. It is-

The PRESIDENT. If the gentleman would yield, the Chair
will rule.

Senator WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman.
On the question posed by the gentleman from Bucks,

Senator Lewis, the Chair finds that indeed the Senate has an
ongoing right to rule on the qualifications of a Member of the
Senate. However, a refinement of that right appears in Section
XXX, paragraph 9(c), of the Senate rules, that says very ex-
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pressly the qualifications of a Senator to hold office, once
having been submitted to the Members for a vote and the
Senator having been found qualified, no resolution to dis
qualify, based on the same facts, may be offered during the
Senator's current term of office.

While we are talking both about elections and qualifications,
the Chair finds them to be intrinsically tied together. They are
his qualifications for sitting in this body. Therefore, the motion
by Senator Jubelirer could very well be found to be out of
order. I find the point of the gentleman from Bucks, Senator
Lewis, to be well-taken and would rule the gentleman from
Blair, Senator JUbelirer's constitutional point of order out of
order at this time.

RULING OF THE CHAIR APPEALED

The PRESIDENf. Would the gentleman yield. We have not
dealt with this. It is out of order at this point.

Senator JUBELIRER. I know, but I think it is appropriate
to raise it before the vote is announced. I think we have to
raise it before that. I think if the Parliamentarian - I have no
other time to raise it but before the vote is announced.

The PRESIDENf. The Chair really does apologize to the
gentleman because I really feel like I benefited from a very
civil and a very thoughtful debate on the subject. We have
never, however, interrupted the roll call for the purpose of
making any point, and the Chair would be glad to entertain the
point of order immediately after the roll call is announced.

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

CONSTI1UTIONAL POINf OF ORDER

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

The PRESIDENf. The vote on the appeal to the ruling of
the Chair is "ayes," 25; "nays," 25. This appeal, not having
received the proper affirmative vote, fails passage.

The Chair's opinion that the Lewis point of order is
well-taken thereby rules the constitutional point of order out of
order.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I raise a further con
stitutional point of order that under Article III, Section 13, no
Member may vote on a matter of personal interest, and I aver
that William Stinson has a personal interest in this and should
not have been allowed to vote and would raise that as a con
stitutional point of order.

On the question,
Will the Senate sustain the constitutional point of order?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair first recognizes the gentleman
from Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I appeal the ruling of
the Chair.

The PRESIDENf. Senator Jubelirer appeals the ruling of
the Chair at this time.

On the question,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

LEGISLATIVE LEAVE

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, Senator Williams has
been unexpectedly called to his office and I would ask for a
temporary Capitol leave for Senator Williams.

The PRESIDENf. Senator Lincoln asks for a temporary
Capitol leave for Senator Williams. The Chair hears no objec
tion. That leave will be granted.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDENf. In keeping with our previous practice,
the gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer, has appealed the
ruling of the Chair. An affirmative vote is a vote for Senator
Jubelirer's position; a negative vote against Senator Jubelirer's
position actually will be upholding the ruling of the Chair.

With that in mind, the Clerk will call the roll.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

(During the calling of the roll, the following occurred:)

CONS1TTIJTIONAL POINf OF ORDER

Senator JUBELIRER Point of order, Mr. President, if I
may.

The PRESIDENf. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I raise the further con
stitutional point of order that under Article III, Section 13-

The PRESIDENf. The gentleman will yield. We have not
dealt with this.

Senator JUBELIRER. --no member may vote on a matter of
personal interest.

Annstrong
Baker
Bell
Brightbill
Connan
Fisher

Afflerbach
Andrezeski
Belan
Bodack
Bortner
Dawida

Greenleaf
Hart
Heckler
Helfrick
Holl
Jubelirer

Fattah
Furno
Jones
LaValle
Lewis
Lincoln

YEAS-25

Lemmond
Loeper
Madigan
Mowery
Peterson
Punt

NAYS-25

Mellow
Musto
C'Pake
Pecom
Porterfield
Reibman

Rhoades
Robbins
Salvatore
Shaffer
Shumaker
Tilghman
Wenger

Scanlon
Schwartz
Stapleton
Stewart
Stinson
Stout
Williams
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Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I believe that this issue
was determined yesterday, and, if anything, should be made as
a motion of reconsideration. I think the record very clearly
shows that this issue was voted on yesterday and determined
in a manner that would have been in the negative for Senator
Jubelirer's position, and I believe that this would be a recon
sideration of that, and that is the manner in which this should
be offered.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman and
understands what both parties are attempting to do here, and,
in fact, we did deal with this subject rather exhaustively
yesterday. This is the same matter that was before the Senate
in the very first instance when we first convened yesterday.
Therefore, the Chair would find this to be redundant and un
necessary at this point and would suggest that it is out of
order.

RULING OF TIlE CHAIR APPEALED

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I appeal the ruling of
the Chair.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Jubelirer appeals that ruling.

On the question,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDENT. On the appeal of the ruling of the Chair,
the Chair first recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Senator
Lewis.

Senator LEWIS. Mr. President, being mindful of the com
ments just expressed by the Chair with regard to this point of
order and its appearance of being unnecessary, repetitive, and
so forth--I will not try to quote the words of the Chair. I think
the opinion was adequately expressed. The gentleman previous
ly quoted from Mason's Manual, and I would suggest for the
sake of this body that there are provisions in Mason's describ
ing dilatory motions and the consequences for those who con
tinue to engage in those activities in any legislative body. And
if the Chair believes that it is appropriate, I would ask the
Chair to admonish the gentleman with regard to the dilatory
nature of these points of order and to further enlighten him as
to the consequences of a continuation of that which under
Mason's, which I agree is the appropriate document for guid
ing our activities here, that it is appropriate for the Chair to
refuse to continue to recognize any Member who has been
found to engage in dilatory conduct in the legislative body. It
does appear to me now that this continuing effort to question
items which have been conclusively put aside and then
challenging the ruling of the Chair is getting very, very close
to falling well within the definition of dilatory action as set
forth in Mason's.

The PRESIDENT. Before I recognize Senator Jubelirer, let
me respond.

The Chair thanks the gentleman from Bucks County,
Senator Lewis, but respectfully disagrees. The word that I used
was "redundant." I do not find the gentleman's presentation to
be dilatory yet, but now looking at one more appeal to the
ruling of the Chair and looking toward future actions, the

gentleman may well be correct that we are approaching the
point where it is dilatory and subject to admonishment by the
Chair.

I will allow the gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer's
question. I ruled it out of order. That appeal has been lodged,
and at this point, while it may be redundant, the Chair is in
clined to proceed with the parliamentary proceedings of the
day.

LEGISLATIVE LEAVES

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

Senator WEPER. Mr. President, certain Members have
been called off the floor for a special meeting downstairs, and
at this time I would request temporary Capitol leaves for
Senator Brightbill, Senator Peterson, Senator Robbins, and
Senator Shaffer.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Loeper requests temporary
Capitol leaves for Senator Brightbill, Senator Peterson, Senator
Robbins, and Senator Shaffer. The Chair hears no objection.
Those leaves will be granted.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette, Senator
Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I have some Members
who have been called to that same meeting: Senator Musto,
Senator Stewart, Senator Stapleton, Senator Jones, and Senator
Bortner.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Lincoln requests temporary
Capitol leaves for Senator Musto, Senator Stewart, Senator
Stapleton, Senator Jones, and Senator Bortner. Without objec
tion, those temporary Capitol leaves will be granted.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER. Mr. President, I think it is important
that I respond to the previous colloquy between you and
Senator Lewis, because I think it goes to the very foundation
of what we are here for as a deliberative body. It is not my
intent to be dilatory. It is not my intent to take up the time of
this Senate for matters that are unimportant just to hear the
sound of my voice. I assure you, Mr. President, I have not
done that in my near 20 years here and I have no intention to
do it now.

However, having said that, we believe in all right that the
matters that we raised, including your rulings, were incorrect.
We believe that that matter needs to be addressed, and if I am
admonished and I am not recognized, let me assure the body
that Senator Loeper is here, Senator Holl is here, Senator
Shumaker is here, Senator Corman is here, Senator Wenger,
Senator Rhoades, Senator Madigan, Senator Lemmond, Senator
Helfrick, Senator Salvatore, Senator Bell, Senator Mowery,
Senator Fisher, others are all here who will be making the
same ones. So when the time comes that we are all silenced on
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A constitutional majority of all the Senators having voted
"aye," the question was determined in the affirmative.

Once again, according to our procedure, an affirmative vote
is a vote for the appeal to the Chair; a negative vote, oddly
enough, sustains the ruling of the Chair.

And the question recurring,
Will the Senate sustain the ruling of the Chair?

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

YEAS-50

Afflerbach Fumo Madigan Salvatore
Andrezeski Greenleaf Mellow Scanlon
Annstrong Hart Mowery Schwartz
Baker Heckler Musto Shaffer
Belan Helfrick O'Pake Shumaker
Bell Holl Pecora Stapleton
Bodack Jones Peterson Stewart
Bortner Jubelirer Porterfield Stinson
Brightbill LaValle Punt Stout
Connan Lemmond Reibman Tilghman
Dawida Lewis Rhoades Wenger
Fattah Lincoln Robbins Williams
Fisher Loeper

NAYS-O

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

The PRESIDENT. The vote on the appeal is "ayes," 25;
"nays," 25. The appeal not having received the proper affirma
tive vote, the ruling of the Chair stands. And, in fact, the
previous roll call stands.

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:

Rhoades
Robbins
Salvatore
Shaffer
Shumaker
Tilghman
Wenger

Scanlon
Schwartz
Stapleton
Stewart
Stinson
Stout
Williams

Lenunond
Loeper
Madigan
Mowery
Peterson
Punt

Mellow
Musto
O'Pake
Pecora
Porterfield
Reibman

YEAS-25

NAYS-25

Greenleaf
Hart
Heckler
Helfrick
Holl
Jubelirer

Fattah
Furno
Jones
LaValle
Lewis
Lincoln

Annstrong
Baker
Bell
Brightbill
Connan
Fisher

Afflerbach
Andrezeski
Belan
Bodack
Bortner
Dawida

this side of the aisle, then, Mr. President, perhaps those who
want to gag us can explain that. But we will not be silenced.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, now, I have been very
calm and I believe that Senator Jubelirer has a right to express
himself, but I think that he also can go across the line a little
bit, and in that statement I have to say that he did, and I would
ask that that not be continued.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and
from the Chair's perspective, I do not appreciate and do not
agree with the characterization that anybody is trying to gag
anybody. I think the gentleman's . comments are somewhat
theatrical. I have striven to listen to all points of view on the
various points of order. I have rendered the decisions based on
my best judgment, given the presentations, and I have given
much more leeway than normally would be expected in the
circumstances. However, the gentleman from Bucks, Senator
Lewis is correct, that a continuation of the specific debate on
the issue of the gentleman from Philadelphia, Senator Stinson's
qualifications could very well be construed as being dilatory.
I am willing to deal with that today.

We are on the subject of the appeal to the ruling of the
Chair, and my suggestion is that we proceed and avoid both
the appearance and the reality of dilatory actions in the Senate.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair, Senator
Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, just for clarification.
Mr. President, frankly, the remark was not extended to you,

it was to the debate by the gentleman from Bucks, Senator
Lewis, suggesting such a thing because I think that should
have been out of order. These are not theatrics. You know, we
think that this is a legitimate matter. This is going to come up
again, and, you know, people better be ready for it, because we
are going to have to vote on it. As long as it is out there, it is
going to be there. It was not my intent to characterize that or
direct it toward you personally, certainly not at this time, but
I think Senator Lewis' suggestion was that to which I was
responding.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and
since we are establishing the record and since we are being
unusually blunt in this colloquy, let the Chair let it be known
that continuing the process of voting on issues that have been
asked and answered on the Senate floor is, in fact, dilatory. It
has not yet happened.

The Chair, again, appreciates the time that we have spent
together on this subject, but we are all hopeful that we can
resolve the matter today, and the Chair cannot promise that it
will not be ruling Senators out of order for proposing dilatory
actions on the Senate floor in the future.

Having said that, the issue before the Senate is the appeal
of the ruling of the Chair on the issue of whether or not
Senator Stinson had the right to vote on the immediate
previous roll call.
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Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return said bill to
the House of Representatives with infonnation that the Senate
has passed the same without amendments.

REMAINING BILLS PASSED OVER

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I move that the
remainder of the bills on the Calendar go over in their order.

The PRESIDENT. Senator Lincoln moves that the
remainder of the bills on the Calendar go over in their order.
Without objection, the bills will go over in their order.

EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Motion was made by Senator AFFLERBACH,
That the Senate do now resolve itself into Executive Session

for the purpose of considering certain nominations made by the
Governor.

Which was agreed to.

NOMINATIONS TAKEN FROM THE TABLE

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I call from the table
certain nominations and ask for their consideration.

The Clerk read the nominations as follows:

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS,
SCHUYLKILL COUN1Y

November 8, 1993

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania:

In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Ac
t~ Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomina
hon ~ted May 10, 1993 for the appointment of Maryann D. Conway,
Esqwre, 1908 Mahantongo Street, Pottsville 17901, Schuylkill Coun
ty, Twenty-ninth Senatorial District, as Judge of the Court of Com
mon Pleas of SC~lUylkill County, to serve until the frrst Monday of
J~uary, 1994, Vice The Honorable Wilbur H. Rubright, mandatory
retrrement.

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of
nomination on the premises.

MARK S. SINGEL
Lieutenant Governor,
Acting Governor

JUDGE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS,
MONTGOMERY COUNlY

November 8, 1993

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania:

. In accordance with the power and authority vested in me as Ac
t~g Governor of the Commonwealth, I do hereby recall my nomina
hon dated June 10, 1993 for the appointment of Andrew B. Cantor
Esquire, 224 Waring Road, Elkins Park 19117, Montgomery County'
Fourth Senatorial District, as Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of

Montgomery County, to serve until the first Monday of January,
1994, vice The Honorable William H. Yohn, Jr., resigned.

I respectfully request the return to me of the official message of
nomination on the premises.

MARK S. SINGEL
Lieutenant Governor,
Acting Governor

NOMINATIONS RETURNED TO THE GOVERNOR

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I move that the
nominations just read by the Clerk be returned to the office of
His Excellency, the Governor.

The motion was agreed to.
The PRESIDENT. The nominations will be returned to the

office of the Governor.

EXECUTIVE SESSION RISES

Senator AFFLERBACH. Mr. President, I move that the
Executive Session do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
resolutions, which were read, considered and adopted:

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Jean Ditillo
by Senator Bodack.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Ernest Swartz, Mr. and Mrs. George Ralph, Mr. and Mrs.
Leo Poff, Mr. and Mrs. Charles Neff, Mr. and Mrs. Charles
Noll, Mr. and Mrs. William Lowe, Mr. and Mrs. Lester F.
Hersh, Mr. and Mrs. Elmer Reisinger, New Freedom Lions
Club and to Scott Hose and Jeff Spence by Senator Bortner.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mae Belle
Canty by Senator Fattah.

Congratulations ofthe Senate were extended to Betty Rinald
by Senator Fisher.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Matthew F.
Lemmon by Senator Hart.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. John P. Smeresky by Senator Hart.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Natascha
Spratt-Lange by Senator Heckler.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Jack Hartzell, Mr. and Mrs. Murray Shafer and to Mr.
and Mrs. Robert E. Weiser by Senator Helfrick.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Angelo Vecchio by Senator Lemmond.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to George
Solomon and to Jason Workman by Senator Lincoln.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to James M.
Allsman and to Charles L. Andes by Senator Loeper.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Gordon Bortle, Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Poust, Mr. and
Mrs. Harold E. Dunn, Michael Earle, Rob Neiley and to Julia
Lewis by Senator Madigan.



1364 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - SENATE NOVEMBER 23,

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Reverend
Monsignor William 1. Pakutka by Senator Musto.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Fnmk A. Strizzi and to Mr. and Mrs. John E. Johnston by
Senator Porterfield.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Harry Kramer by Senator Punt.

Congratulations· of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Anthony Michniewicz by Senator Reibman.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Wilfred V. Gardiner by Senator Rhoades.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Anna Evans
by Senator Salvatore. .

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Nick Morgus by Senator Shaffer.

Congratulations of the Senate were extended to Mr. and
Mrs. Howard Troup and to Mr. and Mrs. Harold L. Altmire by
Senator Stapleton.

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTIONS

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
resolutions, which were read, considered and adopted:

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of
the late Robert R Parsons by Senator Afflerbach.

Condolences of the Senate were extended to the family of
the late Fnmk M. Tosto, Sr. and to the family of the late
Charles J. Jacques, Sr., by Senator Hart.

PETITIONS AND REMONSTRANCES

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Chester, Senator Baker.

Senator BAKER Mr. President, I would like to report that
today the Task Force on Service Efficiency completed its work
with a unanimous vote, consisting of Senators from both sides
of the aisle as well as Members of the House of Representa
tives, to adopt a report entitled, "Governing for Results: A
Vision for the Future." I am happy to say that the principles
embodied in this report are those that should hopefully govern
not only the State government but all our government units
within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, according to prin
ciples that were worked out by the task force and by the ad
visory committee, which did an excellent job of representing
the private sector in advising the task force.

The title, "Governing for Results," tells the aim and goes
under the general rubric that has become popular of reinvent
ing government. I will just read briefly the principles that were
adopted: From fostering dependence to fostering independence
and self-sufficiency; from one-size-fits-all to choice and ex
perimentation; from services done by government to services
done by others; from centralization to decentralization; from
mandates to options; from a spend-it-or-Iose-it budget system
to one that encourages savings; and from a bureaucratic
government to a results-oriented government.

I will not try in my comments today, Mr. President, to
recite the entire report or to cover the depth of work that the
task force did. Suffice it to say that hearings were held

throughout the Commonwealth. Literally, hundreds of in
dividuals, from private citizens to members of local govern
ment, members of the State government, Cabinet secretaries,
and many others, delivered their opinions about how the tax
payers could have greater confidence and how citizens in
general could have confidence in a day in which people are
often skeptical about governing and look on us as far too par
tisan and far too oriented toward doing things as they have
always been done rather than looking for perfonnance, looking
for market orientation, and looking for a sense of responsive
ness to our citizens.

So, I am happy to report that the task force has completed
its work and I look forward to disseminating the results of our
report to all Members of the Senate and others for their atten
tion.

Thank you.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I ask that all Members
of the Republican Caucus, many of whom probably now are in
their offices, if they have their squawk boxes on, report back
to the Senate Chamber immediately upon adjournment. We
need to just have a brief discussion on the schedule and some
other things, and I would ask that the Members just please
come back to the Senate floor upon adjournment. We will only
keep them a short time, but we need to have some brief dis
cussions.

Thank you, Mr. President.

REMARKS COMMEMORATING THE 30TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DEATH OF

PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY

The PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, yesterday was the 30th
year since President Kennedy's assassination, and I would like
to enter and give the remarks that I had prepared for yesterday
but did not have an opportunity to because of the kind of day
we had.

Mr. President, I rise to ask that we put controversy aside for
at least a few moments to remember an American whose
legacy was one of inspiration and unity, not acrimony and
division.

On this day--which was yesterday--30 years ago, John F.
Kennedy, the nation's 35th President, was felled by an assas
sin's bullet during a motorcade in Dallas, Texas. America
mourned the loss of its young President. We were stunned and
grief stricken. The reign of Camelot was shattered after only
3 short years.

The power of John F. Kennedy was his ability to inspire.
There was a grace and style to his leadership which touched all
of us. He redeemed a sense of service to our country in young
and old alike.
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His sudden death, cutting him down in the prime of his life,
in still the early days of what should have been a long
Presidency, left the nation in shock.

In a eulogy to his brother John, Robert Kennedy brought
tears to the eyes of a mourning nation by quoting these words
from Shakespeare: "...And, when he shall die, take him and cut
him out in little stars, and he will make the face of heaven so
fine that all the world will be in love with night and pay no
worship to the garish sun."

That brightness still shines 30 years later. It still shines
despite a pervasive cynicism of the '90s that even threatens the
Kennedy memory with best-selling melodramas of his alleged
racy lifestyle.

The memory ofJack Kennedy will survive any commercial
ized insights into his life, for he was a President who captured
and elevated the spirit of his times.

Those were the days when there was a sense of possibilities
that our own children today seem not to have. Idealism was
not a word to be sneered at. Politics, believe it or not, meant
public service, not gridlock and posturing for media spins.

Jack Kennedy embodied so much of that spirit. He may,
indeed, have been the last American President that people
genuinely admired.

He was not in office long enough to have a string of ac
complishments for us to recite. To my mind, his one great
accomplishment was to galvanize the American people into a
spirit of activism, a spirit of self-sacrifice.

He challenged the American people as we had not been
challenged since World War II. On July 4, 1960, he told the
American public: "It is time for a new generation of
leadership, to cope with new problems and new opportunities.
For there is a new world to be won."

And then, less than 2 weeks later at the Democratic
Presidential nomination, Jack Kennedy told us that, "The New
Frontier of which I speak is not a set of promises -- it is a set
of challenges. It sums up not what I intend to offer the
American people, but what I intend to ask of them."

Mr. President, John F. Kennedy stepped out on the world
stage during the height of the Cold War and at a time when
our society was in turmoil over an incipient civil rights move
ment.

Prophetically, we all remember our young President going
to the divided German city of Berlin, the focal point of a
dangerous and escalating Cold War, and saying: "All free men,
wherever they may live, are citizens of Berlin. And therefore,
as a free man, I take pride in the words, 'Ich bin ein
Berliner.'"

Today, there is no Berlin Wall. There is no divided
Germany. There is no Cold War. Of course, Jack Kennedy had
no direct control over the course of events these past 30 years
that led to the demise of a Soviet Union held together by a
Communist ideology, but Jack Kennedy's uncompromising
spirit in those days, I believe, had a lasting effect that gave the
free world an undying sense of purpose. That purpose was
rewarded a few years ago with the tearing down of the Berlin
Wall.

In one of his last speeches, Jack Kennedy gave us a glimpse
of a future world in which the Cold War conflict had ended.
In a 1963 speech at American University, he said that, "In the
final analysis, our most basic common link is that we all in
habit this small planet. We all breathe the same air. We all
cherish our children's future. And we are all mortal."

Unfortunately, John Kennedy's mortality was played out
much too soon. But I ask, Mr. President, that we take a mo
ment to remember this unique man and the wonderful, unifying
effect he had on the American people.

It is my hope, Mr. President, that the level of our business
that is, the business of politics-will someday reach the lofty
plane it once had in the days of Camelot.

Thank you, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Robert J. Mellow) in the
Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer.

Senator JUBELIRER Mr. President, I want to extol Senator
Lincoln for his well-prepared and well-delivered remarks on a
very historic occasion, a very sad occasion, in the history of
America and express my own belief that not only what he says
is true but concerns that as we move into the last part of the
20th century, you begin to ask yourself, has it gotten any
better? Are things such now that the shameful and tragic death
of a young President, and later the President's brother, and Dr.
Martin Luther King, whom we will remember in January at his
birthday time, has it gotten any better, or is violence now be
coming, once again, the order of the day? And I think by
anybody's calculation of that question, I think we must answer,
violence is not only out there but it is perhaps worse than it
has been in many, many years.

I do not know what the answer is, but as we look to our
schools, to the streets, and to society in general, I think there
is a need to be deeply concerned. Recognizing that Congress
is rushing to pass a crime bill for the President to sign before
they adjourn for the year, recognizing that as we go back to
our constituencies--and, fortunately, with my constituency
where I live in rural Pennsylvania it is not as serious a matter,
but, nevertheless, a matter of concern everywhere-I think it
behooves us to say we are not out of the woods by any means.
And at least as we have the opportunity in this body to do
some things, I expect that certainly many Members, including
many of us on this side of the aisle, as well as, I am sure,
others, will be offering legislation to deal with violence in the
streets, in the schools, and elsewhere. But in the very basic
foundation of society, it is time to reexamine what is happen
ing to the family structure and recognize that that is where the
problem begins.

And so, Mr. President, as we remember a young man who
served far, far too little, a man who in a very short time made
his mark in history, and for all of us to reflect today on that
short life, I once again want to thank the gentleman from
Fayette, Senator Lincoln, for his remarks and join with him in
remembering John Fitzgerald Kennedy.
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Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thanks both the

gentleman from Blair, Senator Jubelirer, and the gentleman
from Fayette, Senator Lincoln, for their remarks about Presi
dent Kennedy. I am going to take a prerogative of the Chair
for just a moment because I also was one who was extremely
moved by President Kennedy, and I can remember two oc
casion that will stay with me forever.

The first one was in October of 1960, when, at the age of
19, as a second year student in college, I had the opportunity
of not only listening to at that time candidate for President
John F. Kennedy speak as he campaigned in Scranton, but I
can also remember watching his motorcade go by, as I was a
very young, idealistic person who admired tremendously at that
time candidate John F. Kennedy.

And I can only recall the sadness I felt in my heart when I
was at Fort Dix going through advanced infantry training the
day that President Kennedy was assassinated. I can remember
it like it happened yesterday, standing at Fort Dix at Present
Anns for a 21-gun salute from a cannon, where a shot was
fired each minute for 21 minutes as we stood in the position
of Present Anns with tears flowing down our faces because of
the loss of our leader.

It is unfortunate that yesterday passed without us having had
the opportunity of remembering the late, great President
Kennedy, but I think it is important that both the gentleman
from Fayette, Senator Lincoln, and the gentleman from Blair,
Senator Jubelirer, today expressed very appropriately what the
feelings are of many Members of this body. To both in
dividuals I say congratulations on your remarks.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Fayette, Senator
Lincoln.

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I would take another
page out of the book of President Kennedy, and that is humor.
It is funny that you would remember a campaign in 1960, and
I can very vividly remember seeing President Truman in 1948
on the back of a train and it is something that has never left
me. But I really thought we were about the same age, but
maybe I better rethink my position.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In 1948, I was not in
kindergarten yet, Senator.

HOUSE MESSAGE

HOUSE CONCURS IN SENATE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

The Clerk of the House of Representatives infonned the
Senate that the House has concurred in resolution from the
Senate, entitled:

Recess adjournment.

ADJOURNMENT

Senator LINCOLN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
do now adjourn until Monday, December 6, 1993, at 2 p.m.,
Eastern Standard Time.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 12:08 p.m., Eastern Standard Time.




