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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

WESTERN DISTRICT 
 
 

LOUIS J. PORRECO, 
 
   Appellant 
 
 
  v. 
 
 
SUSAN J. PORRECO, 
 
   Appellee 
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No. 9 WAP 2001 
 
Appeal from the Order of the Superior 
Court entered June 6, 2000 at No. 
1502WDA1999 affirming the Order of the 
Court of Common Pleas of Erie County 
entered March 5, 1999 at No. 13920-
1994. 
 
ARGUED:  September 11, 2001 
 
RESUBMITTED:  June 6, 2002 

 
 

CONCURRING OPINION 
 
 
MR. CHIEF JUSTICE ZAPPALA    DECIDED:  NOVEMBER 27, 2002 

 I join Justice Newman's opinion.  I write separately to address my grave concern that 

the filing of an opinion that expresses itself in rhyme reflects poorly on the Supreme Court 

of Pennsylvania.  While one may disagree intellectually with another's judicial philosophy, 

and the exchange of differing views is at the very core of a jurist's function, it is the 

substance of our views that should be the focus of discussion.  The gravity of differing 

judicial views is diminished when the focus is taken away from their substance because of 

the form in which they are presented.  I believe the integrity of this institution depends in 

great part upon the understanding that we engage in careful, deliberate and serious 

analysis of the legal issues that we undertake to examine.  The integrity of the Supreme 

Court of Pennsylvania should never be placed in jeopardy by actions that would alter the 

perception of those whose lives and interests are affected by the decisions of the Court. 
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It is of little import whether the issue before the Court involves the decision to impose 

the death penalty on an individual, the economic interests of individuals or businesses, or 

the effect of divorce actions in Pennsylvania.  Each issue addressed by this Court 

commands our thorough, weighty consideration.  No matter addressed by this Court is 

frivolous. 

 The dignity of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania , and the deserved respect that 

has been hard-earned, should not be diminished.  I feel strongly that the expression of 

opinions issued by the highest court in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania should reflect 

the gravity of our constitutional responsibility to our citizens.  Our oath of office demands 

nothing less. 


