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Speaker Greiman: "The hour of 10:00 having arrived, the House
will be in order.. MNembers will be at their seats. The
Chaplain for today will be the Reverend Don Glenn, Pastor
of Wesleyan Church of Broadview. BReverend Glenn is a guest
of Representative Judy Topinka. ¥ill the guests in the
gallery please rise for the invocation? Reverend Glean."

Reverend Glenn: "A word on prayer by °Irving T. Holmes', who
avows and ve agree, that to pray is to listen, is to intend
to hear God and to respond to God., Prayer is a coasent
that is grounded in the expectation that God speaks to us
and we can hear. This expectation is what wve mean by
faith. Let us, in that expectation, pray. Lord God, in
the rigors and demands of our business, in the casualness
of our leisure when we have it, give us paanse to hear Your
voice and the courage and grace to heed Your counsel and
directives. As leaders for mankind, may we follow Your
precepts and express Your unconditional love for all. In
the name of Your Son, Our Savior, we pray. Amen."

Speaker Greiman: "Representative Bopp will lead us in the pledge
to the flag.” .

Bopp et al: "I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States
of America and to the Republic for which it stands, one
Nation ander God, indivisible, with liberty and justice for
all."

Speaker Greiman: "Roll Call for Attendance. Mr. .Clerk, take the
record. 118 Members having responded, a gquorum is present.
dgreed Resolutions.”

Clerk O0*Brien: "House BResolution 1127 offered by BRepresentative
Brookins et al."

Speaker Greiman: ®The Gentleman from Lake, Mr. Hatijevich, on the
Resolotion.”?

Matijevich: "Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, House
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Resolution 1127, Brookins, congratulates Rose Ann Pinn for
having been crowned Miss Black Springfield, the first to be
so crowned at a pagent, and I move the adoption of the
Agreed Resolution.®

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Lake moves for the adoption
of the Agreed Resolutions. . 311 in favor signify by saying
taye!, those opposed *no'. 1In the opinion of <the Chair,
the ‘ayes' have it, and the Besolution is adopted. On page
two of the Calendar, on the Order of Concurrence, we will
proceed with concurrences other than appropriation Bills.
Oon the Order of Concurrence, page ¢two of the Calendar
appears House Bill 538, Ms. Braun.. Out of the record. On
the Order of Concurrences, on page two of the Calendar
appears House Bill 1563, Mr. McGann. Out of the record.
On the Order of Concurrences appears House Bill 1658, Ms.
Braun. Out of the record. On the Order of Concurrence, on
page three of the Calendar appears House Bill 2296, Hr.
Hallock. Hallock. Out of the... Out of the record. on
the Order of Concurrence, on page three of the Calendar
appears House Bill 2381, Mr. Hannig. 2381 out of the
record. Alright. We will change the Order of Business and
go to the Order of House Bills Third Reading, on page two
of the Caleadar. On the Order of House Bills Third
Reading, page two of the Calendar appears House Bill 2350.
Mr. Clerk, read the Bill., 2350."

Clerk O'Brien: "House Bill 2350, a Bill for am Act *o0 amend
Sections of the Illinois Public Aid Code. Third Reading of
the Bill."

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Cook, Ms. Currie.”

Currie: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House. A year
ago at this tinme, we found that the budgetary
availabilities in the State of Illinois were not sufficient

to lift and impose S00 dollar cap on general assistance
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hospital stays. + We know that our budget this coming year
is still in somewhat... shape. The Governor, however, bhas
announced that in terms of the Public Aid budget and in
terns of his conmitment to people who do provide care for
the poor people of this state, it is one of his high
priorities to find the money as soon as that money is
available in order to 1lift the 500 dollar cap, that
presently means any hospital that takes someone who is on
the general assistance rolls can be reimbursed no more than
500 dollars for providing any kind of hospital inpatient
service. Our program with House Bill 2350 is to move this
Bill which would 1lift the 500 dollar cap, would in effect
permit the Department of Public Aid to reimburse hospitals
that provide this care for general assistance recipients at
the standard and customary rates. Move this Bill now this
spring over to the Senate where under our agreement we will
wait until the fall Veto Session when the Governor and when
the HMembers of the General Assembly have a better
perception of what revenues will be available so that we
will have a clear idea whether we cam lift the cap as of
January Ist, 1985, 1I'm happy to answer any gquestions, and
I would appreciate your support for House Bill 2350.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Cook has moved for the passage of
House Bill 2350. And on that, is there any discussion?
The Gentleman from Lake, Br. HMatijevich.?

Matijevich: ®"Well, 1I'm going to support Barbara, but I thought
the Membership ought to know hiding right next to her is
her brother, Terry Flynun, so I think we ought to introduce
her brother. 7Your sister does a great job here, Terry."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Bownan. The
Gentleman from McLean, Nr. Ropp.?

Ropp:  "Thank you, Mr.. Speaker. I guess just a gquestion.

According to our apalysis, one of the reasons for this is
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it states that by 1lifting the cap if the cap... if the
costs are exceeding the cap, hospitals have to absorb that
cost. I didn't think hospitals actually absorbed any cost.
I thought most generally it were those private pay people
who ended up subsidizing the cost. Is that correct or
incorrect?"

Currie: "Hell, I think it's a question better addressed to your
staff analysis... your staff analyst or %o +the hospitals
themselves. Certainly it's going to require the
hospitals.e.. It is... Refer the question. to your staff
analyst, Representative Ropp, or to the local hospitals in
your district. We know that the hospitals cannot provide
hospital stays at 500 dollars for the entire week, two
veeks or whatever it may take. How they shift that cost is
not... not addressed in House Bill 2350.7

Ropp: "Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Nr. Huff.®

Huff: “Thank you. ®ill the Sponsor yield for a question2?®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates she will."™

Huff: vYRepresentative Flynn (sic - Flynn Currie), you®re
mentioning that you're going to lift the cap on the... on
the what, general assistance, medical assistance?®

Currie: "It is only with respect to recipients of general
assistance, that category of Public Aid people... that
right now the Department of Public Aid is prohibited fron
reinbursing hospitals for more than 500 dollars for any
individual hospital stay no matter how lengthy.”

Huff: PTo the Bill."

Speaker Greiman: "Yes, proceed, Mr. Huff."

Huff: “"I.,+« I know Representative Flynn (sic - Flynn Currie) is a
member of the Public Aid Advisory Council... Coanittee,
such as... So am I. And I know she's worked long and hard,

and I think this Bill deserves our support.®
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Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Levin."

Levin:

“Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I would
rise in support of House Bill 2350.. If there's one piece
of legislation that has a very direct effect on the
constituents in my district who 1live particularly in
uptown, it is this Bill. They have been tremendously hard
bit by the cap, and the result has not only been financial
but has had a horrendous effect on the health and safety of
many, many individuals. 1I've had wmany people who have coume
to me. I've attended many meetings and have heard
tremendous horror stories of the comsequences of the 500
dollar cap.. I wish we could put this on the Govermor's
desk right now, but this is the first step. And I commend

this Bill to this Assenbly."®

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from DeWitt, Mr. Vinson."

Vinson:

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
assembly. I rise in support of the Lady’s Motion on House
Bill 2350. I believe that the problem that the cap has
created is very real. I do not believe there is sufficient
money to address the situation at this time. . But the Lady,
in a spirit of compromise and cooperation, has put in a
deferred effective date. She has agreed to move the Bill
to the Senate and hold it there until the Pall Session.
And for those reasons and to try to address the problem
that is created by this cap, to try to get it resolved and
particularly because of the Lady?s spirit of cooperation in

this matter, I would urge an ‘aye! vote."

Speaker Greiman: “There being no further discussion, the guestion

is, 'Shall this Bill pass?' All those in favor signify by
voting *aye’, those opposed vote 'nof. Voting is now open.
This is final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record.. On this Bill,

there are 111 voting 'aye', none voting *no’, none voting
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‘present?. This Bill, having received a Constitutional
Ha jority, is hereby declared passed. Alright. We will
begin again at the... .Taking it from the top, as it were,
in concurrences, on page two, on the Order of Concurrence

appears House Bill 598, 598. H#r. Clerk, read the Bill."%

Clerk O*'Brien: *"House Bill 598, a Bill for am Act to amend the

Illinois Public Aid Code, together with Sepate Amendment

[ AP

Speaker Greiman: “The Lady from Cook, Ms. Braun.®

Braun:

Speaker

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House., I move that we do nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1
to House Bill 598. This is a Public aid Bill. There is
some corrections that the Department needs to have, and so
I move to... im that Amendment that needs to be npade. So
I, therefore, move to nonconcur in Senate Amendment 1.0

Greiman: ®The Lady from Cook has.moved that the House do
nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 538. On
that, is there any discussion? There being none, the
guestion is, *Shall the House nonconcur?* All those in
favor signi... with Amendment #1... All those im favor
signify by saying ‘'aye?, those opposed ‘no’. In the
opinion of the Chair, the *ayes® have it, and the House
does nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 598.
On the Order of Concurrence, House Bill 1563, Mr. McGann.,
Out of the record. On the Order of House... of Concurrence

appears House Bill 1658. Mr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Clerk O'Brien: PMHouse Bill 1658, a Bill for an Act to amend the

Illinois Public Aid Code, together with Senate Amendment

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Cook, Ms. Braun."

8raun:

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. For similar reasons as expressed on the last Bill

to which I spoke, I move to monconcur in Senate Amendment
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#1 to House Bill 1658.%

Speaker Greiman: ®The Lady roves that the House do nonconcur in
Senate Amendment | to House Bill 1658. And on that, is
there any discussion? There being none, the guestion is,
*Shall the House nonrconcur in Senate Amendment 12¢ All in
favor signify by saying 'aye!, those opposed 'no'. In the
opinion of the Chair, the 'ayes' have it, and the House
does nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 15...,
1658. Yes, Mr. Brookins, for what purpose do you seek
recoénition?'

Brookins: "On House Bill 2350, I'd like leave to be registered as
voting ‘aye'. M8y button wasn't working.®

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. MNr. Brookins, it will be noted in the
Journal. YOour.., Your vote... Your affirmative vote will
be noted in the Journal. On the Order of Concurrence
appears House Bill 2296, Mr. Hallock, do yoa wish to
proceed? Out of the record. On the Order of Concurrence
appears House Bill 238%. MNr. Hannig, 2381. Still out of
the record? Alright. On the Order of Concurrence appears
House Bill 2388. This Bill... This Bill is subject to the
State Mandates Act. Mr. Eving, do you wish to proceed?
Mre éuing in the chamber? Out of the record. On the Order
of Concurrence appears House Bill 2395. Out of the record.
On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 2534, #Br.
Van Duyne. Yes, Hr. Van Duyne, 2534. WwWould you like to do
that2®

Van Duyne: ¥“MNr, Speaker, I've been waiting with baited breath for
four weeks. Anyvay, seriously...”

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Van Duyne, I'd like to have the Bill read
if you'd like to do it. Hr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Clerk O'Brien: "House Bill 2534, a Bill for an Act +o0 amend the
Environmental Protection Act and the Illinois Environmental

Facilities Financing Act, together with Senate Amendment
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’l.ll

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Will, Mr. Van Duyne."

vVan

Speaker

Piel:

Van

Duyne: “Yes, thank you, Nr. Speaker. The people from Getty

0il, I'd like to state, aren't too happy with the idea that

#aste Management forced £hem into accepting this Amendment.

But, nevertheless, they have accepted it, and I wnove fotl
concarrence. "

Greiman: "The Gentleman from Will bhas moved that the
House do concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 2534.
And on that, is there any discussion? The Gentleman from
Cook, Mr. Piel,"®
"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Gentleman said he wasn®t...
they wveren't too happy with it, but he didn't even tell us
what the Amendment does. If we're concurring on final

action, would he please go through it2zv

Duyne: "Yes. Actually, it just changes... deletes one

complete Section. If you want me to, I'1l1 read it to you.
It's the Section on page 12 which states... the paragraph
is designated (fff), and it... says, ‘*specified air
contaminant'’, end gquotes, ?'means any contaminant as to
which the air pollution control regulations of the board
contain emission standards or the other specific
limitation?. And that is deleted completely. And then
(E£ff) is nmoved down to take the place of (ggg), and it
says, 'landfill gas recovery facility',.guotes, *means any
facility which recovers and processes landfill gas fronm
sanitary landfill or waste disposal site?, and then the
rest of that paragraph is deleted. So the period is right
after *site'. That's all. I really sce nothing which is
all that earthshaking about it, and I can’t really
understand wvhat the... all the fight was about. But,
nevertheless, that®*s it. And it really does not change the

Bill substantially at all."
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Piel: "Thank you very asuch.”

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Leverenz."

Leverenz: "“The Geantleman yield2®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates that he'll yield for a guestion.
Proceed."

Leverenz: “Why did you only name Getty 0il and Waste Management?
What is the tie-in between those two? Is this a special
interest Bill2n

Van Duyne: "Well, you know, if you're asking... asking the
question seriously, I will ansver you seriously."”

Leverenz: "dell, I ap."

Van Duyne: "The Bill has to do with Getty 0il going in and
drilling for methanol gaS..."

Leverenz: "They don't drill for methanol gas."

Van Duyne: "They extract. How does that suit you?®

Leverenz: "Yeah."

Van Duyne: "They extract methanol gas from 1landfills, and, of
course, around our area Waste Mapnagement owns most, if not
all, of the landfills. Aanrd, of course, they wanted to
protect themselves in case they ever wanted to go into that
business too, you see. So truthfully, I don't see any
argument, because after all, if they own the landfill, they
must give the person who is going to extract the gas their
permission. So truthfully, I don®t understand what the
real confusion was."

Leverenz: "Okay., Well, I've... I've noticed Getty sneakily
adding +things to this Bill and that Bill, and every %time
the name Getty comes up I have a little interest because I
have a quarry being used for a landfill too. They just
changed the definition of a well-head specifically for
Getty in a different Bill. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "Further discussion? There being none, the

question is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1
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to House Bill 25342¢ All those in favor signify by voting
*aye', those opposed vote 'no'., Voting is now open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk,
take the record. On this guestion, there are 112 voting
*aye', none voting *'no', 3 voting *present’, and the House
does concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 2534, And
this Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority, is
hereby declared passed. On the Order of Concurrence
appears House Bill 2600, Mr. Bullock. H4r. Bullock. Out of
the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill
2605, HNr. Stuffle. Mr. Stuffle. Out of the record. On
the Order of Coacurrence appears... appears House Bill
2775, Mr. Capparelli, 2775. Hr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Clerk O'Brien: "“House Bill 2775, a Bill for an Act to amend an
ACt..."

Speaker Greiman:z "Hr. Clerk, I think he'd like to take that out
of the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears House
Bill 2783. Alright. This Bill is subject to the State
Mandates Act. Mr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Clerk O'Brien: "House Bill 27..."

Speaker Greiman: "Hay be subject to the State Nandates Act, HMr..
Capparelli.  Proceed, Mr. .Clerk.. Read the Bill."

Clerk O'Brien: "™House Bill 2783, a Bill for an Act to amend the
Revenue Act, together with Senate Amendment #1i."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Hr. Capparelli.®

Capparelli: "Mr. Speaker, first of all, it's not subject to the
State Mandates Act. On page 1244 of our bdok, the
Department of Commerce and Community Affairs says that does
not create a reimbursable mandate, it is not necessarily a
Mandates Act. Second of all, I do concur with the House...
Senate Amendment. The Senate Amendment #1 speeds up the
process for getting delinquent taxes back on the rolls, and

I move to concur."

10
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Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook has moved that the
House do concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 2783,
And on that, is there any discussion? The Lady froa Cook,
Ms. Pullen."

Pullen: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker., K I'd like to ask a gquestion or
two. "

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman will yield for a question."

Pullen: "Is the underlying Bill still in this2®

Capparelli: "#hat's that, Penny? I didn*t hear you."

Pullen: "Is the underlying Bill still there? VYou said a sketchy
couple of remarks about the Amendment, but..."

Capparelli: “Oh, yes. The origimal Bill... The original Bill
increases the fee from 20 to 30 dollars on redemption of
tax delinquent property. It's still there."

Pullen: "Excuse me. Increases what2?"

Capparelli: "From 20 to 30 dollar fee.®”

Pullen: "For what?"

Capparelli: ©®For the redemption... Increases the fee for
certificate of purchase of tax delinquent property from 20
dollars in Cook County to 30 dollars.®

Pullen: "Thank you. And what is the Amendment?n

Capparelli: "The Amendment will speed up those delinquent tazxes
so they will be back on the tax rolls."

Pullen: "My analysis indicates that the Apendment provides that
redenptions under protest must be based on grounds relating
to the performance of the duties of the tax deed
petitioner."

Capparelli; “Exactly. In other words, what they*re saying is
that those delinquent taxes are bought.., The person.e..
responsible for any reduction since that process has been
passed... can no longer go before the... tax appeals or
before the Board of Beview, that that part of that process

is..s will be on that person who buys the tax delinquent

1
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Pullen:

and no 1longer on the petitioner. And so it will speed up
the process."

"Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "There being no further discussion, the question

Clerk

is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 27832?* All in favor signify by voting ‘*aye!, those
opposed vote 'no'. This is fimal action. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the
record. On this question, there are 71 voting ‘aye*, 34
voting *no', none ‘'present?!, and the House does concur in
Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 2783. And this Bill,
having received a Constitutional Majority, is hereby
declared passed.. On the Order of Concurrence appears House
Bill 3036, Ms. Breslin, did you wish to proceed on 30362
Out of the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears
House Bill 3041. Mr. Keane, do you wish... Mr. Clerk, read
the Bill."

Ot*Brien: ‘"House Bill 3041, a Bill for am Act to create the
Hazardoas ¥Waste Technology Exchange Service Act, together

with Senate Amendments #1! and 2.0

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Keane.”

Keane:

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move to concur with Senate
Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill 3041. Senate Amendment

#1 dele... deleted everything in the Bill and substituted a

~ special waste stream application fee and a special waste

hauling permit fee., And it specified that those fees would
be deposited in the... in the Hazardous Waste Research
Funde Amendment #2 changes those.,.. It was... The fee was
250 dollars for the waste hauling permit fee and 25 dollars
for the waste stream application fee. Amendment &2 did
away with the 25 dollars for the special vaste strean
application, reduced the fee for the special waste hauling

to 100 dollars for each permit. It's ny understanding that

12
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all parties involved, the large and small waste haulers,
have agreed to this Bill, and I would be happy to answer
any questions and ask for a favorable Roll Call.”

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook moves that the House do
concur in Senate Amendments #Y and 2 to House Bill 3041, .
Is there any discussion? The Lady from Marshall, Ms.
Koehler.n®

Koehler: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. Would the Sponsor please yield for a question2"®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates he will.”

Koehler: "dell, thank you. Representative Keane, perhaps vyou
might tell us while the entire... why the Hazardous Haste
Technology Service Act was stricken from this.n

Keane: "Could you repeat that? I don't understand your
guestion.®

Koehler: "From reading the print out, the computer print out
here, it seems as if the Senate Amendment #1... stricken
the... the Hazardous Waste Technology Exchange. Perhaps
you might tell us why that is... why that was stricken.”

Keane: "It's my understanding that that passed.... similar Bill.
We had companion Bills that were introduced in both the
Senate and the House at the same tinme. It is ny
understanding that the... that the House... the Senate Bill
is passed, and the Bill that we sent over there was no
longer necessary."

Koehler: “Okay, so we still have the Bill alive that does create
that hazardous waste exchange.”

Keane: "The Senate Bill.”"

Koehler: "The Senate Bill."

Keane: "Yes."

Koehler: ™Alright, so this ome... this Bill... the Senate
Amendment #1 does indeed stricken the exchange and leaves

only the fee portion. Is that correct?v

13



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83BRD GENEBAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF KEPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984

Keane: “Right. Well, the Amendment deletes everything after the
enacting clause and puts in those fees."

Koehler: "Okay. Thank you very much.®”

Keane: ™"Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: ™The Gentlenman from Marion, Mr. Priedrich.
There being no further discussion, the gquestion is, *Shall
the House concur in Senate Amendaments #1 and 2 to House
Bill 30412° All those in favor signify by voting ‘*aye’,
those opposed vote *'no'. This is final action. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Hr., Clerk, take
the record. On this question, there are 110 voting ‘aye’,
none voting 'no?, none voting 'present®, and the House does
concur in Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 3041i. -
And this Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority,
is hereby declared passed. For what purpose does the Lady
from Cook, Ms. Barnes, seek recognition2¥

Barnes: "Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I move
to concur in the Senate Amendment..."

Speaker Greiman: "Hr... On the Order of Concurrence appears House
Bill 3042. Mr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Clerk O'Brien: "House Bill 3042, a Bill for am Act to amend the
Environmental Protection Act, together with Senate
Amendment #1."

Speaker Greiman: “The Lady from Cook, Hs. Barnes, now."

Barnes: "“Thank you, Br.  Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. . I move to concur in the Senate Amendment #1 to
House Bill 3042, and it requires a date that they shall
repeal any existing rules or regqulations of January Ist,
1986, which allows time for House Bill 3180 which calls for
the study of special waste proposed. I would move for
concurrence. "

Speaker Greiman: “The Lady from Cook has moved that the House do

concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3042. There

14
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being no discussion, the gquestion is, ®Shall the House
concur in Senate Amendment #12* All those in favor signify
by voting ‘'aye®, those opposed vote *no'. This is final
action., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Mr., Clerk, take the record.. On this question, there are
114 voting ‘*aye', none voting 'no', none voting ‘*present?,
and the House does concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 3042. And this Bill, having received a Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared passeda. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3057, M®r. Carran. HNr.
Carran in the chamber? Out of the record. Oh, Mr. Curran,
okay. MHr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Clerk O'Brien: ™House Bill 3057, a Bill for an Act to amend the
Health and Safety Act, together with Senate Apendment #1."

Speaker Greiman: %“The Gentleman from Sangamon, MNr. Curran."

Curran: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move to noncomrcur in Senate
Amendment #1 so this Bill can get to a Conference
Committee."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Sangamon has moved that the
House nonconcur to Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3057.
And on that, is there any discussion? The Gentleman from
Cook, Mr. Cullerton. Mr., Cullerton, no? Alright. The
Gentleman from Adams, Mr. Mays."

Mays: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A question of the Sponsor.”

Speaker Greiman: %"He!ll yield for a question."”

Mays: "I see that this Amendment simply adds an effective date
for the Act, and ve did... It makes it effective January 1
of 85, de put in an appropriation to implement this Act
for a half year's funding this year. What seems to be the
problem?".

Curran: "The problem is the City of Chicago.”

Mays: ®Can you explain2"

Curran: YThe City of Chicago feels they need wnmore time to
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determine how this Bill is going to affect them, and we
have given thenm assurance that we would move to nonconcur
so this Bill could be put in Conference Conmmittee.”

Mays: *"So what you're anticipating, then, is that the Conference
Committee Repor* would +then come out to delay it another
six months2"

Curran: "Jeff, at this point I have no way of anticipating. If
you had been in on the meetings with me, you'd know that
there's just no way to understand what they're going to be
doing in the next two or three days. But we felt... it was
the only way to keep +the Bill alive is to agree to
nonconcur at this point.%

Mays: "To the nonconcurrence Motion. I'm going to go ahead and
support the Gentleman on this Motion; however, should this
come back eliminating its application o the City of
Chicago, I think we will oppose.®

Speaker Greiman: "There being no further discussion, the gquestion
is, *Shall +he House nonconcur in Senate Amendment 1 to
House Bill 30572* and on that, all those in favor signify
by saying 'aye', those opposed say *no'. In the opinion of
the Chair, the *ayes®’ have it, and the House does nonconcur
in Senate Anmendment &1. On the Order of Concurrence, on
page six of the Calendar appears House Bill 3053, Mr.
Brunsvold. H#Hr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Clerk O*Briemn: "House Bill 3059, a Bill for an Act to amend an
Act in relation to airport authorities, together with
Senate Amendment #1! and 2.9

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Rock Island, Mr. Brunsvold.®

Brunsvold: "Thank you, WMr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. The original Bill 3059 specified clarification of
the statutes regarding the refunding of revenue and general
obligation bonds by airport authorities, and the language

was reconmended by 'Chapman and Cutler' to clarify some...
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some implications in the statutes. Amendment #1 simply
tightens up the Bill and allows for the appointment of a
trustee on behalf of the bond holders. Amendment #2 states
that in the event the failure to pay the primciple, or the
premium, or the interest, that the bonds would becone
automatically due. Now this is... from what I've talked to
my bond counsel, this is normal procedures for the
marketability of the Dbonds. and I would ask for

concurrence, "

Speaker Greiman:  ®The Gentleman from Rock Island moves that the

Clerk

House do comcur in Senate Amendment #1 and 2 to House Bill
3059. There being no discussion, the gquestion is, ¢Shall
the House concur in Senate Apmendments #1 and 22°¢ This is
final action. All those in favor signify by voting ‘ayer*,
those oppos2d vote *'no'. Final action. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the
record. . On this question, there are 112 voting *aye?, none
voting *no?', none voting ‘preseat!, and the House does
concur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill 3053,
And this Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority,
is hereby declared passed. On the Order of Concurrence
appears House Bill 3060. Mr., Clerk, read the Bill."

O*'Brien: "House Bill 3060, a Bill for am Act to amend an
Act relating to Midwest Interstate Compact on Low-Level
Radioactive Waste, together with Senate Amendments #1§, 2

and 3."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Marzuki."®

Marzuki: "“Thank you, Mr. Speaker. If I may have your attention,

Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I would move to
nonconcur in Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to House Bill 3060. I
think that this needs a brief explapation at this time. As
you remember, this Bill started out in the House purely as

a vehicle to replace the original Midwest Compact Bill. We
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have developed out of this what is now known as the Central
Midwest Interstate Compact on Low-Level Radioactive Haste,
which essentially involves Illinois and Kentucky. What
this will do is to allow Illinois to bLte a member of a
compact, thereby prohibiting shipment of waste from any
other state. Hdithout being a member of a compact, we would
have to face this problem. The Compact, as it now stands,
follows very closely the conditions of the original Midwest
Compact. . However, Illinois automatically becomes the host
state in this Compact; whereas, before, it was only assumed
that we would be the  host state. The Act provides an
important difference in the Midwest Compact in that most of
the Amendments that we put on this in the Senate and the
Aouse are included here. We have the ability +to hold
public hearings. There will be a... ability of the
Legislature to approve'contracts that would involve anyone
from out of state. I thionk that... I think that what I
will do here... I think you can read this good Bill. If
you have any gquestions, I would be happy to answer theuw.
Amendment #2 deals with certain charges to generators.
This has caused some problems, and Amendment #3 needs to be
looked at a 1little bit, Essentially, we will bring this
Compact back in the same form. There will be ninor changes
in the definition of generators. There will be, perhaps,
substantial changes in Amendment 2, but otherwise, it is
our inteption to bring this Bill back as amended. At... A%
this time I would move for nonconcurrence on all three
Amendments. "

Speaker Greiman: "The Gemtleman from Cook moves that the House do
nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 3 to House Bill
3060. On that, is there any discussion? The Gentleman
from Lake, Mr. Pierce."

Pierce: "HNr. Speaker, will the Gentleman yield to a guestion?v®
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Speaker Greiman: “Indicates he will."

Pierce:

"pid I hear you say that last year when we passed the
Midwest Compact out of here sponsored by Representative
Nelson, myself, with a trailer Bill by Representative
Currie taking care of low-level nuclear waste, there were
to be eight states in it, and it was paybe a 50-50 chance

Illinois might be the host state. 1Is that right?®

Marzuki: "I would say that the chances were about like 93%."

Pierce:

f@ell, that's shat you argued. You argued that if we
passed that Bill we®*d be the host state, and you were
against that Compact so we wouldn't be the host state.
Now, you... you say that you’re going to support a compact
with Rentucky that guarantees that we're going to be the
host state 100%, 101% that Illinois would be the host state
for low-level nuclear waste. Is that what you've done to

us over in the Senate, and you're supporting that?n

Marzuki: “Absolutely. I think that all of us recognize that as

the primary generator of low-level hazardous waste mnot only
do we have the responsibility for dealing with this waste,

but that it was highly likely that we would become the host

. state and furthermore..."

Pierce:

"He's answered the question. I will Jjust say this, I
don*t go along with his Motion. But last year, those of
us, Bepresentative Nelson and the rest of us who so bravely
support the Midwest Compact, said there was obly... there
was a good chance, we admitted it, that we'd be the host
state, but there’s also a good chance that we wouldn't be.
And we were criticized by... by many Members for the
possibility even that Illinois would be the host state of
the low-level nuclear waste site. And then it gets to the
Senate, and those very same people desecrate the Midwest
Compact - which about six states have only ratified, cone

up with a weird compact with Kentucky... only in Illinois
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wvhich absolutely guarantees we're going to be the host
state. It seems to me that we had the wool pulled over our
eyes over in the Senate and that the Motion can't be argued
with. He'®s going to put it in a Conference Committee, and
I hope when it comes out of the Conference Conmnittee we're
back to “he Midvest... Hidwest Compact with our sister
states of Michigan, Indiana, Yowa, Wisconsin and so on that
Representative Nelson so bravely and courageously passed
last year. And I hope that*s the result from this
Conference Connittee. So we should all support the
nonconcurrence Motion."
Greiman: "The Lady from DuPage, Ms. Nelson.®
"Thank you very much, Wr. Speaker and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the House. Of course, I agree with
Bepresentative Pierce who is right on target, and I would
like the Assembly to know that I do agree with the Motion
to nonconcur because what is in the Senate Amendnents to
the present Bill are... is, in particular, one method for
Illinois to simply go i* alone. Kentucky is Being used by
the State of Illinois simply to help us avoid a court
decision that would bring to Illinois wastes from other
sections of the country. I do not believe that the Senate
version is the best version for Illinois, because
obviously, as Representative Pierce has stated, we find
ourselves the host state in perpetuity. And I would urge
all Members to nonconcur with the hope that we may yet work
out a more reasomable solation to low-level nuclear waste
disposal."”
Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Levin."
"§ould the Spomsor yield for questions?®
Greiman: "Indicates he'll yield."”
"0kay. Representative Marzuki, what is the position on as

far as noncoacurrence of the business and professional
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people for the public interest? I know Howard ‘'Learner!'
has been very much involved imn this, and does he want
nonconcur or not2"

Marzuki: "I'm certain that they support this. They certainly
support the Illinois - Kentucky Conpact and were very
instrumental in making this the new Compact of which we
will be a member ~ this very good Compact, Representative.
And with the protections that we had asked to te built imto
this thing, we now have them, despite what some of the
previous speakers have said. The fact that we do not have
to accept the waste from nine other states is another plaus
factor. So I would assume that there has not been time to
contact the BPI at this moment on nonconcurrence becaase we
have a couple of technical problems. But essentially, you
will get the Bill back as you have read it,
Representative.”

Levin: "Okay. Okay."

Speaker Greiman: "The question is, *Shall the House noncomcur in
Senate Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to House Bill 30602! On that,
all those in favor siganify by saying 'aye?, those opposed
say 'no'. In the opinion of the Chair, the *ayes! have it,
and the House does nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1, 2 and
3 to House Bill 3060. On the Order of Concurrence appears
House Bill 3067. Out of the record. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3063, Mr. Bwing. Mr. Ewing,
you wish to proceed? Mr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Clerk O0®Brien: ™House Bill 3069, a Bill for an Act in relatiom to
the collection of the state taxes, together with Senate
Amendments #1, 2, 3 amd 4.%

Speaker Greiman: »The Gentleman from Livingston, Nr. Ew¥ing.®

Ewing: "Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, this is
thees. The last two Bills or what turns into being the last

two Bills of the Governor's STEP Program and tbat is Stop
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Speaker
Bwing:
Speaker
Ewing:
Speaker
Bwing:

Speaker

Ewing:

Tax Bvasion. And what has bappened here in the Senate is,
we passed out of this House all three of the... of the
Bills. The first of the Bills - 3062 - was objected to by
the Illinois Betail Merchants, the. Petroleum Marketing
Groups, and it failed in the Senate. An agreement was
worked out in the Senate and then that Bill, as amended +to
conform with the wishes of the... of the Illinois Retail
Merchants and the Petroleum Marketing Groups, was added on
as Anendment &1, And I would move to concur in that
Apendment."

Greiman: "The Gentleman from Livingston moves that...®

"Doe.s DO you want to take all the Amendments?”

Greiman: "Well, you going to concur...®

"In all Amendments."

Greiman: ".,..in all the Amendments.®

fYes. "

Greiman: "Well, we'll take them all together, so why
don't you just go ahead." _
"Alright. Number 2 1is... is a very technical Amendment
suggested by the Retail Merchants which clarifies +the
statute of limitations. Amendment B3, again offered by the
Illinois BRetail Merchants, provides that sales tax, if
due... if accounts receivable are sold to a wholly owned
subsidiary that the tax doesn't become due until collected
by the subsidiary. Anmendment #4 has provisions relating to
prepaid sales tax on motor fuel to incorporate suggestions
of the Petroleum Group which says that the tax is to be
collected on the... not the date it's billed, but the date
it's collected... date it*'s billed, and that's the wvay
other gas tax is provided. It also accelerates payment of
prepaid taxes for retailers with free collections of more
than 10 thousand. And that linmits the number this applies

to down from, it was 700 as originally written down, to 60.
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Speaker

Clerk

and I would wmove for the adoption of these Amendments.”
Greiman: "The Gentleman from Livingston moves the House
concur in Senate Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4 to House Bill
3069., Is there any discussion? There being none, the
question is, 'Shall the House concur in Senate Anendments
1, 2, 3 and 4 to House Bill 30692* All those in favor
signify by voting ‘aye®, those opposed vote ‘'not. Voting
is now open. This is final action. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the
record. On this question, there are 116 voting *aye’, none
voting ‘*no', none voting ‘!present', and the House does
concur in Senate Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4 ¢to House Bill
3063. And this Bill, having received a Constitu:tional
Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3072. MHr. Brunsvold, do you
wish to proceed on 30722 Mr. Clerk, read the Bill."
O'Brien: "™House Bill 3072, a Bill for an Act to amend the

Medical Practice Act, together with Senate Anmendment £1."

Speaker Greiman: ¥®The Gentleman from Rock Island, Nr. Brunsvold."

Brunsvold: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House. The original Bill amended the Medical Practices Act
to specify advertising procedures by physicians. Amendment
in the Senate was put on by R and E which clarified: 1, the
raise from six to nine nmonths, the 1length of +time for
reciprocity candidates physicians to take their test.
Right now the test is givem every six months, and the six
month period was not deemed 1long enough for them to
scheduale the test and get it completed. Also, it changes
the fee language and simply indicated that the designee
send the... the designated testing firn both the
application processing fee be sent with the testing forms.
And it also added that maybe a 25 dollar fee may be

required by... for certification and registration. So with
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that, I move for concurrence with Sepate Amendment 1.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Rock Island moves that the
House does concur in Senate Améndments 81 to House Bill
3072. Oon that, 1is there any discussion? <The Gentleman
from Cook, Mr. Cullerton.”

Cullertons "“Yes, would the Sponsor yield2v

Speaker Greiman: "Iandicates he?ll yield for a question."

Cullerton: "Could you explain specifically what the Senate did to
your Bill? How did they change your Bill2m

Brunsvold: *®The original Bill was not changed. The R and E added
Apendments... the Amendments... an Amendment to one change
from six months to nine wmonths the time a reciprocity
candidate physician to take the the ¢FLEX* test, which is
an examination they have to take before they’re certified
in this state. And right now, the test is given only every
six months, so the time eolement was not... was not enough,
they felt...”

Cullerton: "Why is the statutory fee open?®

Brunsvold: ™Let me check here. R and E indicates that they left
it open in case fees had to be changed. In the fature,
they wonm't have to go back and change the statutes again.”

Cullerton: "Hhat's the position of the MNedical Society on the
original Bill2"

Brunsvold: "They vere in agreement. They were in on draftiag the
original Bill."

Cullerton: #¥pid they read it2*

Brunsvold: "Yes."

Cullerton: "Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: “There being no further discussion, the question
is, 'Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 30722¢ And on that, all those in favor signify by
voting ‘aye?!, those opposed vote 'no'. Voting is now open.

This is final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? WMr. Mays, you're on. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On this gquestion, there are 114
voting ‘aye', none voting 'no', none voting ‘present', and
the House does coacur in Senate Amendment #! to House Bill
3072. And this Bill, having received a Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the Order of
Concurrence appears Senate... appears House Bill 3083, HNr.
Vinson. Mr. Vinson. Out of the record. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3089. Mr. Clerk, read the
Bill."

Clerk O'Brien: ®"House Bill 3083, a Bill for an Act relating to
reimbursement of counties for the salaries of assistant
state?s attorneys, together with Senate Amendment #1."

Speaker Greiman: ®The Gentleman from DeKalb, Hr. Countryman."

Countryman: "Thamk you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of %he
House. House Bill 3089 is a cleanup Bill from the
Department of Cowmerce and Comnunity Affairs.  Originally,
it wvas intended to... it was intended to transfer from the
Department of Commerce and Comnmunity Affairs to the
Department of Corrections the function of reimbursement to
counties for partial payment for state?s attorneys, and it
made a... a technical correction in the reismbursement in
counties in which a mental health institution is located
having a population of between 20 and 30 thousand from
8,000 to 4,000, to make that in line sith thee.. with the
reimbursement schedule. For some reason it was out of
line. There are no counties in that category. But it will
be a technical correction to make it in accordance with the
others. FPor instance, a county with 20 thousand population
has a reimbursement of 3,500, A county with over 30
thousand population is 4,500. So the 4,000 dollars would
be in line. The Bill passed on the Consent Calendar, 108

to 3. The Senate put on an Amendment which is technical in
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nature changing the effective date paking it immediate, and
I move that +the House concur in ‘Senate Amendment #1 to

House Bill 3089."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from DeKalb has moved that the

Clerk

House do concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3083.
And on that, the Gentleman from Cook, HNr. Cullerton.
Alrights  There being no discussion, the guestion is,
'Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment &1 to House
Bill 30832! A1l those in favor signify by voting ‘*aye?',
those opposed vote 'no'. Voting is now open, and this is
final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? M#r. Clerk, take the record. On this question, there
are 114 voting ‘*aye', none voting *'no?, none voting
*present', and the House does concur in Senate Amendment #1
to House Bill 3089. And this Bill, having received a
Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the
order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3030. Mr.
Hoffwman, do you wish to proceed? Mr. Hoffman, oo 30902
out of the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears
House Bill 3091. 3091, Mr., Daniels or Mr. Ryder. 3091,
Well, we'll take it out of the record. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3032. Mr. Clerk, read the
Bill."

Leone: "House Bill 3092 amends +he Illinois Health
Pacilities Planning Act, together with Senate Amendments

&1, 2 and 3.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Adams, dr. Mays.”

Mays:

“"Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I move we concur in
Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 3 to House Bill 3092, They
leave the underlying Bill intact, and they add to the Bill,
through these three Amendments, the three House Bills 2908,
2909 and 2910, which were killed in Senate Rules Comnittee.

To the Bill. These Bills deal with the perinatal care
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network that was to be set up. So I move concurrence on
these three Amendments, and be happy to try to answer

whatever questionms I could.®

Speaker Greiman: "“The Gentleman from Adams has mnmoved that the

Clerk

House do concur in Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 3 to House
Bill 3032. Is there any discussion? There being wno
discussion, the question 1is, 'Shali the House councur in
Senate... Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 32°¢ All those in
favor signify by voting ‘*aye', those opposed vote 'no’.
Voting is now open, and this is final action. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take
the record. Mautino 'aye!. On this question, there are
111 voting ‘*aye', 2 voting 'no*', 1 voting 'present?!, and
the House does concur in Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 3 to
House Bill 3092, And this Bill, having received a
Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the
Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3033, Nr. Clerk,
read the Bill."®

Leone: M"House Bill 3093 amends the State Bmployees® Group

Insurance Act, together with Senate Amendments #1 and 2.7

Speaker Greiman: “The Lady froaz Sangamon, Ms. Oblinger.®

Oblinger: “Hr. Speaker, I request nonconcurrence with Senate

Amendments 1 and 2."

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Sangamon moves that the House do

nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill 30933.
Is there anmy discussion? There being none, the question
is, 'Shall the House nonconcur in Senate Anende...  Senate
Amendments #1 amrd 2 to House Bill 30932°* all in favor
signify by saying ‘aye', those opposed ‘*'no'. In the
opinion of the <Chair, the 'ayes' have it, and the House
does nonconcur in Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill
3093. On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3099,

Mr. Hoffman. Out of the... Mr. Hoffman, yes. HMr. Clerk,
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read the Bill."

Clerk Leone: “House Bill 3033 amends the Unemployment Insurance
Act, together with Senate Amendment #1.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from DuPage, Mr. Hoffman."

Hoffwan: "Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, lLadies and Gentlemen
of the House. The... I move for concurrence in... in
Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3099, The Senate
Amendment changes the effective date from March 31st, 'Bu
to January 5th, 1385. 1In the Bepublicam analysis, it is
incorrectly reported as January Sth, 1984, but it is, in
fact, in the Amendment, 1985, The Amendment also clarifies
the disqualification period applicable to employees of
educational services in accordance with Federal Government
conformity requirements; therefore, this Amendment makes
only technical changes in the original House Bill which
passed this Body, 106 *o 0. This legislation, which is
conformity legislation for BES, is supported by both labor
and business, and I would move now that we concur in Senate
Amendnent #1 to House Bill 3099.°"

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman froam DuPage moves the House do
concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3033. On that,
is there any discussion? The,.. The Lady from Sangamone
No? Alright. There being none, the gquestion is, *Shall
the House...' The question is, *Shall the House concur in
Senate Anmendment #1 to House Bill 3039%2* all those in
favor... Yes, Hr. Tuerk. The Gentleman from Peoria, HNr.
Tuerk."

Tuerk: “The Sponsor yield?”

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates that he'll yield."

Tuerk: "My anélysis of the Senate Amendment says it delays the
effective date from March 31, '84.,.,. Oh, thank you. I got
the answer.”

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. The gquestion is, 'Shall the House
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Clerk

concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 30332¢ All
those in favor signify by voting 'aye!, those opposed vote
*no'. Voting is open. This is final action. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take
the record. On this question, there are 115 voting ‘aye?’,
none voting ’'no', 1 voting 'present?, and the House does
concur in Senate Amendment #% to House Bill 3099. And this
Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority, is hereby
declared passed. On the Order of Concurcence appears House
Bill 3102. Hr. Clerk, read the Bill."®

Leone: "House Bill 3102 amends the Criaminal Code, together

with Senate Amendments #1 and 2.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Knox, Mr. Hawkinson.®

Hawkinson: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move to concur in Senate

Speaker

Anendments #1 and Senate Amendment #2 to House Bill 3102,
This was the Department of Law Enforcement Bill on gambling
devices. Senator Sangmeister in Senate #1 had a provision,
the objective of which is to make the forfeiture provisioans
apply to gambling devices used pursuwant to the Lottery..
This is an attempt to preempt the Lottery from adopting a
system of using coin operated wmachines that will bar
instant winners; however, our analysis indicates that the
language may not fully accomplish that purpose. Senate
Amendment #2 is a Department of Law Enforcement Amendment
which changes... omits the vords, *seized and
confiscated?, and replaces then with the word,
f*forfeiture®, which provides that no person having a
property interest in one of these devices can have the
device forfeited without a full hearing. And I would move
to concur in both Senate Amendment 1 and Senate Amendment
#2 and be happy to answer any guestions.”

Greiman: "The Gentleman from Knox has moved that the

House do concur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill
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3102. Is there any discussion? The Gentleman from
Effingham, Mr. Brummer."

Brummer: "Yes, I mnpust have misunderstood. I.., I thought you
indicated, and our amralysis certainly indicates, that
Senate Anmendment #1 appears to do the reverse of what it's
intended to do. Our... Our analysis indicates that
Amendment #1 makes the Illinois Lottery devices subject to
seizure under the Criminal Code, and the comment is that
Amendment should read that Lottery devices are not subject
to seizure.®

Hawkinson: "“No. The intention in the Senate was to prohibit the
Lottery from adopting these coin operated machines in bars
vhich will have instante winners. And so their objective
was to include them as a gambling device in that kind of
instance. We have some gquestion about whether that
language actmally accomplishes that objective and feel it's
basically a harwmless provision."

Brummer: "Okay. Then Amendment #2 is really a technical
Amendment.”

#Hawkinson: "No, it is not completely technical. It substitutes
the word, tseize or confiscated,* with the word,
*forfeited*, and what that.., in the Depariment of Law
Enforcement, their indication was that without that change
they felt they would be unable to seize evidence where only
an agent of the 1lessee or an agent of the owner was
involved in the... in the gambling."

Brummer: "Okay. Now because this is... is final passage on this,
assuming we concur, I would like to briefly review what the
underlying Bill does. We had a great deal of discussion in
Conmnittee. de wvent through numerous Amendments, as I
recall, on the House floor. Could you briefly state in the
current condition with Amendments #¥1.,.. Senate Amendmeats

§1 and 2 on this, and if we concur, what this will do as it
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goes to the Governor's desk? What... Which devices can be
seized and whether the owner needs to know that they're
being used for unlawful purposes or not2®

Hawkinson: "“The basic underlying Bill has not been changed. It
adds the definition of a device to include a device which
is actually used for unlawful gambliog. The language that
you were concerned about in Committee has still been taken
care Ofe The provision provides for seizure; however,
there can be no forfeiture of property against an owaer or
any person having any property interest in the property
unless that person has been given a hearing."

Brummer: "W@ell, and unless that persom knew that it was being
used for an unlawful purpose.”

Hawkinsoa: "That's right. There could be no forfeiture without
that knowledge."

Brommer: "Okay.,K Thank you. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Jaffe.”

Jaffe: "Yes, would the Sponsor yield for a gquestion?®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates he will."

Jaffe: "Yeah, as I read Amendment #1, I think that Amendment &1
could possibly knock out the Illinois Lottery Law. It
said... And it's really just one sentence. And it said,
'This Section shall apply to any gambling device used
pursuant to the Illinois Lottery Law.'! How can you stand
there and tell me, you know, that it doesn't pertain +o the
Illinois Lo*tery law? It means any device. t means the
device that kicks out tickets.m

Hawkinson: "Well, are you going to ask a guestion or give... give
YyOUTeosaf

Jaffe: "I'm asking a question, because I... I just... I don't
know how youn can interpret it any other way."

Hawkinson: "Well, I spoke uith.the Lottery because I didn't want

to do what you're suggesting, amd I had some concerns.
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Jaffe:

They had their attorneys look at it. They feel that the
provision is basically meaningless as written, that thee.ss
that the Senate has not accomplished its objective. And
furthermore, the definition of gambling device still
contains the... the definition, 'incapable of lawful use,’
or that it's unlawfully used. And since they have separate
asthority... The authority for the Lottery is not contained
in this statute, Representative. And they feel that since
the separate authority to do this is onot affected, that
they don't fall under this definition. But I shared your
concern, and I did not want to move to concur if they bhad
any concern about it.  And they indicate that they do not."

"Well, why should we pass it if: (a), it's msaningless;
and tvo, everybody is confused about its actual wmeaning.
It seems as though what wetre doing is passing out
something that's just going to screw up the statutes
further, and wve're going to have to have 79 law cases to
determine whether or not this particular piece of Amendment
applies to the Illinois Lottery Law or doesn®t. I think
we'd be in better shape bye.e...by really nonconcurring,
going back, taking this off or clarifying it, rather than
putting on an Amendment that, by yoar own standards, is
either meaningless Or....or is so, you know, everybody has
a different interpretation of it., And I think if you read
it, it says, this Section shall apply to any ganbling
device used pursuant to the Illinois Lottery law. I think
it*s very clear, and I don't know how anybody else can come
to any other conclusion. I think we ought to noncomcar in
this, take this Amendment off. I :think you've doDe @w.. a
good job on the Bill and worked hard om it, but I think
that all we're going to do is set up the statutes for

another law case."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Lake, Mr. Matijevich."
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Hatijevich: "#ell, I would agree with Representative Jaffe that,
you know, we oftemn have been criticized for muddling up the
statute books and putting in too much verbiage that really
doesn't mean anything. And this is ome of those instances
vhere I feel even by the admission of the Sponsor of the
Bill that this 1is excess verbiage that... and cam be
wrongfully interpreted. So I would suggest to him that, as
to that Apmendment, that he nonconcur, and I would think
that the Semate then would be wise in receding £rom that
Amendnent. I think that's the wiser course in this Bill.”

Speaker Greiman: "Yes, were you asking for division of the
guestion, Mr. Matijevich2®

Matijevich: "Yes, I think we should bave that division.”

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. Further discussion? Mr.
Panayotovich. Hr. Matijevich has asked for a division of
the question, MWHr. Hawkinson, which is his right. So
accordingly we will take Senate Amendment #1 first, if the
Clerk would change the board. Mr. Hawkinson. Mr.
Friedrich."

Friedrich: "Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the proceedings just a
minute to note the presence of a former distinguished
#ember of this Body, Clyde Lee, from Mt. Vernon, who is
also manager of the Harness Racing Association after he
left here. Clyde lee from MNt. Vernon.”

Speaker Greiman: "Good morming, MNr. Lee. ADY... Any further
discussion? Mr. Hawkinson, the Gentleman from Knox, to
close.. And Mr. KnoX... Mr. Hawkinson, the position 1is
+hat there's been a request for a division of the gquestion,
and we will vote on Amendment #1 in concurremce and then
Amendment #2. Alright. Hr... #r. Hawkinson to close.”?

Hawkinson: "That's fine. K I would simply move £foOr... to concur
with Senate Amendment #1."

Speaker Greiman: ®"The question 1is, *'Shall the House concur in
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Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 31022* A1l those in
favor signify by voting ‘taye!, those opposed vote ‘no’.
Voting is now open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Mr. . Clerk, take the record. On this
question, there are 50 voting ‘'aye!, 56 voting ‘'no', 2
voting ‘'present?, and the House does not concur in Senate
Apmendment #1 to House Bill 3102, . Alright, now... H8r.
Hawkinson now¥ moves to nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1 to
House Bill 3102. a1l those in favor signify by saying
faye', those opposed *no*. In the opinion of the Chair,
the *ayes' have it, and the House does nonconcur in Senate
Amendment #1 to House Bill 3102, Bow as to Senate
Amendment #2, the gquestion is, 'Shall the House concur in
Senate Amendment #2 to House Bill 31022' All those in
favor signify by voting faye?, those opposed vote ‘no'.
Voting is now open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, %:ake the record. On this
question, there are 113 voting 'aye', none voting *no*,
none voting 'present?, and the House does concur in Senate
Amendment #2 to House Bill 3102, On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3110. O©Cat of +the record.
On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3123, Mr.
Cullerton.. HMr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Clerk Leone: YHouse Bill 3123 amends an Act in relationship to
the adoption of persons, together with Senate Amendment
#2.1

Speaker Greiman: ®The Gentleman from Cook, Mr, Cullerton."

Cullerton: "™Thank you, Mr., Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. This... This Bill deals with the adoption law.
The Senate made some minor changes which I agree with and
move to concur with those, Senate Amendment #2 to House
Bill 3123. They increase the penalty for the unauthorized

disclosure of any information filed in the Department of
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Public Health Adoption Registry. They prohibit the
Department of Public Health from charging any fee for the
withdrawal of an adoption registration identification or
information exchange authorization. 2and they also... The
original Bill said *hat adoptees under 2% could apply for
certain disclosure forms. This Amendment the Senate put on
restricts such access to adoptees over 18, I would move to
concur with the Senate Amendment #2.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Cullerton, nmoves
that the House do comcur in Senate Amendment #2 to House
Bill 3123, Is there any discussion? The Gentleman from
Champaign, Mr. Johnson.®

Johnson: "However you feel about this issue, I think the Members
ought to know what they're voting on because I think it*'s
an important philosophical question. If you vote with
BRepresentative Cullerton to concur, you're really making a
significant change in the purposes of the adoption law in
Illinois. For years, I quess ever since we've had legal
adoptions, the theory behind adoptions... one of the
premises of the adoption system is the opportunity for the
child and the parents to establish a npew family and to
obtain a fresh start, so to speak, with no ties with the
past and with the relationship between parent and child
being absolutely and totally the same as any other family.
As matter of fact, the birth certificates are...are
reissued and amended to reflect that. This Bill
substantially retrenches that +theory, because this Bill
says now that after you're 21 that even without the consent
of the adoptive parents, even without +the consent of
parents wvho for 21 years have raised a child as his or her
own child and done everything with respect to nurturing and |
rearing the <child, then everything that they need to do

with respect to creating a new family, despite all that,
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that without their «consent, the child c¢an go to this
registry and obtain all the information about their, quote,
*nataral parents'. I think that that really goes a long
ways toward saying that we really don't have a fresh start,
that the Adoption Act doesn't mean what it®s meant for that
many years, that what it really means is that you can do i:
in some cases and not in others, and you really have two
sets of parents and so forth. Now the law clearly provides
that now, under appropriate circumstances, and I know John
won't do this, but some people have accidentally brought up
the red bherring before - what about their health, what
about genetics, what about blood tests? You can do that
now with a court order but not just whimsically and not
just simply go in and obtain *he records with... with no
consent of the adoptive parents. I think it's important
that any change in this law, if we need any at all, regquire
the consent of the adoptive parents who spent 21, or 30 or
40 years rearing and nurturing a child as their own only to
find out that the 1law says, well, you've really got two
sets of parents. I don't think it*s a good Bill, and
however you feel about it, you ought to be prepared to vote
on the philosophy of whether you believe the Adoption Act
is what it's been for that many years or whether it ought
to be radically altered."

Speaker Greiman: "Further discussion? The Gentleman from Cook,
Hr. Cullerton, to close.”

Cullerton: *"Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the House. I agree with some points may by
Representative Johnson, that is that it*s a significant
Bill. #hen we talk about the adoption registry, we're
talking about a mutually consenting biological parents and
adoptee subpitting their npames to this registry so that

information that can be helpful in saving someone’s 1life,
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for example, information about medical problems, genetic
problems, can be obtained and be disseminated to these
mutually consenting parties. That's why it's a significapt
Bill. I understand that it’s emotional for some people.
It's also very important - The change in the law that is
necessary. The Senate Amendments are really alsmost
technical in nature. His objection is to the Bill which
passed overvhelmingly in the House when we first passed it,
and I would suggest that wve should pass this Bill
overwhelmingly one more tinme."

Speaker Greiman: "The question is, *Shall the House concar in
Senate Amendment #2 to House Bill 31232' 2All those in
favor signify by voting *aye?, those opposed vote ‘'not,
Voting is now open. This is final actioen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the
record. On this question, there are 91 voting ‘'aye’, 18
voting ‘'no', 3 voting ‘'present', and the House does
CONCUre.ss Nr. Leverenz. Leverenz 'aye?. On this gquestion,
there are 32 voting ‘'aye*, I8 voting ?*no*, 3 voting
‘present’, and the House does concur in Senate Amendment §2
to House Bill 3123, And this Bill, having received a
Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared passed.
Representative Madigan in the Chair."”

Speaker Madigan: %0n page two of the Calendar, om the Order of
Senate Bills Second Reading, there appears Senate Bill
1893. Mr. Clerk, has that Bill been read a second time?"

Clerk Leone: "“Semate Bill 1893 has been read a second time
previéusly."

Speaker Madigan: “Are there any Amendments?"

Clerk Leome: "Anendments &1 and 2 1lost in Committee. Floot
Amendmpent #3, Bullock - Nash ~ Currie, amends Senate Bill
1893 by deleting everything after the enacting clause and

inserting in lieu thereof the following."
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Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Clerk, wvwhat did you say relative to
Amendments #1 and 22"

Clerk Leone: "Apendments #1 and 2 lost in Committee.®

Speaker MNadigan: “Amendment #3. Who 1is the Sponsor of the
Anendment2"”

Clerk Leone: "Bullock, Nash and Currie."

Speaker Madigam: “Mr. Bullock."

Bullock: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and LadiesAand Gentlemen of the
House. £ Senate Anmendment #3 to... House Amendment #3 to
Senate Bill 1893 is an Amendment that attempts to put into
place, for the State of Illinois, the Illinois Tourisnm
Pund. This Amendment is intended to provide funding for
the McCormick Place expansion for the establishment of a
Tourism Fund in the State of Illinois - Statewide Tourism
Program. I+ also is intended to provide funds for
dovnstate civic centers and promotional subsidy therein.
It also is attempting to provide one year funding for the
Chicago 1992 ¥orld‘'s Fair Authority. This Awmendmenz, HNr.
Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, has several
features which are different from the plan that we received
from the Senate, and I'd 1like to briefly enunciate the
differences in +this plan as opposed to *the plan that was
sent to us from the Senate. In this plan, for instance, we
still rely on a new one percent hotel/motel tax statewide
similar to that provided in the Senate Bepublican plan.
And in this plan ve also provide for the dedication of two
percent of existing of five percent statewide hotel/motel
tax or forty -percent of that tax similar to the Senate
plan. And in +*his plan we rely on the race track or the
horse racing privilege tax, 1.7 wmillion per year for
McCormick place expansion, similar or identical to the
Senate plan. But significantly, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and

Gentlemen of the House, Awmendment #3 does not rely on the
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discriminatory food tax in the Senate Bepublican plan. The
discrininatory food tax is not in this plan, but instead we
attempt to rely on the dedication of two percent of the
existing statewide hotel/motel tax effective imn FY 1'86.
And finally in the revenue stream of this particular plan,
we're asking the municipality that would perhaps benefit
the most from expanded economic benefits associated with
the expansion of the McCormick Place, and new tourism and
perhaps ultimately a #World's Fair, we're asking the
municipality of the City of Chicago to provide one million
dollar funding in FY *85, and in FY *86 and beyond, for two
million dollars. Mr. Speaker, in this plan we also have
reduced expenditures. In the first year, FY' 85, for
McCormick Place, this proposal, Amendment #3, would provide
only 12 million dollars for the expansion of McCormick
Place as opposed to the Senate plan of 15 million dollars,
thus there's a three million dollar savings in FY *85. 1In
this plan we provide eight million dollars for our
Statewide Tourism Pund, unlike the Senate plan which asks
for 10 million dollars, thus a two million dollar savings.
But in this plan we recognize that downstate civic centers
are in dire need of support for their promotional prograns,
and so we're providing two million dollars in FY *85 for
downstate civic centers® promotional subsidy. So there’s a
net of three million thus far that we are reducing in this
expenditure plan. . The 1992 World's Fair proposal in this
particular Amendment, we're providing only five amillion
dollars for the first year for funding, unlike the Senate
plan which requested 8.8 million dollars. Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, we would show, in FY *8S5
" expenditures under this Amendment, 27 pilliomn dollars of
expenditure. We would have 27 milliom dollars of revenue

in the first year. In suammary, on Amendment #3, nNr.
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Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, the Spomsors
of this Amendment, Representatives Nash and Currie, we
believe that the expanded economic benefits to the State of
Illinois, for example, of McCormick Place after one year of
completion, that benefit would be 31 million dollars to thke
state and possibly six million dollars to the county, 50%
of that to the City of Chicago. We also find that under
McCormick Place expansion that the state would get 47
million dollars of expanded economic benefit in the first
year."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Bullock. Excuse me for omne second. For
what purpose does Br. Hulcahey seek recognition2®

Mulcahey: "For a point of order, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "State your point."

Hulcahey: "NMr. Speaker, about two days ago I filed a Motion
relevant to House Bill... Senate Bill 1893, and it seems to
me to be in order that that Motion shall be called before
Amendments. According to the rules, Motions do have
precedent over Amendments."

Speaker Hadigan: "Hr. Mulcahey, your point is well taken. And on
page nine of the Calendar, on the Order of Motions, there
appears a Motion relative to Semate Bill 1833 by Mr.
Mulcahey. And on that question, the Chair recognizes Mr.
Mulcahey. "

Mulcahey: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House. As a
Menber of this Committee for the past year, Mr. Speaker and
Members, I have had the opportunity to 1look at the
conseguences and look at the ramifications of what would
happen if this particular piece of legislation would pass.
This Motion strikes everything after the enacting clause.
In as nuch as a number of Amendments were attempted by me
in that particular Committee to make this Bill palatable

for everybody, including those downstate, and inasmuch as
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those Amendments vere not adopted, I feel that this is the
only recourse I have., The World's... For the World?s Fair
coming wup in 1332 and the bailout, what I 'consider
McCormick Place, is something that we have to deal with.
And that's what we're dealing with right now. There’s
precedent for world fairs not working- And ever since, for
the past ten or fifteen years, we know that msorld's fairs,
throughout the United States especially, bhas 1lost mnmoney.
The only one that has really captured any wmoney was
Seattle, and that was pno: a great deala This particualar
Fair has to drav over 333 thousand p2ople a day in order to
break even. For God sake, Disney World on a good day only
dravs 125... 125 thousand people. This is something that
iSe.s 1s not going to work. And the record will show down
the road... And the record will show down the road, in the
final apalysis, the State of Illinois im tax dollars are
going to bail out... are going to bail out the World's
Fair. It's a bailout of McCormick Place as well. VNow if
you want to put yourself in a position where ten years from
now you're goimg to have to come back and say, ‘Yes,
indeed, I voted for this mness, and now, indeed, we are
using tax dollars, state money, to pay for it,' then you
vote... YOu vote against this particular MHotion. Nr.
Speaker, this is something that is not going to work. 1It's
something that the rank and file people throughout the
State of Illinois do not want. There's only a handful of
power brokers that are supporting this particular measure.
We all know that. I suppose it?s greased. I suppose the
deals have been made. I suppose it's going to go. But Hr. .
Speaker and Members of the House, this is something that is
not going to work. It's something that is going to have to
be dealt with dowa the line, and we all know it's going to

be taxpayers! dollars. 1It's a bad idea, and I would move
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for the adoption of this particular Motion."

Speaker Madigan: "For what purpose does 0Qr. Daniels seek
recognition?®

Daniels: "Nr. Séeaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I
would, with due respect to the Gentleman®'s Motion, request
a Republican Conference immediately. Take about ‘one hour.m

Speaker Madigan: "#ell, I don't knov if we should give them their
conference. Don't you know enough about the Bill to vote
on it, HMr. Daniels?®

Daniels: "Please, Buddy."

Speaker Madiganz "Okay, so we shall stand in recess until 20
minutes to 1:00. And the Democrats once again can go to
lunche Now I would suggest to all that you be in the
chamber promptly at twenty ninutes to 1:00 because the
first matter to be called will be Mr. Mulcahey's Motion to
strike the enacting clause. That will be the first matter
to be called. So let us all return at twventy minutes to
1:00. The House shall come to order. The Members shall be
in their chairs. 8r. Clerk. Mr. Clerk. Mr. Mulcahey,
i'm happy to see that you®re at your station promptly at
tuenty minutes to 1:00. #ith your permission, we'll permit
the Clerk to do some routine work. For what purpose does
Mr. Friedrich seek recognition?v

Priedrich: *®Nothing on that instance. 1 was going to question a
gquorum, but I won't in that case.®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Cleck, do you have some roatine work that
we can do for awhile. Some Agreed BResolutions. On the
Order of Agreed Resolutions, ¥r. Clerk, read the
Resolutions."

glerk O'Brien: “House Resolution 1128, offered by BRepresentative
McNamara; House Resolution 1130, by Representative
¥oodyard; House Resolution 1131, offered by Representative

Hastert and McGann; House Resolution 1132, offered by

'
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Representative Krska; and House Joint BResolution 176,
offered by Representatives Vinson and Giorgi. House Joint
Resolution 176 is taken out of the record."

ASpeaker Madigan: "“Mr. Greiman."

Greiman: "House Resolution 1128 congratulates all associated wvith
St. Gerald Parish on the occasion of its Golden Jubilee
Year; and House Resolution 1130, Bepresentative Woodyard,
congratulates Anne (sic - Rosalin Anna) Vogel for 50 years
of business personal... success ir personal and business;
Hastert - HcGann, House Resolution 1131, commending Eileen
Houston for her many outstanding contributions in the field
of education as teacher of the year; and House Resolution
1132, Krska, which congratulates Mr. and Mrs. Robert Crosse
on occasion of the their Golden Wedding Anniversary. I
move the adoption of the Agreed Resolutions.®

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleman moves for the adoption of the
Resolutions. Those in favor say *aye', those opposed say
*not. The 'ayeé' have it. The Besolutions are adopted.
Death Resolution.®

Clerk O'Brien: ©"House Resolution 1129, offered by Representative
Leverenz, with respect to the nmemory of Mr. Steven C.
Dzieglewicz of Bensenville."

Speaker Madigan: "MNr. Greiman."

Greiman: “Move :the adoption of BHouse Resolution 1129.%

Speaker fMadigan: "Those in favor of the BResolution say ‘aye*,
those opposed say ‘'no'. The fayes' have it. The
Resolution is adopted. Mr. . Mulcahey, 1let mpe suggest
further that we take some noncontroversial matters on the
concurrence Calendar until our Membership arrives. fir.

. Vinson."

Vinson: "It*ll be fine with me. Just go ahead with that Motion
of Mr. HMulcahey's right now."?

Speaker Madigam: "#ell, I had... had some other people on your
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side of the aisle indicate that they would question a
quorum if I were to proceed with that Motion at an early
stage., So in our usual effort at accommodation and good
will, we decided to do some routine matters.  H#Ar. Mulcahey.
Mr. Mulcabey."”

Mulcahey: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, if we do go to that different Order
of Business, the Motion will still be in order. 1s that
correct?”®

Speaker Madigan: "Yes."

Mulcahey: "Thank you.*®

Speaker Madigan: "Your point was well taken. . Mr. Vinson."

Vinson: "I liked it better when you had Representative Pouncey
and Representative Taylor guard you on the podium.®

Speaker Madigan: "The Chair would like to ask if there are any
Members who wish to move to nonconcur on any matters on the
Concurrence or Nonconcurrence Calendar. The Chair
recognizes Representative Nash."®

Nash: "“Yes, Hr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House,
Senate Bill 1735, I @wmove nonconcur and ask that a
Conference Committee be appointed. 1735."

Speaker HMadigan: "Alright on page seven... on page seven of the
Caleudar; on page seven of the Calendar, on the Order of
Nonconcurrence there appears Senate Bill 1735, Mr. .
Cullerton, do yoa have +hat file? The Gentleman moves to
nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1, 2 and 4. Those in
favor... The Chair stands corrected., The Gentleman moves
tO0sss”

Nash: "Refuse to recede froms House Amendments 1, 2 and 4 and ask
that a Conference Coaunittee be appointed.? .

Speaker MHadigan: "You've all heard the HMotion. Those in favor
say ‘aye', those opposed say 'no'; The 'ayes' have it.
The Notion is adopted. For vhat purpose does

Representative Kulas seek recognition?®
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Kulas: "Since we're on that point of Order of Business, Mr.
Speaker, I've got Senate Bill 1933, on nonconcurrence."

Speaker Madigan: "What page would that be on, Mr. Kulas2"®

Kulas: "On page eight."®

Speaker Madigan: "On page eight of the Calendar there appears
Senate Bill 1933. And, Mr. Kulas, would you state your
Kotion2"

Kulas: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move that the House refuse to
recede from House Apmendment #1 and that a Conference
Conmittee be appointed."®

Speaker Madigan: "Gentleman moves that the House refuse to recede
from Senate Amendment #! and that a Conference Committee be
appointed. You've all heard the Motion. Those in favor
say ‘'aye', those opposed say 'no'. The 'ayes' have it.
The Motion is adopted. Por what purpose does
Bepresentative Breslin seek recognition?®

Breslin: "Mr. Speaker, I would like to nonconcur in House Bill
3036 on page five on our Calendar."

Speaker Madigan: "On page five on the Calendar there appears
House Bill 3036. For what purpose does Representative
Braun seek recognition?®

Braua: "Thank you, 4r. Speaker. I move to nonconcur in Senate
Amendment 1| to House.."

Speaker MNadigan: "Ope second, Representative Braun. He're on
another Bill.. Representative Breslin...”

Braun: ®I'n sorry, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "... has moved to nonconcur. Those in favor say
taye'!, those opposed say 'no'. The 'ayes' have it. And the
House does nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2. The
Chair recognizes Representative Braun."

Braun: ®“Thank you, HMr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "State the page, Representative.®

Braun: "It's on page nine of the Calendar. 1It’s the very last
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Bill before Conference Committee Reports.”

Speaker Madigan: "Page nine or page seven2®

Braun: "I've got nine."

Speaker Madigan: “Ninpe."

Braun: "On yesterday's Calendar. Sorry, Mr. Speaker. It's page
seven."

Speaker Madigam: "So, on page seven of the Calendar there appears
House Bill 325S5. And Representative Braum, would you
state your Motion2®

Braun: "My Motiomn, Sir, is to nonconcur in Senate Amendment §1.9

Speaker Madigan: "“Okay. The Lady nmoves to mnonconcur. Those in
favor say 'aye’, those opposed say.'no'. The ?ayes® have
it. The House does nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1.
Chair recognizes Nr. DeJaegher.”

DeJaegher: "Nr. Speaker, I ask the House to nonconcur with Senate
Amendment #1 to House Bill 3136 on page six.ﬁ

Speaker Madiganz "On page six of the Calendar there appears House
Bill 3136, Mr. DeJaegher moves that the House do nonconcur
in Sena*te Amendoment #1. Those in favor say ‘aye', those
opposed say ‘no'. The ‘*ayes® have it. The House does
nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3136.  Are
there any other Members who wish +to offer Motioms to
nonconcur which would appear om the Calendar? The Chair
recognizes Mr. Hannig."®

Hannig: "Yes, thank you, Hr. Speaker, Members of the House. On
page three of the Calendar, House Bill 2381, I would move
that the House nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1.9

Speaker Madigan: "On page three of the Calendar there appears
House Bill 2381, And Mr. Hannig has moved that the House
nonconcur ia Senate Amendment . #1, Mr. Tate, are you
seeking recognition on this gquestion? On Mr. Hannig's
Motion, those in favor say 'aye?, those opposed say *no?.

The 'ayes? have it. The House does nonconcur in Senate
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Tate:

Apmendment #1. For uhﬁt purpose does Mr. Tate seek
recognition2®

"Yes, Hr. Speaker, on page seven of the Calendar, on the
Nonconcurrence Calendar, Senmate Bill 1375. I would like to

refuse to recede on Amendment #1.,7

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleman moves to refuse to recede. Those

Tate:

in favor say 'aye’..."

"And appoint a Conference Committee if that is adopted.”

Speaker Madigan: "Gentleman moves to refuse to recede. Those in

" McGann:

favor say ‘aye', those opposed say *'no'. The ‘tayes' have
it. The Gentleman's Motion is adopted, and the House
requesks a Conference Committee. MNr. McGann."

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the Assenmbly. I

refuse to recede on page... page...”

Speaker Madigam: "Mr. McGann, one second.®

McGaan:

Speaker

HcGann:

", .. page eight.”
uadigan: "I*m sorry, Mr. McGann. Could you state the
page again?"®

t"4r, Speaker, it's page eight.?

Speaker Madigan: "Page eight of the Calendar..  And then the Bill

McGann:

Speaker

McGann:

Speaker

Vinson:
Speaker

Vinson:

number?"®
"fhe Bill number is Senate Bill 1324.%
Madigan: "And your Motion, Sirz®
"And I refuse %o recedes..?”
Madigan: "Gentleman moves to refuse to recede from Senate
Amendment &1 and that a Conference Committee be reported
(sic - appointed).. Those in favor say ‘t*aye', those
opposed say 'no'. The ‘ayes' have it. The House does
refuse to recede and ask for the appointment of a
Conference Committee. Mr. Vinson. Mr. Vinson.®
“Yes, Mr. Speaker, I would moves.."
Madigan: "Page number, Mr. Vinson."

"Page six."
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Speaker Madigan: “"Page six. Bill number?"

Vinson: "3128."

Speaker Madigan: "And your Motion, Sir."

Vinson: "I move that the House nonconcur in Senate Amendpents i
and 2."

Speaker Madigan: "Those in favor say ‘'aye®, those opposed say
not. The ®ayes®' have it. The House does nonconcur in
Senate Amendnments #1 and 2,, Mr. .Brummer.”

Brummer: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, I was seeking recognition on a point
of order."

Speaker Madigan: "Proceed, Sir."

Brummer: "On the nonconcurrence Motions where the Sponsors move
to refuse to recede, it seems to me that if the... would
that not potentially be a final passage vote?"

Speaker Madiganz PTo recede is final passage, Mr. Brummer. If
you.recede from an Amendmen*t, that means you give up on the
Ampendment, and maybe that would permit the Bill to go to
the Governor. Are there any other Members who wish to
offer Motions to nonconcur or to refuse to recede? There
being none, we shall now re:zurn to the Order of Business
where we left, and that was on a Motion by Mr. |IMulcahey
relative to Senate Bill 1833. Mr. Mulcahey.”

Mulcahey: "Thank you, Mr.,K Speaker and.... and HMembers of the
Houses To go back just a little bit in renewing my Motion,
the concern we have, of course, for this particular Bill is
that the World's Fair, which is being proposed here and
money is being raised to accommodate, is... is something
that we feel is not... 1is @no%t going to work. There's
precedent for it. One figure that has been... has been
talked about was the fact that the figure of 750 million
dollars was what it was going to cost to... to pay for this
particular fair. And I'm afraid... I'm afraid that the

taxpayers of the State of 1Illinois, through <city taxes,
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county taxes, state taxes and federal taxes are going to be
picking up the tab. If I may just point out, in 1304, the
St. Louis #World's Fair 1lost fourteen and a half million
dollars. 1939, the New York World®'s Fair lost 19 million
dollars. And in 1964, 21 million dollars was lost by the
New York World's Fair. In Montreal, in 1367, 227 million
dollars in the red. Osaka, in 1970, ninus 150 million.
Spokane, Washington, in 1974, 723,000. 2nd just recently a
couple of years ago, as we all know, Knoxville, Tennessee,
cane out 57 million dollars in the red. We all know New
Orleans is failing, and ve all know the precedent is there
that the same thing is going to happen in Chicago. The
Chicago World's Fair must draw three times as many visitors
as Disney World did om its best day ever which was 125,000.
At the rate of.,..At the rate of 750 million dollars for
five and a half months or 165 days, there must be an
average attendance at the Horld's Fair of 333,000 people a
daya. It 1is just plain not going to happen. Mr. Speaker,
they've been working for a year trying to develop ways of
raising funds for a World's Fair for a boondoggle. Yet, we
all know that elementary and secondary education is still
told to tighten its belt. This World's Fair, like the rest
of them, will not pay for itself. The taxpayers of the
State of Illinois will once again be called upon to come to
the rescue. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, it's not
fair. It's not right. ‘And, once again, I renew my
Motion."

Speaker Madigan: ®On the Motiom, the Chair recognizes Mr.
Bullock."

Bullock: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I stand in opposition to the Gentleman's HMotion,
and I have great respect for this Gentleman. But, Ladies

and Gentlemen of the House, we all understand the
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importance of the proposition embodied in Senate Bill 1833
and certainly in many of the Amendments that are being
proposed to this legislation. I can think of no more
important subject matter to come before the General
Assembly this year that impacts on both revenue for this
state and the certain quality of life in our state than in
Senate Bill 1893. We, in this Body, created a Select
Committee chaired by Representative Currie. We, in +*his
Body, by Resolution, <cwmpowered the City of Chicago, the
State of Illinois, the World's Fair Authority and the Park
District to engage in the development of intergovernmental
agreements.  We, in this chamber, passed legislation
previously creating the Authority and empowering it to
undertake tasks. We have long since passed the hurdle as
to whether or not there should be a fair. The Governor of
this state has gone on record in support for tourism and
expanding it. And on our own side of the aisle of which
the Gentleman serves, we have gone and sucrveyed the
Membership on the subject of NcCormick Place. Those issues
are so important and so vital to this Session of the
General Assembly that I don': believe the Gentleman really
and truoly wvants debate to be cut off at this point. So,
Br. Speaker And Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, with all
due respect to the Representative, I stand in opposition %o

the Motion and urge a 'no' vote."

Speaker Madigan: "Hepresentative Currie.,®

Currie:

“"Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House., I rise
in opposition to the Gentleman's Hotion. I think it
dilatory. The Gentlemar offered in Comnmittee Amendments to
remove both the World's Fair and McCormick Place from the
substance of Senate Bill 1893, Both those Amendments
failed on a 6 to 2 vote. He has offered additional

Amendments containing the same proposals in the... the
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process we'll be considering this afternoon. That's the
appropriate place for him to make the suggestion that the
World?s Fair and McCormick Place should not be part of this
Bill. 1 think we should resoundingly defeat the Notion.

t is dilatory, and we don*t peed it."

Speaker Madigan: ™Representative Dwight Friedrich.®

Friedrich: "“Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, for the 1last
several nmonths I've been serving on the task force on the
World's Pair, and I have to admit +that <tchere have been
times during those hearings that I would have joined
Representative Mulcahey and his intentions here. I think
that this is a... DOt *he way to take deliberate action on
this matter. It was a common practice years ago in the
House and Senate both to... for this Motion and many tinmes
it prevailede I think it's too drastic, and I don't think
it's a good way to go about anything in a deliberative way.
And in finality, I may join HRepresentative Mulcahey
depending on what comes out of this package. But I thiok
that we've gone far enough in this matter that we need to
take it a piece at a time and come out with either no
action or a concerted action or a majority action, and I
would have to oppose, respectfully, his Notion."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Vinson."

Vinson: "Thank you, Hr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Assembly. There are, on this Bill, which the Motion would
strike the enacting clause for, Amendments pending which
would delete the HWorld's Fair from the Bill. There are
Amendments pending which would delete the World®s Fair and
NcCormick Place from the Bill. There are Amendments
pending which would create a downstate civic center subsidy
program. There are Amendments pending which would create
a downstate convention bureau subsidy program. There are

Amendments pending which would create a program simply for
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the enhancement of Department of Conservation parks
thronghout the state. I think that. it would be
extraordinarily precipitous and foolish for a Memsber fron
downstate to vote to strike the enacting clause of a Bill
which, if we go through the Amendment process, might end up
being a Bill which Jjust funded downstate parks and
downstate civic centers and downstate +ourism. Now,
everybody is going to have their opportunity to vote on
those Amendments if we defeat this Motion, and everybody is
going to have their opportunity to vote on the Bill on
Third Reading if we defeat this Motion. You can make a
reasoned judgement about what program you are rejecting if
you reject this particular Motion; but, if you don't, then
what you are saying is that on the possibility that... that
because you don't like the World®’s Fair, you're going to
reject the possibility of voting on a Bill which might just
be a Bill for downstate civic centers, convention bursaus
and parks. That simply is not a logical +thing to do inm
this world. I would urge Members to vote against this
Motion, because what the motion really does is prohibit and
stop conversation about how this thing should be
structured. Everyone will have a full opportunity to vote
against the Bill if they don?t like the Bill, and everybody
will have a full opportunity to vote against the Amendments
they don't like and make your statement felt and reject the
program if you dislike the program. But it is absolutely
foolish to vote for a Motion which could have the affect
of simply stopping a downstate park program.¥

Speaker Madigan: "Hr. Mautino."

Mautino: fThank you very much, Mr. Speaker. The Sponsor of the
Motion I bhave great respect for and his... the knowledge
that he possesses as a Menmber of the World's Fair

Committee. Wetve had the opportunity to look at
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legislation to strike the enacting clause in every Session
in which I have served in the General Assembly. This
Motion, though, I think, as a downstater, wsould be
detrimental to an overall state program that will be
considered by this General Assenmbly later this afternoou.
The important message, I think, that we have to provide
here is that those of us from downstate are not totally
opposed to the <concept embodied in ‘1893, but we are
supportive of helping this concept with a statewide progranm
that would be beneficial to all of us in the State of
Illinois, rather than the current posture which addresses
only Cook and the collar counties. For that reason, I
would sincerely appreciate the consideration of all of our
downstate friends, collar county and Cook County
individuals to vote ‘'presemnt' on the Motion of my good
friend, Mr. Mulcahey, even though he has strong convictions
on what is currently embodied in this legislation. But it
is importanmt that we 1look at ' all the Amendmen*s and a
statewide proposal that could benefit all of oar c¢itizens
for many years to come. HWe've taken that step two years
ago in the initial formation of the World's Fair Committee
and the Authority, and I respectfully ask those Members to
vote yellow, a 'present' vote, on the Motion to strike the

enacting clause of this legislation.”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Tuerk."

Tuerk:

"Mr. Speaker and Hembers of the House, I've been inm this
chamber now 16 years, and this is about the... maybe the
third or fourth time that we!ve been facing the Motion to
strike the enacting clause. They've all been major issues.
Naturally, they have been major or otherwise the putter of
the Motion would not gd to this extreme. And, frankly, I
think it is extreme measure to undertake to strike the

enacting clause. Many of us who bave spent the time
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debating the various proposals during the World's Fair Task
Force deliberations bave, from time to time, disagreed with
the approach that has been taken. Many of us have had our
own plans, thinking in terms of not only downstate tourism,
but also the expansion of McCormick and also the
establishment of the ¥®orld’s Fair. I think the entire Body
should have the opportunity to debate the issue fully. I
think we'll have our opportunity. There are a number of
Amendments offered to this Bill. If we can debate, take
votes and then give the Body an opportunity to decide which
direction to go. I think this is an extreme peasure. And,

therefore, I rise in opposition to it."

Speaker Madigam: "Mr. Huff."

Huff:

“"Yes, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I
rise in support of Representative Mulcahey's Motion,
insofar as it relates to the fair. I think HBr. Mulcahey
gave us ample reproof why we should not sepport this.
However, he could bhave added, as se speak here today
discussing, debating the advisability of this venture, Hr.
Mulcahey could have also added that the most recent fair,
the New Orleans Fair, is 96 million dollars in the red +to
its creditors as of this aoment. And yesterday, the
I11lin0iS. .. I'm SOrry. The Louisiana Legislature
magnanimously de... decided, as somewhat reluctantly, to
appropriate an additional 15 million dollars. I submit,
Ladies and Gentlemen, that having the Louisiana Legislature
having taken this step, we'll find that this is just the
first step of a long series of bailouts for this fair. I
also want to speak to the facts that Representative Bullock
alluded to in the -earlier opening dissertation of this
Bill. He talked about the factors and the components and
the financial planning. Mr. Bullock is very careful to

exclude what investments have the heretofore unknown
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sponsors of this fair put in there. 1I'm talking about

Commonwealth Edison, the Chicago Tribune, the Continental

Bank and the Supn-Times. Arnd Channel 5 - thask you. 1It's
mny opinion, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, that these sponsors have been very, very careful,
although they support the idea of a fair, they've been
very, very careful not to insinuate amy participation of
their own part. As far as Continental...  Sorry. As far
as Coomonvealth Edison is concerned, they have already
stole enough millions from the people in my district to put
up nine fairs by themselves. And let me ask you about the
initial cost of 800 million dollars. Please don®t be
fooled by that figure. I submit that, before this fair is
over with, we'll be talking about a figure that's three
times that amount, perhaps two - two and a half billion
dollars. And who's going to pay for that? I think this
thing was ill-conceived. It certainly was ill-conceived in
the sense that it was all put on ome Bill. There would
have been a question for a divisioo of the question. And
if the fair... If these other two projects have to go down,

so be it, but I intend to vote for the Motion. .Thank you."

Speaker Madigan: "Mz. Klemm.®

Klemm:

"Thank you, MNr. Speaker. You know, everything, I think,
Representative Mulcahey has said is correct, but I think
everything that Representative Vinson has said is correct.
And I don't know. Coming from a suburban area, I have not
seen evidence that the #orld's PFair is to the best
interests of the State of Illinois at this point. I do,
and I think everyhodf in this chanmber .supports the tourism
part of the package, and I think certainly we want to
continue to support that. I happen to exhibit at McCormick
Place with my company many times in the year, and I can see

the need for that facility to be improved. So, I support

55



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEBBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESBNTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE
142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984
the expansi;n of McCormick Place. Bat it seems to me that
while deliberations are going on this very moment in this
chamber, I'm sure there's discussions heingt had about
funding for any of these programs aed projects that we're
debating. So, I would think that perhaps it would be best
not to eﬁd the deliberation at this point in tinme.
Certainly many of us have always been opposed +o taxation
without benefit to our people, and we haven't been
convinced the World's Fair, with the examples being set
through the last several years, has proven beneficial. I,
at least, went to the last World?s Fair in Chicago in 1932,
So, atlleast I've had that experience of having been there.
So, I certainly am not opposed to World's Fair, but I anm
opposed if they don't provide what we think they should and
at a cost when we're looking for monies for education and
mental health or school and everything else. Certainly we
don't want to divert those funds from it. So I think I am
still in the position of wanting to 1learn more about a
World*s Pair.e I can't do that if we were to vote in favor
of this Motion to delete it. So, I think that our best
course . would be to defeat the HMotion, allow us to continue
our deliberations so that we can more intelligently aand
more knowingly vote on these Amendments. I anderstand
there's at least tvwo or three dozen. I understand the
Clerk has reserved a number of numbers for additional
Amendments to be placed on there that have not been filed
as yet. K So, we are going to have a number of opportunities
to voice our collective and individual points of view on
each of these issues. So I would think, as much as I am in
doubt of the success of the World's Fair, tﬁat wve should
still allow this dialogue +to continue, and then I would
suggest that we vote *no' against the Motion. Thank you."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Ropp."
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Ropp:‘ "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House. In all
due respects to the Representative who is offering this
Motion, I'm sure there are a nusber of people throughout
the state who are very much opposed to a World's Fair. But
let me say that there are a number of programs that we have
in the S*tate of Illinois that do not always Tove to be
cost-effective. One, for example, might be the parks that
many of us go and take part in throughout the State of
Illinois, but I'm not sure that that necessarily has to be
a cost-effective. It's the thing that provides opportunity
for relaxation and pleasure for many of our citizens. I
think this particular World®s Fair that ve're going to be
talking about, though it may even 1lose some uamoney, I
certainly hope that it is operated efficiently with wise
judgement and good leadership should that come about. But,
to me, ve have an opportunity as Members of this Body to
show wvhat the State of Illinois can be and is to the nation
and %o the world. When we compare what this ®World's Fair
may or may not net in terms of revenue as it relates to
previous fairs, let me say I think we bhave a little bit of
a different picture here. The City of Chicago certainly is
located in metropolitan areas “+hat will substantially draw
more by its mere location in this country. So, I think we
have some pluses in that regard., Someone said that World's
Fairs are old, and that may be. Some people have said
World's Fairs actually do not provide the excitement and
glamour that they did wvhen Dick Klemam went fifty some years
ago. But let me assure you that science and research and
development will probably develop so many newv thiangs within
the pext eight to ten years that +truly it will be an
exciting thing to see, if it should become a reality. So,
I hope that this Body does not, at this point, draw to a

close the opportunities that this Body may have as we
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review these Amendments that may be forthcoming to provide
greater opportunity for outsiders around this state of ours
to come in, to see Illinois, to see the good things that we
have to offer. And certainly, as they go 0 maybe a
World's Pair in Chicago, they'll see the waving fields of
grain in downstate Illinois and in southern Illinois.
They*ll see our historic sites so that we can, in fact,
wear our colors *rue and be proud of 1Illinois from the
north end to the south end, from east to west, and I urge

you not to support this Motion."

Speaker Madigan: "#8r. Nash."

Nash:

®Thank you, M¥r. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of :the House.
I rise in opposition to this Motion, but this time I want
to share with you a statement by the President of the
United States in reference to the World®s Pair.
*dashington, D.C. - 6/20/84, 11:07 a.m. President Reagan
gave the enthusiastic support of the U. S. Government %o
the 1332 World's Pair, the first international exposition
that will be held simultaneously in two countries, United
tates and Spain. The 1992 Chicago Seville International
Exposition will celebrate the 500th anniversary of
Columbus*® discovery of America and will showcase the
social, economic, scientific and cultural achievenents
which bave changed the world since 1492 and will preview
the discoveries anticipated in the centuries to cone. The
fair, he said, promises to become a symbol of international
peace and progress, illuminating our past and oar future
with its maay splendid opportunities for the stimulation of
trade and for culture and technological exchanges.® That's
the statement of the President of the United States, and
that*s the good reason for defeating this Motion. I urge a

‘no' vote.”

Speaker Madigam: "™Hr. Mulcahey, to close.®
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Mulcahey: "“Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House.
First of all, T wanted to thank everybody for their respect
they have for me, and I also want to thank Mr. Reagan for
his enthusiasn. If he would send sonme money our way for
education or the World's Fair, maybe we could take a
different view, but I wvant to thank him for his
overvhelming endorsement. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, the feasibility study of 8.8 million dollars which
is included bere 1is just an example of... of the
boondoggle. It*s just an example of the total waste.
Somebody indicated a little while ago about the Amendments
that will be filede I think there®s abou:t 36 Amendnments
that have been drafted, and they're going to do all these
wonderful +things for downstate. I... I haven't seen those
drafts, those Amendments adopted yet, and there's no
guarantee they are going to be adopted. But I think the
fundanental thing here, and I agree, I think I agree with
about 30 percent of the people who have spoke here this
afternoon, but the bottom line, something that people did
not address, sonething they did not address is who in the
vorld in the final analysis is going to pay for this. The
facts and figures are right there from World FPairs im the
paste They all ended up in the red. They all ended up in
the red. They cams back to the state. They came back to
the state for bailouts. There is precedent for it, and the
same thing is going to happen in this Rorld's Pair - the
taxpayers of this state are going to be saddled with, once
again, bailing out a boondoggle im Chicago. We all know
it*'s 1right. The assets outweigh the liabilities, and I
respectfully ask for your ‘aye! vote.®

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleﬁan moves to strike the epnacting
clause ' from Senmate Bill 1893. Those in favor of the

Gentleman's Motion will vote ‘aye', those opposed will vote
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‘no'. This Motiom will require a simple majority. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? The Clerk shall take the record. On this
question there are 26 *ayes', 69 *nos'. The Motion fails.
The Chair recognizes ur; Bullock on Amendment #3.7

Bullock: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentleman of the
House. Previously, I was explaining Amendment $3, and I1I'll
attempt to go back over that explanation for the benefit of
this Body. Senate Bill 1833, as it came before us, is a
document that I believe that needs substantial
reconstruction and improvement. Amendment #3 attempts to
improve, through recomnstruction of revenue streams and also
through the readjustment of certain procedural provisionms,
to ensure that in Illinois we will, im fact, have a Chicago
World?*'s Fair in 1992 feasibility study, to ensure that we
will create, in the State of Illinois, a tourism fund and
to ensure +that we can expand NcCormick Place. And to do
that, Amendment #3 supports the creation of an Illinois
tourism fund in the State of Illinois and the State
Treasurer. I would like, at this moment, to summarize for
you some of the similarities and differemces in Senate Bill
1893 as we received it. 1Im addition, I'd like to indicate
Amendment #3's improvements upon this Bill as sent to us
from the Senate.,K He rely, in Amendment #3, on a new one
percent hotel and motel tax statewide, which is similar to
the Senate's. e rely on utilization of forty percent or
tvo percent of the existing statewide hotel/motel tax,
similar to the Senate plan,, We continue to rely on use of
the horsesracing tax for McCoraick Place Pavillion, similar
to the Senate plan. But Apendment #3 drastically differs
fron the Senate plan in this particular area, and that is
the reliance on a discriminatory food tax im Chicago only.

And so, Amendment #3 does not include that discriminatory
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food tax, but Amendment #3 includes, in FY '86, the
utilization of two percent or forty percent of the existing
hotel/motel tax revenue., But, significantly, Amendment §3
requires that that municipality that would receive perhaps
the largest expended economic benefit, it requires that
municipality to bring forth from whatever source one
million dollars in FY 85 and two @million dollars in
subsequent years. Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House, Amendment &3 also readjusts the project
expenditures for HcCormick Place, the W®orld's Fair,
tourisa, and they are as follows. Under Amendment #3 we
provide 12 million dollars in FY 85 for the expansion of
McCormick Place, unlike the 15 million dollars provided in
the Senate plan - a net savings of three million dollars.
In Amendment #3 we provide a statewide tourism promotion
fund of eight million dollars, unlike the Senate plan of 10
million dollars - a net savings of two million.
significantly, in +this Amendnment, e recognize the
importance of downstate civic centers, and we provide a
promotional subsidy for downstate civic centers totaling
two wmillion dollars. K The Senate plan had no subsidy for
downstate civic centers' promotional subsidy. In this plan
ve provide for the World's PFair for one year in a
feasibility study of five wmillion dollars, unlike the
Senate plan of 8.8 milliom dollars - a net savings of three
million dollars.  And so, Hr. Speaker and Ladies and
Gentlemen of +the House, this Amendment #3 comes in at a
balanced figure of 27 million dollars for revenue in FY *'85
and 27 million dollars for expenditure im PY *85. But more
importantly, this Amendment, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Assembly, recognizes specifically that the major reliance
on the tax revenues we're talking about in this proposition

would originate from those areas that received the greatest
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economic benefit - for example, the reliance on the
hotel/motel tax juxtaposition, unlike the disciminatory
food tax. Seventy-five percent of the hotel/motel tax
révenues are collected in the six county metropolitan area.
Fifty percent of that tax comes from the City and 63
percent of the tax comes from Cook County - the area that
receives the greatest economnic impact and economic benefit.
More importantly, we find that the World*s Fair expenditure
under this proposition would come £from the one cent
hotel/motel tax in Cook County. That?'s where the five
million dollars would come from for +the independent
feasibility study for the 1332 World's Fair. We also
recognize that Chicagqo has a role to play in this
particular funding mechanism, and so the City of Chicago is
being asked *o provide one wmillion dollars in PY 85,
understanding that the economic benefits in FY 86 from
McCormick Place expansion alone will be 20 million dollars.
From tourism expansion in Illinois will be three wmillion
dollars. So the City of Chicago will invest one million
and receive im return 22 million dollars as expanded
economic benefit. We recognize that the State of Illinois
will receive expanded economic benefit. The State of
Illinois will receive 31 million dollars from the tourisn
promotion program and 48 milliop dollars from the McCormick
Place expansion, giving us a net total of 78 nmillion
dollars coming into the state revenue from the expenditure
in FY *85 of 27 million dollars. Mr. Speaker and Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House, the plan before us is a plan
that has been thought out, well researched. Long hours
have gone into the deliberation and fashion of this plan
under our Speaker and his staff, with all of the parties
involved participating ‘irdirectly or directly in the

formulation of such a plan. And while Amendment #3 does
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not in any way appear to be an ultimate answer to the
funding of the 1992 World's Fair, it realizes that this
Assembly is unready to commit itself to long term funding
for the World's Fair but that this Assembly, in fact,
supports the expansion of McCormick Place and the funding
of tourism in our state. And I submit for your
consideration and your adoption, Amendment #3 to Senate
Bill 1833.%

Speaker Madigan: "The Chair would 1like to acknowledge the
presence on the floor on the Republican side of our former
Speaker and now the Lieutenant Govermor of- Illinois, Mr.
George Byan. Chair recognizes #r. Viomson.®

Vinson: "Would you point out that that's the real Speaker, Mr.
Speaker?"

Speaker Madigan: "HMr. Vinson?®

Vinson: "Hould you point out that that's the real Speaker2®

Speaker Hadigan: "Here2"

Vinson: "No. That you just introduced. . Mr. Speaker, Amendmen*
#3 to this Bill is an Amendment that Members ought to think
about very carefully in my judgement. Pirst of all, one
aspect of the Bill is funding for the expansion of
McCormick Place in Chicago, and Amendment #3 would
determine how that expansion is going to be funded. Under
the terms of Amendment #3, the entire reliance for funding
all of these things, but particularly the expansion of
McCormick Place, is based on a statewide hotel/motel tax.
Now, at some point, the more you raise taxes, the more you
discourage business. And 1if it makes sense to expand
McCormick Place to bring trade shows to Chicago and to be
able for Chicago to host the really major trade shows in
this country, you have to be concerned about whether the
taxes you're imposing make that actually impossible, make

Chicago noncompetitive with those other trade show host
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cities. Now there are people who passed around fact sheets
about those other trade show cities amnd what their
hotel/motel tax is. Under the provisions of this Amendment
that we're discussing, the tax would be raised to eleven
percent in Chicago. Some of the cities that are on those
fact sheets that have been passed around supposedly which
conpete with Chicago have taxes at the eleven percent
level. I'd ask Members to think about those cities and
think about vwhen they were last at a major convention in
some of those cities. Has anybody ever gone a major
convention in Baltimore, Maryland? %ould anybody ever want
to go to a major convention in Baltimore, Maryland? I
think if you 1look at the cities which truly compete with
Chicago on these major trade shows, you'll fimd that they
do not have taxes of eleven percent on the motel rooms. As
a matter of fact, the taxes they have on the motel roosmss,
the maximum they get to is ten percent in New Orleans. And
then when you start looking at Anaheim, which is a very
major competitor, it's at eight percent. And when you look
at Atlanta, which is a very major competitor, it's eight
percent. And vhen you 1look at Las Vegas, a very major
conpetitoTees®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Vinson, excuse wme for one second. Mr.
Cullerton, for what purpose do you seek recognition?®

Cullerton: "HNr. Speaker, just as a courtesy to Bepresentative
Vinson, I think he's talking about the wrong Amendment.
He's talking about an increase in the hotel/motel tax.
This Amendment is the same as the Senate Bill. So, I think
he should save that speech for another Amendment.”

Speaker Madigan: "Sam, maybe you've got the wrong form out. MT.
Vinson.®

Vinson: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I always appreciate Nr.

Cullerton® help. But this is the Amendment that raises the
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tax, and we cannot compete with those cities that we're
trying *to compete with if we're going to raise the tax on
hotels and motels to this level. It would siamply be wrong.
Mr. Speaker, this program that you offer is a program for
a statewide tax progranm. All of the elements are for
statewide tazxes. And what you have deliberately deleted is
the one tax in the program for the people who benefit <the
most from the total program, the people in the City of
Chicago. Mr. Speaker, I can understand why somebody fron
the 13th Ward would author a program like this but not
somebody who cares about the entire State of Illinois, not
someone who cares about central Illinois or the suburbs or
southern Illinois. If you care about the 13th Ward, I can
understand that. And a 13th Ward leader can be proud of
this program, but not people from all of the tate of
Illinois. And for those reasons, 1 would urge a 'no’ vote
on this Amendment."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. .Brunsvold."®

Brunsvold: "Will the Sponsor yield for a question?®

Speaker Madigan: "Sponsor inmdicates that he will yield.®

Brunsvolds "“Representative, the money coming out of the existing
hotel tax is how much2®

Bullock: ©®Representative, the r existing fund is at five percent.
In FY '85, we would take two percent or forty percent of
that money."

Brunsvold: "Which would be how much, Representative??

Bullock: "The net amount would be 6.6 million."

Brunsvold: "And what totals.. total amount is going to come out
of all existing sales tax revenues?®

Bullock: ®There are no sales tax revenues. There's a
hotel/motel...”

Brunsvold: "Or hotel/motel tax."

Bullock: "We are saying in FY '85 the total revenue stream would
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be 27 million dollars, but that is not all hotel/motel tax
revenue, as you know.,"

Brunsvold: "Where does that hotel/motel tax go now, as far as the
budget's concerned and as far... Does it go in the General
Fund2®

Bullock: ™"Ultimately, some of these revenues would go into the
General Fund, yes."

Brunsvold: “Rhat do you assume is going to take the place of the
money that's... this money that's now going into the
hotel/motel... +the hotel/motel tax that's going into the
General Fund - shat's going to replace that?v

Bullock: "Well, we indicated, or at least I tried to indicate,
Representative, that in FY '86 we will realizing expended
economic benefits to the state 78 nmillion dollars fron
McCormick Place and for tourism and, of course, in FY '87
and beyond, should we decide to proceed with the WRorld's
Fair, I'm certain, in terms of incomes from individuals who
are employed in the area and other types of businesses in
the six county area, vé would expand it with sales tax
revepues and so forth. So, we anticipate a net gain, not a
net 1loss, for these expenditures imn the first year for
start up."®

Brunsvold: "You don®t anticipate any of the proposed surtax on
the Lottery as replacing any of this money2?

Bullock: "®ell, if I... I don't anticipate it, no; but, if I were
advising the Governor, wmaybe one day I will, I certainly
would advise them to accept this plan and to rely on the
hotel/motel tax. And, as you know at present, apparently
this administration is using Lottery proceeds to balance
its budget, which is unfortunate.¥

Brunsvold: "Thank you, Representative."

Speaker Madigan: "WHr. Dwight Friedrich."

Friedrich: “Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, I'm a little

66



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83IRD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE
142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1384
surprised that the Sponsor has offered this Amendment at
all. #hat.e., I think 1I'nm more interested in what they
didn't tell you than what they did tell you about it. 1f
you have any interest in tourism or HcCormick Place, either
one, there's no way you caan be for this; but, if you’re
interested and concerned about the funds... the General
Revenue funds of the State of Illinois, you couldn;t be for
it-anyway. First place, let me tell you, this relies on 36
percent of 1its revenue from outside Cook County, compared
with 18 percent in the task force plam and 22 percent in
the Bill you have before that came over from the Senate
which means that this is... that it is not in keeping with
what the task force recommended that the revenues be
derived... or the funding be derived generally from the
area that benefits. But the real kicker in this thing is
that you're dipping into 80 percent of the existing state
hotel/motel tax; and, over the period, you're talking about
350 million dollars of General Revenue funds. Now, you
and I both know we cannot afford this, and I think this
plan isS... this Amendment is not defensible and that it
should be just voted down out of hand. I think there’s a
lot of opportunity for the whole state to participate in
the original Bill. I, frankly, I... there are some things
about it that I would 1like to modify, but this plan
absolutely lets Chicago off the hooke. Number one, they
propose two million dollars from the City of Chicago. When
we asked them what... how they were going to get it, have
you talked to the Mayor or the City Council, they saiagd,
'*No, but we're going to talk to them about it, and we'll
figure out a way to come up with two million dollars some
vay'. .iell, I didn't see the Mayor voluateering to come up
with two million dollars. . I didn't see +the City Council

volunteering to come up with two million. But out of the
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nether land is going to come two million dollars from the
City of Chicago. Now, all of you who believe that stand on
your head, and I think you'll get the same result. This
Apendment is pot in keeping with the spirit of trying to
get these three projects going, and I urge you to vote

lnol."

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Currie.®

Currie:

"Thank you, MHr. Speaker and Members of the House. I rise
in support of Amendment 3 to Senate Bill 1833. PFirst, let
me speak programmatically. People on this floor have
raised questions, have expressed skepticism abou: the
capacity of a Chicago #orld's Fair in 1992 ever to get off
the ground. I think you will find if you®ll 1look at the
provisions of Amendment 3 that we have strengthened the
chance that we'll be able to tell a year from now whether
that project is one that should go forward, one we should
finance. In the first place, Amendment 3 to Senate Bill
1893 decreases the dollars that were available for the
World's Fair Authority for use in the nex: fiscal year from
8.8 million to five million dollars. Five nmillion dollars
will cover adequately the independent feasibility study
that everybody agrees needs to be organized. 2as vwell, it
will also cover the environmental impact statement that
needs to be done so that we can find out whether the
planning of the %orld's Pair can work to the benefit of
the. .. of the people of the State of Illinois. As well, we
provide in this Anendment that whoever does the independent
feasibility study cannot contract with the World's Pair
Authority after the independent feasibility study is over.
How independent is a feasibility study done by someone who
hopes to pick up the contract after saying, *‘Yes, the
systens are go. Everything should move forwvard.*® For those

of you who are skeptical about the World®s FPair, who wan:
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solid answers before deciding whether you support going
forward with this project, you have to support those
provisions in Anmendment 3 to. Senate Bill 1833, Let me
talk, too, about the fipancing arrangement in this
Amendment. Representative Vinson, I'm sorry to say, does
not seem to be on the Governor's line with respect to how
we pay for the expansion of McCormick Place and statewide
tourism, We do not change, in Amendment 3 to Senate Bill
1893, the hotel/motel tax increase from that that was
already provided in this Bill as it came to us from the
Senate. There is, there was, a one percent increase in the
statewide hotel/motel tax in the Bill as it came to us.
That proposal was strongly supported by Govermor Thompson
and by the Chairman of his Pinancing Task Force, John
Kramer. In fact, it was also supported by the hotel/motel
industry in the State of Illinois. At issue, at real issue
in this Amendment is what is the total financing framework?
Do the benefits, the economic benefits that will accrue
from these projects fit the economic burdens imposed by any
kind of revenue stream to pay for them? It is ny strong
contention that the only way to make sure that the
principle that burdens match benefits is to support
Amendment 3 to this Bill. The Bill, as it came to us from
the Senate, used hotel/motel tax revenues to help support
these projects. No source of revenue is more closely
connected to tourism than the hotel/motel industry. Who are
the people who stay in the hotels and motels? Clearly, the
tourists. OUnfortunately, as this Bill came to us from the
Senate, it also 1included a 22 million dollar hit on an
annual average basis for people who eat food in restaurants
in the City of Chicago. Look at the economic benefits
ve're to achieve from the progran. You?ll find we're

talking with McCormick Place and statewide tourism, unever
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mind the benefits of the fair - leave that aside for the
poment - B0 pillion dollars im statewide revenues, new
statewide revenues on an average annual basis. What does
the City of Chicago get? Something much closer to 20
million dollars. Bighty million dollars is the state
share. To hit people in their food bLudgets, the school
children in their cafeterias, the employees in their lunch
rooms, the people who are bunying McDonald's burgers on East
63rd Street or on West Fullerton Avenue, those are not the
people who are benefiting from HcCormick Place expansion
and from statewide tourism. Eighty-eight percent of the
food tax dollar in restaurants is spent not in fine dining
establishments, not in the places where the tourists come
to hang out, but in the 1lunch rooms in the school
cafeterias, in the ma and pa grocery store right down the
street. This Amendment is not the end of Senate Bill
1833. Everybody knows that there still will be further
discussions and further debates. To me, the most critical
element in this Amendment is that it offers the Members of
this chamber a way to say no to a food tax in the City of
Chicago as the primary means of financing these projects.
There wmay be other problems with some of the elements.
There's no question that the monies in this Amendment are
adequate to wove forward quickly with McCormick Place, to
establish a statewide tourism promotion campaign and to do
the work that's necessary to decide whether we should go
forward with the World's Fair. Amendment 3 ensures that the
benefits match... that the burdens match the benefits, and
it says a resounding no to any kind of food tax imposed
upon the residents of the City of Chicago. I urge your
support.®

Speaker Madigan: "Nr. Tuerk."

Tuerk: "HNr., Speaker, Hembers of the House, as I said earlier in
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debate, I support the concept of enlarging McCormick Place.
I accept the concept' of downstate tourism, and I also
endorse the idea of providing a lisited amount of money for
further studies on the World's Fair. This Amendment, even
though it speaks to one issue that's dear to my heart,
namely the downstate civic center support, I think that
helps the Amendment. I think there are other parts of the
Amendment +that may be salutory, but I think you have to
take a look at the whole picture and look at the Amendment
in toto. And that's why I'm rising to oppose the
Anendment, because, frankly, notwithstanding the support
that we pight get for downstate, which is a sweetener in
the Amendment, but it robs the General Eevenue Fund, ¢to a
great bextent, of future revenues. It taxes the downstate
people too wnmuch, in ny view, ¢to pake this a viable
alternative. It doesn®t really fund McCormick Place to the
extent that it should. Chicago really is not committed to
the tvo million dollars that's entailed in the Amendment.
We haven't seen any indication from the City administration
that it is committing itself to that amount of aoney. And
those who benefit greatly from all three packages,but nmore
specifically from the World's Fair and the expansion of
McCormick Place, are not paying nearly enough in this total
package. Aand, therefore, I think the Amendnmen: falls short
of the nmark. And, therefore, I think it should be
defeated.

Speaker Madigan: “Mr. Nash."

Nash: ®Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House.
I rise 1in support of Amendeent #3 to Semate Bill 1893.
Amendment #3 is very similar as the Bill came over from the
Senate with the exception no one percent restaurant tax for
the City of Chicago. The people of my district don't want

to pay an extra penny restaurant tax. The people there are
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on fixed incomes, and I don't think the people in your
districts and the people from downstate, if there was a tax
in your districts, would want to pay this tax. That’s why I

urge support of Amendment #3, and I urge your *aye® vote."®

Speaker Hadigan: "Mr. Ropp."

Ropp:

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Would +he Sponsor yield?
Representative Bullock, in terms of the feasibility stady,
is it not true that before Chicago is even granted the
opportunity for having a World's Pair, that there had to be
some sort of feasibility study at that point, wasn't there?
I guess, why do we need another one, and at what cost will

just the feasibility study be2®

Bullock: "#ell, Representative, I would imagine, in the

Ropp:

negotiation process at the International Exposition, that
there were some surface analysis performed, both on
physical plaoning and perhaps on financial projectionms.
The Senate has spoken on the subject, and this Amendment
would comcur in that by saying that vwe want verifiable
cost projections and revenue projections. We want . it donse
with an outside, independent firm.. I think that’s a
reasonable request at this point for the use of these
revenues. And whether it is done before... prior to the
awarding of the fair to Illinois ip Chicago and the United
States is not really important. R®Rhat is ipportant is that
this Body is being asked ¢to expend in access of three
quarters of a billion dollars, maybe a billion dollars, and
ve simply are not ready at this point to make that type of
decision without more substantiated facts."

"Hell, this report is to come back and report to this Body
by Jume 1, 1385, I ¢think. Will, in fact, this Body be aay
more responsible to their suggestions and regquests as is
currently this Body any more responsive to the coanclusions

that have been given by both chambers® Rorld's Fair group
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that have come up with some considerations? I guess, is
this money going to be well spent, or should we spend it
somewhere else? Because it doesn'%t appear that we are
really taking too much at heart with those people who have
spent maybe six months on this study already."®

Bullock: *Well, Representative, all I can say in response to your
question very quickly and succinctly - the Governor of this
state appointed a task force chaired ty Secretary Kramer.
It was a unanimous decision by that task force that such an
independent feasibility... verifiable feasibility study be
undertaken. And the Senate has spoken on the subject; and,
in this Amendment, we're asking this House to speak on the
subjects And I would urge your to support it.,"”

Speaker Greiman: "Further discussion? <The Gentleman from Cook,
Mr. Madigan."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, I rise in support of Amendment #3 to Senpate Bill
1893, and as I rise in support, I wish to take issue,
somewhat, with earlier remarks which were puoat into the
record 1in opposition to the Amendment. A previous speaker
alluded to this -‘Amendment being helpful to a certain
geographical area in the City of Chicago but not being
helpful to other sections of the state. It is Jjust that
kind of rhetoric that causes many of the problems that we
encounter here in the Legislature oo a day-to-day basis,
and it's just that kind of rhetoric that gives rise to the
problems that we have in this state. The Bill that cane
from the Senate is a discrininatory Bill. The Bill that
came from the Senate proposes to build an exposition center
in Chicago, continue a. study of the World's Fair for
Chicago, and develop a statewide tourism program predicated
upon the imposition of a food tax in Chicago only. I've

beern in this Assenmbly for 14 years. I know how to pass
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Bills, amd sometimes, I know how to defeat Bills. And I
know that if you want to pass a Bill, you comstruct a
coalition that permits people outside the City of Chicago
to either cast a free vote or to cast a vote that they can
use in their campaign 1literature where they can portray
themselves as being against Chicago. That is precisely the
strategy»that vas used in constructing the Bill that came
from the Senate. W®hat I did was to take the Bill that canme
from the Senate and to make three basic changes.. I took
the Senate Bill, and I said: 'Number ome; I will not
support the imposition of a food *tax im Chicago only for
these three projects; number two, in substitution for that,
I will provide that we will make further use of the
state-wide hotel/motel tax to move ahead with <these
projects. I said further use of the statewide hotel/motel
tax. By direct reference to *further use® is to the use of
$10,000,000 from that tax in the next budget - not the FY
¢85 Budget, but the FY *86 Budget. So I am asking the
State of Illinois, in July of 1385, %o commit itself %o an
additional $10,000,000 in support of these projects, and I
hasten to tell you that when we talk about the statewide
hotel/motel tax, we are talking about a tax which is
collected fifty percent im Chicago. Fifty percent of that
tax is collected in Chicago. Sixty three percent of that
tax is collected in Cook County. Seventy four percent of
that tax is collected in the RTA regiom. So when you talk
about the hotel/motel tax, you are talking about a regional
tax. You are talking about a tax that is taken out of the
metropolitan area in northeastern Illinois, amd I suggest
to you that it's a fair tax to use in support of these
three projects. And the last thing I did in my plan was to
require that the City of Chicago, from its corporate fund,

be required to contribute $2,000,000 a year to the support
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of the McCormick Place project before that project could
move ahead. That's the essence of the plan. I think it's
a far better plan +that came from the Sepa*te. I think it's
far better because it is a uniform plan, because it is not
discriminatory against one geographical area of the state.
There are some other reasons why it's a good plan. The
proponents of the Senate plan have already acknowledged
that the imposition of the food tax ipn Chicago only, will
be subject to a court challenge before that tax can be
imposed. #We know from prior experience that where there is
such a court challenge on the imposition of a new tax, that
that 1litigation will require several months, and the
proponents of the fair have admitted.... Excuse nme. The
proponents of McCormick Place have adaitted that the
litigation will not be finalized until January or February
of next year.. So that when the opponents to my Amendment
say +that I am unduly delaying the begianing of +he
McCormick Place project, take their own evidence in the
record of the Governor's task force and look at it because
it says that with the imposition of the food omnly tax in
Chicago, there will be a delay well into next year. People
have said that the imposition of this food tax - in Chicago
only, will be paid by those who patronize the fine dining
establishments in downtown Chicago, and we've been given an
enunerated 1list of restaurants which support this tax. I
want the record to show, and I want everyone in this
Assembly to know that the food tax they're talking about is
derived eighty-eight percent from fast food ouatlets,
lunchrooms and cafeterias. The tax they're talking aboat,
wvhen they say this is a fine dining tax, is derived
eighty-eight percent from fast food outlets, lunchrooms and
cafeterias. So, vhen you vote for that ;ax - if you vote

for it - don't fool yourself. Don't delude yourself into

75



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984
thinking that you're doing a fair and am equitable thing.
You're ﬁot. You're imposing a food tax in Chicago only.
You're doing it on the backs of people who cannot afford
it, and as you do it, you're rejecting a plan that proposes
to use a tax which is derived almost eptirely from visitors
to this state, and it's collected fifty percemt in the City
of Chicago. I would sincerely recommend to every Member of
this Body that you look long and bard at this Amendment,
that you look long and hard at this Bill. It*s easy to sit
here and to say, *It's a free vote. It doesn?t affect ay
town.! But maybe there will be Bills down the road. Maybe
there will be Bills years ahead that will do just to your
town what this Bill is doing to the people of the City of
Chicago, and then you®ll sing a different tune. And I hope
it doesn't happen to you. And I hope it doesn't happen io
me. Thank you very much.®

Speaker Greiman: "“Representative Greiman in the _Chair prior to
Mr. Madigan's remarks. Further discussion? The Gentleman
from Pulton, Mr. Homer.”

Homer: "Thank you, 4r. Speaker. Will the Sponsor yieldz2®

Speaker Greiman: “Indicates he'll yield for a question.”

Homer: ©“Representative Bullock, hov much currently is raised by
the five percent hotel/motel tax per year in the State of
Illinois?®

Bullock: "The projections for FY '86 or the extrapolations are
about 40 million.”®

Homer: "Alright. S0, currently 40 million dollars is raised by
the five percent hotel/motel tax. And where does that 40
million dollars go at the current time2®

Bullock: "Ten percent of it goes to tourism promotion, and 30
percent of it, at present, wvwas used for GRF, General
Revenue Fund."

Homer: "Alright. And under Apendament #3, where would... what

76



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTIION DEBATE

142pd Legislative Day June 28th, 1384
would the division be,then?®

Bullock: "Under Amendment $3, in FY *85...%

Bomer: "If you might, let?'s go with *86 and assess the first full
year of funding."

Bullock: “Alright. ®e?’ll skip *85, Representative, and go to
*86. In PY 1'86, the revenue would gGe... 17.3 million of
the hotel *ax would go into the Tourism Fund... hew
Illinois Tourism Fund, and another nine million would also
go into the Illinois Tourism Fund."®

Homer: "Okay. So the bottom 1ine is that im 1986, if this
proposal should pass, that...*”

Bullock: "FY *86. I don'’t want to be technical, but we should,
since wetre discussing fiscal years as opposed to calendar
years. "

Homer: M"Correct. In FY 86, approximately 3q million dollars
that would bhave gome in without this 1legislation in +the
General Revenue Fund will no longer go into General Revenue
Fund but, rather, will go into Illinois Tourism Fund for
“he purpose of funding this program. Is that correct2®

Bullock: "That is not correct, Hepresentative. That's &by I
said, 1let's use fiscal years. In Fiscal Year '86, the
figure would be 27,2 millior, as opposed to the 34 that you
alluded to."

Aomer: %The figure you gave was 27 million2"

Bullock: “Twenty-seven million point two.%

Homer: "™Alright. And that!s for a period of thirty years?t®

Bullock: "Just PY *86. I mean, you asked for the FY *86. Ratre
discussing only FY *86, Representative.”

Homer: ®™But this 1legislation authorizes that... that provision
for thirty years in order to retire the bonds of MNcCormick
Place.™

Bullock: “Correct. And if you annualize that, if you want an

annualized average, Bepresentative, it would be 25.7
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Homer:

million, not 34, compared to the Senate's 21 million annual
average. "

"So that over a period of thiriy years, we're talking
about taking approximately ome billion dollars out of the
General Bevenue Pund and putting it ianto the Illinois

Tourism Fund. Is that correct?®

Bullock: "Well, Representative, let me say, in answer ¢to your

Homer:

question, we're talking an annual average in this plan of
25,7 versus the Senate plan of 21.1. If you 1look at the
differential through those years, we're talking aboat a 4.6
million differemtial, but it's significant to note in
addition to that, or as a part of that, swe will be giving
on an annual basis of two million dollars to dowastate
civic centers, which is, in fact, five percent of that
differential.¥

"So, two wmillion to downstate civic centers and about a

billion dollars to the Illinois Tourism Pund. NOWe.."

Bullock: "Hell, Representative, that 1is certainly incorrect,

Homer:

bgcause what you also have to do is to talk about the net
expenditure and subtract from that expanded economnic
benefit, and I don’t think you or I would want to overlook
the revenue that would come into the State BRevenue Pund.
Fy '86 alone, since we're talking about FPY *86, you would
realize 78 million dollars, new dollars, expanded economic
benefit to the State Treasurer. So, while we are paying
out approximately 27....in PFY 86 we're paying out 46
million, we are getting back into the state coffers just
from McCormick Place and from tourisa, 78 million dollars.
So, you can see a net gain there, Representative, of
almost... well not of'alnost, of 32 million dollars net %o
the state. So, we have to consider that.?

"Representative Bullock, that®*s prefaced upon the theory

that by expanding McCormick Place and by having the World's
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Fair, of course this Bill doesn®'t go that far, that World
Faireee"

Bullock: "No, not the Rorld's Faire..."

Homer: "But by... But tourism im ¥cCormick®'s Place are going to
enhance the state's reveanue by the projections that you
gave, "

Bullock: "That's correct."

Homer: “Apnd who made those projections?”

Bullock: "Hell, these figures, Representative, are easily
verifiable, both from . the Authority, both from the
Department of Commerce and Conmmunity Affairs, which is a
state agency that we fund annually, and of course, as you
know, from our very fine and able House Democratic staff.”

Homer: "Certainly all of which are constrained by the fact
they’re speculating about what's going to happen thirty
years ian the future."

Bullock: "%ell, the Governmor appointed Secretary Kramer chairing
the task force, and he had many private financiers on that
task force and many distinguished Legislators from both
sides of the aisle, and the task force also verified the
figures."®

Homer: "Right. Now, I'm sure that that's their best guess. Now,
with respect to the priority, 1let's suppose that the
Illinois Tourism Fund does not raise the revenues. . Let's
suppose the projections, in spite of all the care that's
been taken to be accurate, is not sufficient. Does
Apmendment #3 provide a list of priorities as to which of
the liabilities created hereby would be funded first? For
example, would McCormick's Place expansion bond project
take precedence over tourism and over downstate civic
center promotion?¢

Bullock: "Representative, you asked two questions, and 1I°'ll

answer them very quickly. The answer to the gquestion...
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Homer:

first gquestion is, you know, if these figures are off and,
in fact, we don't generate the revenue, then you're
obviously agaimst the Bill and the projects, and I don*t
think that you want to be against the Bill and all of the
projects. The second question is, what happens if the
revenue is not up to the actual projections? And in this
Amendment, we clearly delineated Sectiom 8.25 not only the
payout or the revenue stream ¢to various fuads, but
McCormick Place account would, in fact, have first draw on
the Illinois Tourism Fund established in the Treasury
Departuent.”

"So, in other words, what you're saying, Representative,
is the money sould first be applied to McCormick Place.
Then, if there®s any 1left, it would go to statewide
tourism. Then, if there was any left after all of those
expenditures, it wvwould go to downstate civic center
promotion. Anﬂ if there was not enough nmoney, then there
wouldn®'t be any money for downstate civic center promotion.

Is that correct2®

Bullock: "Well, if you wanted to use that rationale, but I don't

Homer:

necessarily agree with it. W#hat this plan presents to the
Body is revenue projections that I said have been verified
by the agencies that you... that you acknowledge are pretty
competent, and then we subsequently spell out expenditure
dravs on that revenuea. and 1 cannot foresee,
Representative, that our figures are so far off that we
would not be able to find two million plus dollars for your
downstate civic centers, understanding that in the Senate
plan, and if you defeat this Amendment or don't support it,
you would have a.., probably the Senate plan, you get no
money for your downstate civic centers.®

"gell, somebody must have had that concern, because they

set up a list of priorities, and I see that downstate civic
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centers occupies the last priority. But let me just very

briefly, Mr. Speaker; to the Bill. I think..."

Speaker Greiman: "Proceed."

Homer:

®I think that it's very clear to all of the Members here
that in their conscience those Meabers from Chicago as well
as those Members dounstate that the Rorld's Fair project -~
it's Jjust simply a boondoggle. The five million dollars
being asked is nothing but a waste of mnoney, mnoney that
could be going for vital state services at a time that we
very desperately need then. We don't need to spend five
million dollars to save face. All that we have to do is
look and see what happened in Knoxville, New Orleans and...
recognize that this is not 1933 im Chicago and vote to save
that five million dollars to put it where it could be
better used, by the kids of this state and their education.
Now, with regard %¢o McCormick Place expansion, I, for one,
think that that's an excellent suggestion, that we expand
HcCormick Place or that HcCormick Place be expanded,
because I think that it is vital to the City of Chicago and
to the northern part of this state in attempt to attract
conventions and in an attempt to attract tourism, to create
construction jobs ir the City of Chicago, to create new
recreation jobs in the City of Chicago. I think that
that's a good, sound proposal. But who should pay for it,
is the guestion. Who should pay for the expansion of
McCormick Place? Should it be the people who will receive
the direct bepefit in +the City of Chicago and in the
Chicago area, or should it be the people in Peoria,
Illinois and downstate Illimois? Who should pay for the
expansion of ... of McCormick®s Place? Now, the City
could pay. The City has a lot of ways to pay. The have
industrial revenue bonding authority. They have... by

which they could realize the revenues from McCormick's
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Place in an attempt to help retire the bond issue. They
can use the Public Building Commission in the City of
Chicago. They have home rule power to exact other taxes to
help support this project, which is going to so directly
and greatly benefit the people of that area. It may be a
very sound investnent. But why are you going to rob a
million dollars out of General Bevenue? Why are we going
to take that noney, that money which should be going for
education and for mental health and for public aid? Why
are we going to take a billion dollars out of that fund

over the next thirty years?”

Speaker Greiman: "Gentleman bring his remarks to a close."

Homer:

"Je're being..., Thank you. We're being told that... that
revenues are dgoing to be enhanced as a result of the
expansion of McCormick Place and because of tourism. Bat I
would submit to you, in all due respect to the Sponsor,
that that’s... that's a trickle down theory that would make
even perhaps David ®Stockman' blush. Certainly we would
hope that the state's revenues would enhance as we would
hope the Federal Government's revenues would enhance, but
that doesn*t mean the Pederal Government®s going to pay for
it, and it shouldn't mean that the entire State of Illinois
should pay for it. I just simply am not prepared, at this
time, to take the garble and gamble away a billion dollars
that should be going for education, should be going for
mental health. And, in closing, I would just say that

that's certainly a wager that I'm not willing to make.®

Speaker Greiman: "Gentleman from Bureau, ¥r. Mautino.®

Mautino: "Thank you very mpuch, Mr.. Speaker.. Ladies and

Gentlemen, I concur with many of the sentiments raised by
Representative Homer, but I think one area that has not
been touched, should be touched. And I would like to

address the Sponsor of the Amendment, Bepresentative
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Bullock, in regards to the provisions within the Amendment
that puts the £full faith in credit under the bonding
authority that is authorized in this Apmeadment. As I read
the Amendment, Representative Bullock, I note that in
Section 10, the state's full faith in credit is behind the
bonds issued under this provision; yet, in fact, the
balance of the State of Illimois outside the County of Cook
would, under this Amendment with the exception of the civic
center provisions, receive very little for our full faith
in credit. Is that a correct. evaluation <that I just
provided2®

Speaker Greiman: "Gentleman indicates that he*ll yield for that
question.*®

Bullock: "FPirst of all, Representative, the Gentleman from Bureau
that I have tremendous respect for, I have to say to you
that you are incorrect wvhere you indicate that the state's
full faith in credit are behind those bonds. If you could
point out to me, in this legislation, where that is so
specified, I would be glad to... to restate and to
certainly withdraw that, but I don®t... I dontt read it
that way."

Mautino: "Section 10 on page 23.°%

Bullock: "On page 23, Representative?®

Mautino: "Yes, Sir., Yes."

Bullock: *"And the line2"

Mautinos "It's Section 10, starts with iine 16 and goes through
line 23.%

Bullock: "As I read this, Representative, I don't discern that
the state has an obligation that full faith and credit of
the state is obligated. Now, vhere does it say that2"

Mautino: "That was my question. As I evaluated this...”

Bullock: "Well, it does not say +that., That’s why I stated

previously that if... if one purports that the full faith
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and credit bebind these bonds, to ny knowledge, that
certaisly just isn't correct, Bepresentative.®

Mautino: "“Alright then, my follow-up question would be if, in
fact, revenues under this proposal were not sufficient for
the payment of the bonding provisions enmbodied in the
overall proposal, where would that money come from?%

Bullock: "“HWell, Representative, we'd have to make the conclusion
that those bonds would, in fact, be in defaalt.®

Mautino: “And then the appropriation process of the State of
Illinois would then be providing the debt service as well
as the paying off of the bonds. Is that correct2n

Bullock: "Representative, I can only reference page 32, if you'd
like to go over it with me. On page 32, line 15, ‘'The
state shall not be liable on bonds of the Metropolitan Fair
and Exposition Ruthority issued under this Act and such
bonds shall not be a debt of the state nor shall this Act
be construed as a guarartee by the state of the debis of
the Metropolitan Fair and Exposition Authority. The bonds
shall contain the statement to such effect on the face
thereof."' In fact, Representative, that language speaks
for itself. And, as you know, the Exposition Authority, in
and of itself, is a unit of local government."?

Mautino: ®I'm sorry. On page 32, what line2?"

Bullock: “Line 15 through 21.*¢

Mautino: "I submit to you on page 32 that you start reading fronm
line 4. *The state pledges to and agrees with the holders
of the bonds of the Metropolitam Fair and BExposition
Authority, pursuant to this SectiobD...'”

Bullock: "Go on. Continge.®

Mautino: ™*... the state will no 1limit or alter the basis of
which state funds are to be paid.*

Bullock: *®Continue."®

Mautino: "Therefore, we would have to appropriate funds in the
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case of... of not enough revenues for the debt service, as
I read it."

Bullock: "Representative, now that you have finished reading it,
I think if you take the time to analyze it, that Sectiom in
and of itself merely says that we will not repeal the
taxes."

Mautino: "Excuse ne. Hould you repeat that? You would not
repeal the what?"

Bullock: "Taxes."

Mautino: "The tax? Isn't that correct, what you said?"

Bullock: "That's correct.”

Mautino: "Yes, Sir. Thank you very much.®

Speaker Greiman: "Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Terzich."

Terzich: "I move the previous question.®

Speaker Greiman: "Well, no one is seeking recognition.  So,
accordingly, Representative Bullock, to close.”

Bullock: ®"Tharnk you, Hr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. This Amendment has received the debate that I
believe is necessary for this Assembly to reach the same
conclusion that this Sponsor has reached, and that is, that
we in Illinois must support the expansion of HcCormick
Place, the creation of a Tourism Fund in our state and fund
for one year the 1992 World's Pair, but more importantly,
that we must recognize that downstate civic centers are
important to the economic vitality of the State of
Illinois. In trying to meet that need in the course of the
debate we've had several statements made which I classify
as syth, and I'd like to refute those myths with fact. One
of wmy distinguished colleages indicated at the outset that
if Amendment #3 were adopted, we would, im fact, have
eleven percent rate on hotel/motels in the City of Chicago.
Amendment #3 does not raise the rate to eleven percent;

but, in fact, the tax would be ten percent only which
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would make it the same as Washington, D.C, New York, Los
Angeles, Houston, New Orleans, and San Francisco is at 9.75
percent. So that, Representative, was inadvertently in
error. One of the other Representatives made the statement
that downstaters are, in fact, subsidizing McCormick Place
and tourism and one year for the fair and even the
convention center subsidy. That, in and of itself, is
nyth. The facts are, as the Speaker of the House
indicated, the revenue stream for this proposition,
three-quarters of the revenue are generated in the six
county RTA nmetropolitan area and 50 percent of that
revenue, in fact, comes from the City of Chicago itself.
And we understand the importamnce of downstate civic centers
and we provided a subsidy to that area that only pays 25
percent of the revenue. We are providing a subsidy. One
other Representative made a statement that supposing these
figures are off and we are charging the General BRevenue
Fund with a billion dollars. That, in and of itself, is a
myth, because we have to subtract the net revenue expanded
economic impact to the state. McCormick Place alome, in
one year, over and beyond the 47 nmillion they sent to
state... to the state treasury from its expanded progranm,
the overall economic benefit from McCormick Place is in the
area of 1.1 billion dollarS... the overall economic
impact. Hr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House,
Amendment &3 is, in fact, the best funding source for these
four vital projects and I urge an *aye? vote."

Speaker Madigan: "The guestion is, *shall, Acendment #3 be
adopted2' Those in favor signify by voting ?aye?!, those
opposed by voting *no*. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? The Clerk shall take the record. Mr.
Bullock. "

Bullock: "Mr. Speaker, I want to make sure everybody has an
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opportunity to express themselves on the subject. There
are tﬁree Members absent. If we could poll the absentees.”

Speaker HMadigan: "Clerk shall poll the absentees."

Clerk O'Brien: "Poll of the Absentees. Breslin."

Speaker Madigan: "Record Representative Breslin as 'no'."

Clerk O'Brien: "“Taylor and White."

Speaker Madigan: "On this question there are 39 tayes*, 59 'nos‘.
The Amendment fails., Are there any further Amendments??

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #4, offered by BRepresentative
Bullock."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Bullock."

Bullock: "I'd like to withdraw Amendment #4."

Speaker Madigan: "“Gentleman requests leave to withdraw Agendment
#4. 1Is there leave? Leave 1is granted. Are there aany
further Amendments?"

Clerk O®'Brien: "Floor DAmendment #5, offered by Representative
Currie.”

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Currie.”

Currie: "Question of... Parliamentary inguiry. Is Amendment S5 in
order?" .

Speaker Madigan: “The Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor _Amendment #6, offered by Bepresentative
Currie.®

Speaker Madigan: “Representative Currie.®

Currie: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1Is Amendment 6 in orderi®

Speaker Madigan: ¥The Amendment is not im order. Are there any
further Amendements?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #7, offered by Representative
Homer."

Speaker Nadigan: “Nr. Homer."

Homer: "Mr. Speaker, is Amendment &7 now out of order2®

Speaker Madigam: "The Amendment is not inm order. Are there
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further Amendments?*

Clerk O'Brien: "“Floor Anendment #8, offered by BRepresentative
Aomer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer.®

Homer: "Mr. Speaker, I move to withdraw. It?’s not in order."®

Speaker Madigan: “Gentleman regquests leave to uighdrau Amendment
#8. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there further
Apendments2”

Clerk O'Brien: “Floor Amendment #3, offered by Representative
Cullerton.”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr., Cullerton.®

Cullerton: "Yes, thank you, Nr. Speaker. Amendment #9 is going
to be on another Bill, so I would, at this time, ask leave
to withdrav Amendment #9."

Speaker Madigan: “Gentleman requests leave %o withdraw Amendment
#3. 1Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there further
Anmendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Anendment '010, offered by Representative
Younge, Madigan and Currie."

Speaker Madigan: "Eepresentative Younge.®

Younge: "Hr. Speaker, I nmove to amend Amendment #10 to @make it
conform to the past events of the first nine Amendments. I
ask leave to correct any error."

Speaker Madigan: ©Think they'll... Are you sure that you aren’t
asking for leave to withdraw2"®

Younge: "I ask for leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Lady requests leave to withdraw Amendment #10.
Is there leave? Leave 1is granted. Are there further
Amendmentsg?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #11, offered by Representative
Braun, Madigan, Currie and Younge.®

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Braun."

Braun: "Thank you."
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Speaker Madigan: "“Representative Braun, Amendment #11,"

Braun: "Thank you, Mr. ., Speaker.. I would inguire whether
Apendment #1101 is in order at this point."”

Speaker Madigam: "The Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments2®

Clerk O¢'Brien: "Floor Amendment #12, offered by Representative
Currie."

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Currie, on Amendment #12.7

Currie: MLeave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Lady requests leave to withdraw the Amendment.
Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments2”?

Clerk O'Brien: "FPloor Amendment #13, offered by Representative
Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer.?®

Homer: "YLeave to withdraw, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: ®Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments2"

Clerk O*'Brien: "Floor Amendment #14, offered by Representative
Levin.

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Levin.®

Levin: "To withdraw."

Speaker Madigam: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?" '

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #15, offered by Representative
Homer.”

Speaker Madigan: "“Nr. Bomer."

Homer: "Leave to withdraw, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: ¥®Floor Amendment #16, offered by Representative
Dwight Priedrich.®

Speaker Madigam: "Mr. Priedrich."
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Friedrich: "I would hope this fine Amendment is in order, Mr.
Speaker. Do you want to check it?®

Speaker Madigan: "It is.®

Friedrich: "Pardon2®

Speaker Madigan: “The Amendment is in order."

Priedrich: "“Thank you. I'll pursue it, then."®

Speaker Madigan: “Proceed, Mr. Friedrich."

Friedrich: "This requires the Rorld's Fair Authority to hire an
executive director, and that that director be confirmed by
a vote of three-fifths of both Houses of the General
Assemnbly. His term shall be four years.. I think it's
appropriate, if vwe are going to be providing the money for
this and the financing, that the General Assembly have sonme
control over the people who rum ii. Move the adoption.n

Speaker Madigam: "Mr. Bullock.®

Bullock: "Mr. Speaker, will the Sponsor yield for a guestion?®

Friedrich: "Yes, I will."

Speaker Madigan: ©"The Sponsor indicates that he will yield.®

Bullock: “Representative Friedrich, are your intentions at this
point to have the 1Illinois General Assembly coafirm an
individual o a separate unit of local government?®

Friedrich: "#ell, I think ve do have something to say about what
happens with the RTA and so on, and I don*t think thatts
any different than this, basically.n”

Bullock: *"®hen has this House confirmed an individual or an
official to the RTAZ"

Priedrich: "Well, we haven't, but the state does have something
to say about it, even though it's a separate corporation,
the Governor makes the appointment."

Bullock: "But your Amendment says that by two-thirds of this
Assenbly and the Senate ve shall confirm the CEO of the
World's Fair Authority, which is a separate unit of 1local

government, and my question is, *Do you feel that this will
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pass the test of comstitutionality2'®

Priedrich: "Well, the Senate has to confirm the appointment of
+he Chairman of the BTA, I'm informed, and I think that's a
separate unit of government."”

Bullock: "Well, Representative Friedrich, I'm all in support of
expanding the...?

Priedrich: "I'm not a constitutional lawyer."”

Bullock: "I'm all for supporting and expanding the influence of
the House of Represeatatives. Certainly a bicaperal Body
should be equal to the other chamber, and 1 support your
Anendment.”

Priedrich: "Thank you."

Speaker Madigan: "The dquestion is, *Shall the Apmendoment be
adopted?? Those in favor say ‘aye', those opposed say
*no'. The 'ayes' have it. The Amendment is adopted. Are
there further Amendments?"®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #17, offered by Representative
Piel.®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Piel."

Piel: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First question, is the Amendment
in order2"®

Speaker Madigan: "Yes."

Piel: "Thank you. For those of you that have a copy of the
Amendment, there has been a change. Representative
Mulcahey... K Let the record show that Bepresentative
HMulcahey has withdrawn as Sponsor... as one of the <two
Sponsors of the Amendment. On the Amendment #17, Hr.
Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Hoase, I'd like to
preface my remarks by saying that I'm not entering this
Anendmen% as a slap in the face to the World®*s Fair. I
just felt that the purpose of Amendment #17 off the Bill,
in hopes of putting it onto another Bill, amd to let it

rise and fall on its own strengths or weaknesses. The
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purpose of Amendment #17 is to prevent the World's Fair
from dragging down this Bill and hurting the McCormick
Place and tourism in Illinois, which I feel are the
prominent areas of the Bill. After looking at the one year
feasibility study as far as the World*s PFair is concerned
in the proposed Bill, I feel the World's Fair won't hurt
the Bill. And I withdraw Apendment #17.%

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleman moves for the adoption of
Auendment #17. On that question, the Chair..."

Piel: *"Mr. Speaker, I withdrew Amendment #17.%

Speaker Madigan: “The Gentleman reguests leave to withdraw the

' Amendment. . Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #18, offered by Representative

I Bullock and Nash."

Speaker Madigan: "¥r. Bullock."

Bullock: "Thank yoa, Mr. Speaker and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
House. Amendment #18 goes, perhaps, at the heart of the
problem with the Chicago 1992 +World®s Pair as it comes
before this Assenmbly. Amendment #18 will attepmpt to
professionalize the operation of the 1932 World's Fair
Authority with the estéblishment and creation of an office
of professional management for scheduling, for cost
projections, for quality control. The PMO 0Office vwould
execute the directives and objectives of the Authority and
its citizens®board of advisors. The PMO oOffice would
coordinate the efforts of the organizations that are
necessary for the planning and construction and operation
of the fair. It would develop docunments to monitor and to
manage and control all aspects of the Fair Authority in a
professional wmanner. Some exanples of successful PMO,
vhich most of ‘the Members of this Assenmbly would support,

because ve know that the Authority bhas not been
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professionally nanaged. The O®Hare Field Exposition
Expansion Project was under a PMO ranagement. The Chicago
Deep Tunnel Project at the Metropolitam Sanitary District
vas under PHMO management. The McCormick Place Exposition
Program was under PMO management. And some of the examples
of where there were no PMO is, in fact, the WPSS Nuclear
Power Project, and I doubt seriously if they had PMO at the
Three Hile 1Island fiasco. So, what 1I'm saying, Nr.
Speaker, is that we are giving five million dollars for a
feasibility study of the fair._  Re should also give,
conconitant with that, a professional management office to
coordinate all of the efforts of the Authority so that when
we receive information in the futare, we will receive
adeguate cost projections, revenne projectioms in a timely
fashion. And I would urge an 'aye’ vote.®

Speaker Madigan: *®Mr. Greiman."

Greiman: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I join with Mr. Bullock part
of the way. I think that the program manageament office is
a good idea. The question... and the feasibility study is
a good idea. The question is, though, whether it should be
done in-house, whether it should be done by the same people
wvho, in fact, be doing the fair itself. It is believed
that nost feasibility studies, if they are to be meaningful
and effective, should be done by out-of-house. .
Accordingly, I would suggest to Representative Bullock that
he... since we have... we seem to have a lot of time on our
hands to add new Anendments, that perhaps he take this
Anendment out and that he instead revise the Apmendment so
that it will do what I am suggesting.®

Bullock: "Representative Greimah, you are absolutely correct and
I fill certainly work with you, and we?ll withdraw this
Amendment."

Greiman: "Thank you."
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Speaker Madigan: "Gentleman requests leave to withdraw the
Amendment. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Ate there
further Amendments?"

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #19, offered by Representative
Bullock, Nash and Laurino."

Speaker Madigan: ™Nr. Bullock."

Bullock: "Leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments2?”

Clerk Of'Brien: "Floor Amendment #20, offered by Representative
Bullock."

Speaker Madigan: "Ar. Bullock."

Bullock: "Leave to vithdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Apendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #21, offered by Representative
Tuerk."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Tuerk."

Tuerk: "Hr. Speaker, MNembers of the House, all during the
deliberations..."

Speaker Madigan: “For what purpose does Hr. Bullock seek
recognition2?®

Bullock: "Mr., Speaker, I would like to inquire of the Chair 1if
this Amendment is in order?®

Speaker Madigan: “The Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments??

Clerk O'Brien: "Ploor Amendment #22, offered by Bepresentative
Tuerk.”

Speaker Madigan: "Hr. Tuerk.®

Tuerk: ®8ell, we wmay as well inquire about Amendment #22 also.
Is that in order?®

Speaker Madigan: "The Amendment is not in order. Are there

further Amendments?"
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Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #23, offered by Representative
Dwight Friedrich.®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Friedrich. Mr. Dwight Friedrich. ur.
Dwight Friedrich on Amendment #23.°%

Friedrich: "I believe this can be withdraun since we approved the
other one.. Thank yon, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Apendments2?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #24..."

Speaker HMadigan: P"Nr. Olson requests leave to withdrav Amendment
#24. 1Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there further
Arendments2”

Clerk Ot'Brien: "Floor Amendment #25, offered by Representative
Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer.?

Homer: ‘"Leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Apendbments2?”

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Anendment #26, offered by Bepresentative
Levin and Bowman."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Levin."

Levin: "lLeave to withdraw.”

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Agpendments2?"

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #27, offered by Representative
Levin and Bowman."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Levin.®

Levin: ¥“Same Notion."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Levin."

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #28, offered by Represeamtative

Levin, "
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Levin: ®"Leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: ™"Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?”

Clerk O*Brien: "Ploor Anendment #2939, offered by Representative
Levin and Bownan.®

Speaker Madigan: ©Nr., Levin.,"

Levin: “"Leave to withdraw." -

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: M"Floor Amendment #30, offered by Bepresentative
Shaw."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Shaw."”

Shaw: ‘"Leave to vithdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Apmendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #31, offered by Represeantative
Hojcik et al.®

Speaker Madigan: "™Representative Wojcik.®

#ojcik: "Leave to withdraw.®

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk OtBrien: "Floor Amendment #32, offered by Representative
Friedrich."

Speaker Madigan: ®Mr. Friedrich.®

Friedrich: "I would like to withdraw that, please.”

Speaker Madigan: ®"Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Apendments?®

Clerk Of'Brien: "Floor Amendment #33, offered by Bepresentative
Piel.®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Piel."

Piel: "Leave to withdraw #33.%

Speaker Madigam: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there

further Amendments2?®
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Clerk O'Brien: "™Amendment #34, offered by Representative Tuerk."

Speaker Madigan: "Hr. Tuerk.”

Tuerk: ™Ndr. Speaker and Members of the House, all during the
deliberations during the task force..."”

Speaker Nadigan: “For what purpose does Mr. Bullock seek
recognition?®

Bullock: "Mr. Speaker, I would question whether or not this
Amendment is in order.®

Speaker Madigan: "The Amendment is noet in order. Are there
farther Amendpents2"

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #35, offered by Bepresentative
Tuerk."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Tuerk.®

Tuerk: ®Would you give us a ruling on 35 then, please?®

Speaker #adigan: "The Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments?%

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #36, offered by Representative
Mulcahey. "

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Mulcahey."

Hulcahey: "Mr. Speaker..,.. Mr. Speaker, is this Amendment in
order?®

Speaker Madigan: "The Amendpent is in order.”

Mulcahey: "Fine. HWithdraw it."

Speaker Madigan: ®Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Agendwments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #37, offered by Bepresentative
Bullock, Nash and Currie."®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Bullock.?

Bullock: “Nr. Speaker, is this Amendment in order? Is it in
order? I request leave to withdraw it.®

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments?"

Clerk O'Brien: ¥“Floor Amendment #38, offered by Bepresentative
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Bullock, Nash and Currie.®

dadigan: "Mr. Bullock."®
: "Nr., Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House,
Apmendment $#38 is an Amendment which, perhaps, answers

several of the concerns that were raised on the £loor a few

minutes ago. This Amendment would, in fact, dip into the

restaurant tax, .7 percent. It would reduce by one percent

the hotel/motel tax in the City. 1In conjunction with +the

subsequent Apendment, this Awmendment would provide the
funding necessary for the four projects that vere
previously enumerated."

Speaker Madigan: "Gentleman moves for the adoption of the
Amendment. Is there any discussion? Mr. Vinson."”

Vinson: "Mr. Speaker, will the Sponsor yield for a guestion?®

Speaker Madigan: "Sponsor will

Vinson; '"Mr. Speaker, before I

parlianentary inquiry of

Speaker Madigan: "Proceed.®

Vinson: "Should we now
may go to the Clerk and request that
Amendments be
heard, they may file the

distributed?
this Bouse??
Speaker

¥adigan: "Nr. Vinson,

yieldeeo®

do that, I would like to make a

the Chair.®

uaderstand that any Member of the House

certain numbers for

held open and then, just before the Bill is

Apendments and have them

Is that now a privilege granted to Members of

you'll have to let me inquire into

that question and get back with you.%

Vinson: "I wondered, Mr.

Speaker, if you night reserve Amendments

#60 through 69, those numbers for me to file when we get up

to that area.

I don*t want to

file them yet because I

don®t want anybody to have a chance to amalyze them so that

we @might determine
reserve the numbers.®

Speaker Madigan:

what

"Let us see if we can't, as

they are. But I would like to

usual, accomnodate
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you, Mr. Vinson."

Vinson: "Could you.., fine, and could you also get me a Democrat
analysis of these Amendments? I assume that some member of
the staff must have had a chance to analyze these in the
days that they have been prepared and held in hiding.®

Speaker Madigan: "Let us see if we can't find one of those for
you."

Vinson: ‘"Now, could I inquire of the Sponsor some questions2?%

Speaker Madigan: "The Sponsor indicates that he will yield."

Vinson: "Representative, could you explain to us what these
Apendments do, - since it®’s been rather difficult to find
out2"

Bullock: "Representative, I'll explain those that I'm spoansoring,
and I happen to be sponsoring this one. Some of the
others, I couldn't, perhaps, be as thorough as I, perhaps,
can on the ones that I'm sponsoring.”

Vinson: #Well, could you explain this one2"

Bullock: "Yes, Sir. 1I'd be glad to. The... Amendment 38, before
us, will attempt to dip .7 percent into the Chicago
hotel/motel tax in FY ¢85, providing us three million
dollars. In the out years, it will provide an average of
3.9 million dollars. Also, this Avendment would maintain
the Senate plam of one percent state-wide hotel/motel tax,
and, of course, this plan, in expenditure, provides ten
million dollars to dovnstate civic centers... I mDpean to
tourism, and two million to downstate civic centers. So,
this is a net expenditure increase for downstate civic
centers, and, of course, a net increase in expenditure for
the Governor's Department of Tourism that he wants to
establish in the state.®

Vinson: "Is there a restaurant tax on the City of Chicago in this
Apnendment2®

Bullock: ®Chicago only."
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Vinson: "There is a Chicago only restaurant tax in the
Amendment 2"

Bullock: "No, Chicago only hotel tax."

Vinson: ®Is there a Chicago only restaurant tax in the
Amendment 2®

Bullock: "No."

Vinson: "Does the Amendment strike the restaurant tax in the
Senate Bill2®

Bullock: *"ies."

Vinson: "I beg your pardon2"

Bullock: "Yes."

Vinson: "And what is the elaborate language in the Amendment on
property descriptions?®

Bullock: "On property descriptions?®

Vinson: "Yes."

Bullock: "The same as in the original Bill. The same as was in
the Amendment #3.7

Vinson: "To the Amendment, Mr. .Speaker. It would appear to me
that this is Anmendment #3 all over again. Now, I can't
absolutely and flatly assert that, because of the way in
which staff and Members have been denied the opportunity to
have a meaningful opportunity to analyze the Amendment.
But, the Gentleman does say that there is no restaurant tax
in the City of Chicago if we adopt this Amendment. And, as
I said before, in regard to what the duplicate of this
Anmendment, we are in a situation where the two biggest
projects that this entire program sould create are projects
whose greatest benefit is derived by the City of Chicago.
Seems to me that again this is an Amendment where the City
of Chicago would derive all of the benefit from the prograsm
and have to pay a very low amount of the cost. It is an
Amendment of disproportionate benefit to the City. It is

an Amendment that ought to be rejected by those people who
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care about the entire State of Illinois and whose interests
are not parochially located to the City. I would reguest a
Roll cCall, H#r. Speaker, on this Amendment because I think
that the tactics by which this Apendment have been offered,
as well as the contents, bespeak something more appropriate
to the City Council of Chicago than to a genuinely
deliberative Body. I would urge a 'no' vote and request a
Roll Call and a verification, should it appear to get the
requisite nuanber of votes."

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Brunmer."

Brummer: "Yes, will the Sponsor yield?®

Speaker Madigan: “Sponsor indicates he will yield.®

Brummer: "How does this differ from Awmendment #3, which was
considered previously? It appears to eliminate some
anthorization for the State freasurer to withhold funds
that would otherwise be distributed to the City of Chicago.
Is there any other difference?”

Bullock: "NWell, Representative, I'1ll attempt to explain, as best
I can, the differences in this and the previous Amendment.
This Amendnent, Representative, will give ¢two wmillion
dollars to the Department of Tourism, as opposed to the
previous Amendment, which wvas only giving them eight
million dollars. This Asendment also will give your
downstate civic centers two million dollars annually. and
this Amendment relies, essentially, in Chicago, on an
increased hotel/motel tax in Chicago only. So, this
Amendment has no additional revenue impact on southern
Illinois or your area, but, in fact, wvwe are giving
additional revenue to some projects that would help yoo in
your area through the Governor's expanded state tourisnm
program and downstate civic ceanters.n”

Brummer: "Does this have a one percent state-wide hotel/motel tax

increase2®
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Bullock: "It's identical to'the Senate Amendment in that regard,
and the answver is yes."

Brummer: "Okay, so with regard to the comparison between it and
Apendment #3, it is the same in that regqgard?*

Bullock: "In that instance, yes. In several other instances,
no."

Brummer: "And it is the same with regard to the distribution of
the downstate civic centers, none of which are located near
me anyway.”

Bullock: '"Well, perhaps we can work on that with subsequent
Amendments. "

Brumper: "No, I'm not suggesting that, but it's the same with
regard to the distribution of downstate civic centers, is
that correct2®

Bullock: "Yes."

Brummer: "And is it the same with regard to the allocation to the
McCormick Place expansion as Amendment #32¢

Bullock: "I would imagine that that's true."

Brummer: "“So, once again, and is it the same with regard to five
million dollars for the study for the World's Fair2®
Bullock: "It 4is in some instances, but there is no impact on the

City of Chicago in terms of its revenue.,”

Brummer: "So, it does not require the City of Chicago to put in
the <tvwo million dollars per year, is that what you are
saying??

Bullock: "Yes."

Brummer: ®"So, 1in the final abalysis, it appears to be
substantially similar to Amendment #3 with the exception of
the deletion of the obligation of the City of Chicago to
put in the two million dollars2®

Bullock: "Rell, I wouldn't say it's substantially the sane,
Representative. I have attempted to identify, at least in

four instances, the differences."
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Brummer: "Well, okay. Would you reiterate those? I thought we
had covered the ma jor elements of the... Amendment #3.7

Bullock: "Number one, we give more money to tourism for the State
of Illinois. Number two..."

Brummer: "Okay, and how is that financed?"

Bullock: "It's financed through the taxes and revenues that I
enunciated with the hotel/motel tax and, of course, the
racing privilege tax."

Brummer: "Okay, does that mean it takes more out of the Gemeral
Revenue Fund, or does it mean that there is...”

Bullock: "Takes less than the other Amendment, Representative,
less."

Brummer: "Okay, and what are the other three differences, then,
you delineated2?”

Bullock: "&ell, I did tvo. You missed one, which was the
increased expenditure for tourism. #e removed the City's
commitment in the City of Chicago. We imposed a tax on the
hotel/motel industry in the City of Chicago, and we provide
the same level of funding for downstate civic centers. So,
in effect, it's three, but it's only one million . over the
Senate plan that was sent over here."

Brummer: "OkayY. With  regard to the hotel/motel tax in the City
of Chicago, you are indicating that there is... currently,
the City of Chiéago pays a one percent additional
motel/hotel tax, as I understand it. Is that correct?*®

Bullock: "Well, we're at nine... yeah, we're at nine percent in
the City. Bepresentative, state-wide, you are at five
percent.”

Brummer: "and in Amendment #3 there was no proposal +o increase
the hotel/motel tax im the City of Chicago. Is that
correct?®

Bullock: “That's correct."”

Brummer: "And this does increase the hotel/motel tax in the City
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of Chicago?”

Bullock: "That's correct.”

Brummer: "#hat amount of revenue is generated from the one... is
that increase one percent increase in the City of Chicago?"

Bullock: "On an annual average, it averages out to about 3.3.%

Brummer: "I'm sorry. I could not hear the answer.”

Bullock: "annual average 3.9."

Brummer: *"Okay, and under Amendment #38, what is the... what is
the state coummitment to McCormick Place on an annualized
basis?®

Bullock: “Well, the state's commitment to McCormick Place on an
annualized basis is somewhere in the vicinity of maybe 10.6
plus... on an annualized average $34,000,000."

Brummer: "And under Amendment #3, it was about 27.5 million."
Bullock: *"¥Well, in this Amendment and in #3, 50 percent of that
is from Chicago, so you would bhave to break it out."®
Brummer: "Well, how does the $34,000,000 compare to the amount in

Amendment #3, then?"

Bullock: "Well, Amendment #3... it*s greater than Amendment §3,
Representative."

Brummer: “And where is that revenue coming from, then?®

Bullock: "The extra tax in the City of Chicago."

Brummer: . "You mean the hotel/motel tax?®

Bullock: "Yes."

Brummer: "The 3.9..."

Bullock: "3.9, right."

Brummerz "3,92"°

Bullock: "Yeah, ubh~huh.?

Brummer: “Thank you.”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr, Dwight Friedrich.”

Friedrich: "Nr. Speaker, vwe have been working on this ®orld‘'s
Pair thing for weeks and weeks, and we've had the task

force nmeeting. We have had staff on both sides of the
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aisle analyzing all the proposals that's been made. And
now, five ainutes ago, I get this on my desk, the most...
one of the most complicated things we®ll be dealing with in
this whole Session,and you expact us to analyze it and nake
an intelligent vote. I respectfully ask you to take this
out of the record for at least an hour so our staff has a
chance to go over it. And up until 11:00, I know, he had
told me he had constantly gone to the well and said, *Rhere
are the Amendpents? MissingAmendments?® Nobody could tell
him. Suddenly, they appear on my desk and you expect me to
vote intelligently. You haven't analyzed then. Even
Representative Bullock couldn't ansver sensible guestions
because he didn't have the answers, either. So,
apparently, your staff hasn't either. Would you please
take this out of the record for at least an hour so that at
least we can have a staff analysis2®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Bullock."

Bullock: "Hr. Speaker, I have great respect for the previous
speaker, but I will respectfully disagree with you,
Representative Friedrich. I, at no time, could not answer
a mundane question, especially those that you chose to ask.
I have attempted in every instance... in every instanceee. .
I have attempted in every instance to ansver the guestions
to the best of my ability. Eepresentative Brummer probably
had we here for about ten to fifteen minutes of
interrogation. ther Representatives have asked me
questions, and in every instance, Bepresentative Vinson
notwithstanding, 1 have attenmpted to answer those
questions. One of the things that I think, Representative
Friedrich, that you might be well to adhere to in the
future is to, perhaps, put certain things in gear before
you make those wild, unfounded statements. I am prepared

to answer every question, and if you have a specific

105



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984

gquestion, I'l11 be glad to answver it. But I have not

pleaded ignoramce on any subject before this Assembly."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Friedrich.”

FPriedrich: "“Mr. - Speaker, I say again, we have had these

Amendments less than fifteen wminutes, It*s very, very
complicated. It deals with millions of dollars,
$220,000,000 for McCormick Place alone, $10,000,000 for
tourism and a possible $300,000,000 down the road for the
fair. And he expects us to analyze it. We don't even have
a chance to get it to our staff to anmalyze, much less
ourselves. And we keep going to the well. Now, somebody
has known what was in these Bills for several days. We had
the Cosmittee meeting on Monday.. You knew that Amendment
#3 was not going to passe. You knew that you were going to
offer something else, but you keep us in the dark and
expect us to vote intelligently. I ask you again to take

this out of the record for at least an hour."

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Currie."

Currie:

"Representative FPriedrich may not have had a chance to
see his staff analysis on the Amendment, but I rather
suspect that there are people on his side of the aisle who
had a notion this Amendment vas coning. When
Representative Vinson spoke against our Amendment 3 to
Sepnate Bill 1893, I believe, im fact, he was speaking
against the provisions in Amendment 38 to Senate Bill 1893.
As the Members of this chamber should be aware, there uas'
no increase in the state-wide hotel/motel tax, mor in the
city of the county hotel/motel tax in our Amendment 3
different from that already proposed in Semate Bill 1893,
Yes, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, Amendment 38 is
different. Amendment 38 responds to the concerns of those
of you who do not want to spend food taxes collected in

Chicago only for tourism activities. Apendment 38 responds
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to the concerns of you who do not want to dip additionally
into state General Revenue Fund sources to pay for tourisa
promotion. Amendment 38 responds to the concerns of those
of you who want to see that Chicago shares adequately in
the burdens of paying for MNcCormick Place expansion and
state-wide tourism, even though the major bemeficiary of
those two programs will be the General Revenue funds of the

State of Tllinois. What Amendment 38 to Senate Bill 1893
does 1is to add, beyond the proposals that came to us from
the Senate, a .7 percent increase on hotel and motel use in
the City of Chicago only. The point of that increase is to
say, yes, Chicago is willing to pick up a slightly larger
share of the burden. Yes, we are willing to dip less into
present state hotel/motel general revenue funds. Yes, we
insist that we will not use food taxes collected in the
City of Chicago only to fund these tourisa promotion
progranse. This Amendment says there will be an increase
beyond that already proposed for hotel/motel use in the
City of Chicago only. And I wvould answer the earlier
misplaced remarks of Representative Vinson omn the question
of the state-wide hotel/motel tax in this way. We are told
by the promoters of McCormick Place expansion that if we
don*t expand, we are going to lose business to New York.

They say they don't want... May I have order, Hr. Speaker?”

Speaker Madiganm: fWould the Assembly please give its attention to

Currie:

Representative Currie? Thank you.”

"Thank you, MHr. Speaker. Thank you, Menbers of the
House. We are told that the major competition is New York.
If we do not expand McCormick Place, the trade shows will
migrate in that direction. Let me point out to the Members
of the chamber that if we adopt Amendment 38, which means
an increase over the Senate plam of .7 percent on Chicago

only hotels and motels, we will still be in a favorable
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competitive position with New VYork, . with Seattle, with
Baltimore, Milwaukee and Washington, D.. C. The total
hotel/motel tax in the City of Chicago will still be under
the hotel/motel taxes in those places. It seems to me that
Amendnent 38 responds to the concersns of those of us who
reject a Chicago only food tax for these purposes, who are
resistant to additional revenues from the state General
Revenue chest, who demand that+ there be greater
expenditures from the City of Chicago only. This Amendment
does continue +to include greater protection for those who
are skeptical about the plans for a 1992 W®orld's Fair in
Chicago. It decreases the monies that were available in
the Senate plan, and it requires a real independent
feasibility study, which this Bill, as it caame to as, did
not. If you are skeptical about the fair, if you want fair
revenue sources, equitable revenue sources, the only right
vote is 'yes’ on Amendment 38 to Senate Bill 1893,"

Speaker Madigan: *“Mr. Hallock."®

Hallock: "Thank you, HMr... MNr. Speaker, Members of the House.
This 55 page Amendment is very intriguing, and the part
that concerns me the most begins on page seven.
Representative Bullock, if you could, I have a gquestion
about page seven, please. On page seven begins a
description of just where this fair is going to be held.
Now, because this Amendment hit ny desk about fifteen
minutes ago, you might assume that I have not had the tiae
to peruse this and find out just where the fair is going to
be held. It seems to me that it begins talking about the
Illinois Central Gulf Railway, and I have one of those in
ay district. It talks 1later on about the Bill, about
Highway 55 and so on, and I know that goes downstate and
goes right through Springfield and Bloomington. Could you

describe for me just exactly what kind of description you

108



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1384
are giving here and where this fair might be held2?®

Bullock: "Representative Hallock, that language is identical to
the language in Amendment #3, which you did have a chance
to read, and that Amendment before us describes the
McCormick Place expansion.®

Hallock: "Hell, then where is that? 1Is this going to be.... the
land here, is this... the railway rights in Chicagoe? 1Is it
the Art Institute property? Is it the R. R. Donnelly
property? Is it Lake Michigan waterfront property? §here
is this going to be? Is it 910 South Michigan? You know,
which... this location, as a lawyer, I frequently have a
chance to read descriptions such as this, but it's usually
in the courthouse or in my lav office where I have the tinme
to do that. This description doesn’t tell me an awful 1lo%
in terms of common... as to exactly where it might be. So,
could you give me the boundaries2®

Bullock: "Bepresentative... Representativeesse ThiSe... I*1ll be
glad to give you the boundaries, and I want to preface this
by saying you certainly had the time to read Amendment &3
and you voted on that. This language is idemtical to that.
Now, B, the property se are talking about, Representative,
is the McCormick Place, west of Lake Shore Drive, north of
23rd Street. It is the same identical parcel of land that
was encompassed in Apendment #3. It is not in BRockford.
It is in Chicago, and the tracks that atre specified and the
various parcels ib this Amendwment describe that area that I
just defined for you."

Hallock: "“®Well, 1 appreciate you answering the guestion. I'm
very pleased to know where the fair is. Mr. Speaker...”

Bullock: %"Not the fair, McCormick Place, Representative.
McCormick Place, not the fair.*

Hallock: *“And the rest of the package, I assume, unless you just

want McCormick Place. Mr. Speaker, briefly to the Bill.
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It seems to me this description highlights the problen
here. I, also, within the last fifteen minutes, received
this Asendment and really haven't had the time to peruse
it, and I, of course, trust the Sponsor very well and
believe him that this, in fact, is where the fair is going
to be held and I would hope that it swowuld be.., and the
McCormick Place. But let me just say, I also would like to
join Representative Vinson in requesting that we reserve
some Amendments. . If you could, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to reserve Amendments #70 through 80 and ask at a later
date to offer those Amendments. Thank you.”

Speaker Madigan: "Ar. Piel.®

Piel: "Yes, MNr. Speaker. §ill the Gentleman yield to a
question?®

Speaker Madigan: "“Sponsor indicates he will yield."

Piel: *“Mr. Bullock, would you explain to us exactly what is
entailed in the issuing of bonds and notes in the Bill?®

Bullock: "Ip... Specifically what, Representative Piel2?

Piel: "Well, you know, as Representative Hallock and others
mentioned, we have only had fifteen minutes to look at this
one, and I wvas just wondering as far as the... starting on
page 50, we are starting... ve are talking about +the
issuing of bonds and notes, and I was just wondering if you
would explain to the Assenbly exactly what authority they
will have as far as issuing bomnds and notes?®

Bullock: "You are referring to page 50, what line,
Representative?®

Piel: "Re are starting on page 50."

Bullock: "Yeah, on page 50, but what line, Representative? Are
you talking about the ordinance? I mean, what is it
specifically you vant me tO..."

Piel: "&#hat authority are they going to have as far as issuing

bonds and notes2?¥
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Bullock: "The authority that is invested in this particular
authorization would allow HcCormick Place, for thirty
years, to issue its revenue bonds or non-obligation bonds.
This language is identical to the lanquage in Amendment #3,
which you just voted on."

Piel: "Well, that wasn't asked when Anmendment #3 came to the
floor, and I figured you could enlighten the Assembly on
it.”

Bullock: "Well, I could, but I would... if you?’ll ask a specific
question...”

Piel: "You don't want to emlighten us, then, as far as the...
okay."

Bullock: "HRell, 1I'11l be glad to give you a lecture in stocks and
bonds, but I don't think this is the appropriate forum for
that."

piel: "Alright, let?s... Yeah, ‘I've heard the lectures before.
The lectures are very good. Let's go to page 51, Quote,
it says, *The Authority =may enter newv arrangements to
provide additional security amd liquidity for such notes.
These may include, without limitation... without limitation
municipal bond insurance, letters of credit, 1lines of
credit, et cetera, et cetera.’ Can you explain to ame
exactly what they would be going into there?n

Bullock: "This is the language that the Governor’s Office asked
us to include in this Bill. It allows the Fair Authority
to issue the bonds and.,. working cash bonds, and it's
language that was requested by your administration, and we
are including it.n

Piel: "™dorking cash bonds. . Well, what about the area that says
manicipal bomds, insurance, letters of credit, et cetera?®

Bullock: "What Section is that, Representative?®

Piel: ™"It's on page 51, halfway down.v

Bullock: "What line, Representative,¥
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Piel: "You know, it's your Amendment. I thought... I figured
that you knew your Amendment, but let's start.on pagee.es OF
line 14."

Bullock: "On page 512"

Piel: “That's right."

Bullock: *"Alright. On 1line 14, the first Hofd is, *This
Section'., Do you vwant to start there2”

Piel: "That's line 4.7

Bullock: "And there'’s a period after that."%

Piel: "I just read it to you."

Bullock: "Okay, and what is your question?®

Piel: "You just were talking about one area. I'm talking about
the letters of credit, the municipal bond insurance and
lines of credit. 2And I was wondering if you would explain
to us exactly what you are talking about."

Bullock: "Okay, this Section permits the World®s Fair Authority
to enter into agreements for its working cash fund."

Piel: "That's all? Are you finished?®

Bullock: "That's what it does. Of course, the purchaser of these

. bonds would 1like to know what the security is, and that's
vhat this does, provides them the security."

Piel: "In other words, what you are talking about, as far as a
working cash fund and..."

Bullock: "World’s Fair Authority, right.”®

Piel: "For the World's Fair Autbority, and I’m going to just give
you tvo words right ouat there, it says, 'may include
withoat 1limitation®. In other words, you are giving
unlimited aunthority to the Authority, correct2?®

Bullock: "No. The Authority may enter into agreements to provide
additional security, that's to the bond holders, and
liquidityeee®

Piel: ™"Yeah, you don't need to read it. VYou don't need to read

it. I*ve already read it twice on the floor. What I'n
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asking you is without 1limitation.... those two words,
*without limitation.' Is that correct?®

Bullock: "These are traditional, usual and customary security
arrangements that any municipality would enter into when it
hopes to issue these type bonds. There is nothing unusual
about it, Representative."

Piel: "#ell, we are talking about letter of credit, lines of
credit, et cetera, without 1limitatiom, correct? That's
what it says. I'm asking you if you agree with that2¥

Bullock: M™Representative, everything that's enunciated in this
Section, yes, Sir. Without limitation, yes.”

Piel: "Thank you, thank you. No further gquestioms, Nr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "Nr. Klema."

Klemm: “Thank you, Mr, Speaker. Wouald the Spomnsor yield for a
question2*®

Speaker Madigamn: "Sponsor indicates he will yield.®

Klemm: *Thank you. Bepresentative Bullock, just a couple of
short questions, if you will. On page... let mze see if I
can find it ©bpow. Oon page 33 of the Awendment, there is
some question there that's been changed - some 1language -~
and it's changing $2500 to $5000 for signatures of, I
guess, the treasurer, vice-chairman and chairman for wages
or salary payments. And I was wondering if you could maybe
clarify ‘to me or at least explain to me what that really
means. It's on page 33, lines..."”

Bullock: "Page 332"

Klemm: “Yes, Sir. Lines 25 through 33 on that page.®

Bullock: "Okay, and your question, Representative Kleam?"

Klemm: "And the question is that we bhave increased the anount
from $2500 now to 5000 for salaries Or WageS..."

Bullock: “Not on page 33... Oh, at the bottom. Okay, I°®m sorry."

Klemm: ®And also asking that the treasurer, vice-chairman and

chairman now sign it and it is all *may' so they cam do it
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or they don't have to do it. I was wondering why this...
why is this permissive legislation or wording mneeded and
why are ve increasing the amount from $2500 to 50002 Are
ve expecting paychecks that are going to come up to $43392
I wmean, are there going to be some pretty high priced
people here that we had to raise this amount up or what is
the safeguard for Illinois?®

Bullock: "Okaye. First of all, Representative Klemm, this is the
identical language of the Semate Bill, and last year, I as
led %o believe, we passed legislation authorizing this for
all units of local governaent. So, once again, it's usual
and customary. It's not out of the ordinary that we
require the vice-chairman of the board and the chairman of
the board to sign checks in that amount.”

Klemm: "Alright, so this is keeping in the standard procedure we
bhave donme before?”

Bullock: "That is correct.”

Klemm: ®Alright, and would that be true, then, on page 34, the
next : page, and it may very vell be. I'm not sare of that,
and that's why I want you to clarify it. On Section 24
where it's 1line six and back on 1line 24 of that same
Pag€ees"

Bullock: "And also line 12, yes, Sir."

Klemm: #And opn line 12 also, increasing it from 2500 now to 5000,
where we require bids. #®hy are we doing this or selling
property where we wouldn®t want even a more close scrutiny
of these bids rather than increasing the dollar amount,
which 1lessens the anount of awards that would fall under
this open competitive bidding process that you and I
support?®

Bullock: "Hell, this also... Dot that this is a rationale for it,
Dick, but this also was in the Senate Bill. This also

track previous legislation we have passed out of here
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Klemms

raising the no bid level to $5000. I doubt seriously if
anybody is going to, you know, go to the caboosekow or get
in trouble for dealing in $5000. Yfou are a private
businessman. You know how gquickly you can reach that
threshold, and it's usual and customary in contractual
biddings."

“Alright. Just one last gquestion, if I =may. And that's
the location... Bepreseantative Ballock had briefly
mentioned it... and that's the location of the McCormick
Place. There was some... 0b, letters, I guess, information
handed out to many of us concerning an alternative site for
the McCormick Place. I think it was from the Donnelly
Company, if I might use their name. I was wondering if, in
this description, legal description for MHcCormick Place,
has those sites been used as alternative sites in this
legislation to look at, or is it just sinply that one..,.
over the railroad tracks Just north of McCormick Inn,

there, that we talked about2®

Bullock: %0Okay, Representative Klemm, this Amendment 38 adopts

Klemmsz

the site description that the Exposition Authority
requested initially, as was said in Connittee by
Bepresentative Pierce, that the General Assembly should not
pat itself in the site selection position, but, in fact,
should rely om that unit of local government, in this case,
the Metropolitan Fair and Exposition Authority, to select
the site. Bnd so the site described in Amendment 38 is, in
fact, the site that the Metropolitan Fair and Exposition
Authority selected. It does not include mnention of the
alternative site, which is south of 23rd Street and west of
King Drive. 1I'm certain that the Anthority would consider
that alternative site in subsegquent expansion programs."

"I don't know if you serve on the Sorld*s Fair

Sobcornittee. Is this 1location now pretty well set in

115



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TBANSCRIPTICON I?BBATB

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984
concrete by the Fair Authority or by this Commission that
this will the location that we have to describe it then in
this legislation, or could they, at some future date,
during these negotiations, maybe consider alternative sites
or combinations thereof, that +this legislation that you
have given a legal... kind of a legal description, that we
would bave to again further amend it, or is it opem enough
to allow that Authority to go on by that... by the Fair
Commissioners, ‘I guess?"

Bullock: "Let wme, first of all, Representative Klenm, make
perfectly clear that this Apendment and this language that
we were talking aboat with Representative Hallock deals
with McCormick .Place expansion. The parcel of land we are
talking about in no way deals with the Rorld's Pair.”

Klemm: "Okay, yeah.®

Bullocks "McCormick Place expansion is west of Lake Shore Drive,
for those that are familiar with Chicago, and, of couarse,
the World's Fair would be the landfill east of Lake Shore
Drive. So this..."

Klemm: "Well, then let me correct that. Then the HcCormick Fair
Authority... or the NMcCormick Place Anthority's location
of the expansion is really what I meant, and you are right.
I didn*t want to confuse it with the fair. Would this lock
them into this location by this Amendment or do we still
leave them an option, if they so desire?”

Bullock: "Yes. It would pretty ouch resolve and solidify the
site that they have selected in this language. There would
be no elasticity here for them to change and go to an
alternative site if we adopt this Amendment. No."

Klemm: “Alright. Just, again, one last gquestion. I'm trying...
I don*t mean to delay this, but have they then, the Pair
Authority, really have decided this is the location,

excluding these other alternatives that have reached ny
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desk and your desk in the last couple of days?©

Bullock: P"No, it was comnmenced... the deliberation and study of
this cosmenced in November of 1982, Alwmost two years have
transpired in this process and the Fair Authority, where
members are appointed by the Governor Thompson and by the
Mayor of the City of Chicago, that's who the membership
vould be... the membership is. They decided... the Fair
and Exposition Authority, appointees of Thompson and
Washington and Byrne and Daley, they decided that this was
the site that they wanted.”

Klenm: ®Alright, so this would just confirm that then2?®

Bullock: "It is being confirmed with this legislation.®

Klemm: *"Pine. Thank you very much for your aaswvers."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Huff."

Huff: "Yes, Mr. Speaker. #ill the Sponsor yield?®

Speaker Madigan: "Sponsor indicates he will yield.”

Huff: “"Representative Bullock, am I correct in assuming that what
I'm looking at on page seven, line 22 deals with the
AcCormick Place expansion site? Page seved..."”

Bullock: *"Yes, Representative. That was raised by Representative
Hallock. You are correct.™

Huff: "Can you... . Can you...,Are you familiar with the Lake Side
Bank2"

Bullock: "Yes, I anm."

Huff: "Cam you tell me what the projected or estimated land
acquisition cost is for the site proposed by the McCorsmick
Place Exposition Center?®

Bullock: "Yes, and I'm not quite certain the relationship of Lake
Side Bank to that, by my.., Dy information, Representative
Huff, indicates £hat the Metropolitan Fair and Exposition
Authority is prepared to purchase, fer approximately 30
million dollars, the air rights and land for this project

west of Lake Shore Drive.”
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Huff: “Right. Are you also aware of the fact that the land
density that the fair is proposing to buy from the Illinois
Central is about roughly 12 acres...”

Bullock: "No... First of all, Bepresentative, the fair is not
buying this land. This is being purchased by the
Metropolitan Exposition Authority. This is @not lanmd,
Representative, purchased by the Rorld's Fair Authority."

Huff: "No, no, no. I didn*t mean the World?’s PFair Authority,
Larrye.. I wmeant the Exposition Authority. Okay. Now, we
got that straight. Well, it's approximately, according to
the Amendment, the square footage is about 1,100,000 square
feet, which is roughly about 12 acres, which is roughly the
land dimension of the land that the Lake Side Bank wants to
give the Exposition Center for nothing. Are you aware of
that2»

Bullock: "“Pirst of all, Bepresentative Huff, that just isn't-
correcte. That is not correct. The alternative site is
ouned by B. R. Donnelly. It is not owned by the Lake Side
Bank. The site proposed by the Authority is land that is
north of 23rd Street, west of Lake Shore Drive. It is not
12 acres, Representative. It is 80 acres.”

Huff: "Alright. To the Bill, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Madigan: "HNr. Huff.®

Huff: “You know, for years, Mr. Speaker, one of the problems that
many of the people in that ipmediate area have had is just
trying to get across that wide expanse of the ICC tracks in
additions to the wide... very vide expanse of the outer
drive. Those two expanses have developed what we call a
natural barrier to the people's access to the lakefront.
It is my belief that this access will be pmade even more
arduous if we construct the MHcCormick Place expansion
following the designs that the McCormick .Place Exposition

Center wants to carry oute. I don’t know if many of you
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realize it, but if these plans go forward, as projected by
+the Exposition Authority, you are going to have an expanded
exposition hall built on stilts 50 feet in the air
traversing two sets of railroad tracks. And ... I
listened to the testimony when the various Committees were
held with reference to this project. Representatives fron
BR. R. Donnelly and the Lake Side Press had offered very
magnanimously to give up 1land that is already cleared
approximately 300 feet west of the proposed site for
nothing, Ladies and Gentlemen. It wouldn't cost the
taxpayers anything, and it would... it would, in ny
opinion, provide for a better construction desigm, in that
this proposed expanded exposition center could be built at
grade level, Ladies and Gentlemen, rather than 50 feet up
in the air. I thimk that, if for no other reason, we
shonld give some consideration to the offer made by B. R.

Donnelly and the Lake Side Press."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. .Bullock, to close.”®
Bullock: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. Just briefly, to respond to BRepresentative Huff'’s
statement. Unfortunately, Bepresentative Huff, you are...
you*re incorrect im regards to the existing site for
McCormick Place expansion. The fact of the matter is, all
of the architectural drawings and all <the information
thatt!s been given to this Assenbly indicate clearly that 70
percent of McCormick Place expansion, Bepresentative, is on
grade and only 30 percent of it is suspended over the IC
tracks. In addition, of the alternative site that you
mention, only 19 acres are being donated or would be
donated by the R. BR. Donnelly Corporation. #e still would
require approximately 58, maybe 60 acres to be purchased at
a price in excess of five million dollars for trucking and

marshaling and taxiing and so there wvould really be an
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increase in cost to try and acquire the alternative site.

So, the Gentleman is just incorrect in both stating that

the project would be suspended im the air and that the

alternative site would be costless. It would be more

costly. Ladies and Gentlemen, Amendment 38, in closing,

brings to this Assewmbly a funding source for NcCoraick

Place, for tourism, for downstate civic centers and for a

one year feasibility study of the +#§orld's Fair. 1It's
reasonable. It generates substantial revenue from the City
of Chicago and the six courty area. I urge an ®*aye' wote."

Madigan: "The question is, ¢*Shall the House adopt
Amendment #38 to Senate Bill 18932* Those in favor will
signify by voting taye', those opposed by voting *no’.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? The Clerk shall take the record. Mr.

Bullock requests a Poll of the Absentees.®
"Poll of the Absentees. Alexander.”
“"Mr. Clerk, what was the first name?”
"Alexander.”®

wipresent'. ™

Speaker Madigan:

.Clerk O*'Brien: “Braun.

Speaker Madigan: "'Present’.®

Clerk O*Brien: "Brookins.”

Speaker Madigan: P®'Present’."

Clerk O'Brien: "Doyle."

Madigan: "f'Present'.”

Clerk O'Brien: *Markette."

Speaker Madigan: "!Presentt."

Clerk O'Brien: P"Rice."

Speaker Madigan: "*Present’."

Clerk O'Brien: "Shaw."

Wepresent!. "

Speaker Madigan:

Clerk O*Brien: "Taylor. Wait.

Breslin.”

White. No further.?
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Speaker Madigan: "“Representative Braun."

Braun: “Thank you, MNr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. There is a very serious 1issue here in this
Amendment. While we have not really had time to adequately
review it, seems to... a possible alternative that may be
in the best interest of the citizems of this state. I an
hopeful that as we 1look at this issue in Confereance
Committee and as this issue is faorther developed, +that we
can work out something that reconciles all the various
interests. And so, for that reason, even though it may not
allow for this Amendment to be passed, insofar as it is an
alternative to the restaurant tax, I will sapport the
Amendment and encourage the others to do so as well. I
vote taye'."

Speaker Madigan: "Becord Representative Braum as *aye'. Record
Representative Brookins as ‘'aye'. Record Bepresentative
Alexander as ‘aye'. If everyone would be patient, we'll
get to everyone. Representative LeFlore as taye'.
Representative Rice 'aye',, HKr. Kirkland."

Kirkland: "No."

Speaker Madigan: "Please record Mr. Kirkland as 'mo®. Mr. Piel."”

Piel: "If this should receive enough votes for adoptiom, I would
ask for a verification."

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Markette wishes to be recorded
as ‘taye'. Are there any fuarther changes? Mr. Turner?
Record Mr. Turner as %'ayet?. Becord Mr. Shaw as ‘taye'..
Record Mr. Pangle as ‘present!. Record Mr. .Rait as ‘po’.
Mr. Christensen.®

Christensen: "$ould you change me from *no' to *present??®

Speaker Madigan: ®Record Mr. Christensen as ‘present'. Mr.
Saltsman wishes to be recorded as ‘aye'.. BRecord Hr.
Leverenz as 'aye'..  Record Mr. Doyle as *aye'. Record Mr.

Vitek as ‘aye*. Mr. Mautino. Record Mr. Mautino as 'not.

121



STATE OF ILLINOIS
B83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF BEPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984
Are there any further changes? Are there any further
changes? Mr. Clerk, give me the count. On this question
there are 49 'ayes' and 55 *nos' and the Amendment fails.
Apendment fails. Are there further Amendments2?®

Clerk O'Brien: "amendment #39, offered by Bepresentative Bullock,
Nash and Currie.®

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleman requests leave to withdraw the
Apnendment. Is there leave? Leave is granted. . Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O®Brien: "Floor Anendment #40, offered by Representative
Currie."

Speaker Madigan: "“Representative Currie. . Bepresentative Currie."”

Currie: "I... this out of order. Leave %o withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
further Amendments2?%

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #41, by Representative Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer.®

Homer: "Mr. Speaker, may I ingquire, is 41 now out of order?®

Speaker Madigan: "The Apendment is out of order.”

Homer: "leave to withdraw, please.”

Speaker Madigan: "The Amendment is out of order. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Floor Amendment #4842, offered by Bepresentative
Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Hr. Homer."

Homer: "Leave to withdraw, please."

Speaker #adigan: "leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments2?2*

Clerk O'Brien: ®Ploor Amendment #43, offered by Bepresentative
Cullerton.”

Speaker Madigan: "Hdr. Cullerton.”

Cullerton: "Yes, this... HNr. Speaker, this Amendmen: deals with

the alternate site for McCormick Place, and this will
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appear 1im other legislation. So, I would ask leave to
withdraw at this time."

Speaker Hadigan: "Leave is granted. . Are there further
Anendments?®

Clerk O*Brien: "#... Anendment #44, offered by Representative
Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer."?

Homer: "Leave to withdraw, please."

Speaker MNadigan: "Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment $#45, offered by Representative Currie."

Speaker Madigan: “Leave to withdraw is requested. Leave is
granted. Are there further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment #46, offered by Representative Younge,
Madigan, Currie and Braun.®

Speaker Madigan: "“BRepresentative Younge. Mr. Parliamentarian, is
the Amendazent #46 in order? The Amendment is out of order.
Are there further Amendments2?

Clerk O'Brien: “"Amendment #47, offered by Bepresentative Currie.”

Speaker Madigan: "Representative Currie. Leave is granted. The
Amendment is withdrawn. Are there further Amendments®

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment #48, offered by Representative Levin."

Speaker Hadigan: "Mr. lLevin."

Levin: "Is this in order?"

Speaker Madigan: "The Amendment is pot in order. Are there
further Amendments2?®

Clerk O?Brien: ®Anendment #49, offered by Bepresentative Homer."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Homer. #8r. Homer."

Homer: "Leave to withdraw, please."

Speaker Madigan: "Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments2"

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment #50, offered by Representative Bullock,

Nash and Laurino.”
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Speaker Madigam: "Mr. Bullock. Mr. Bullock regquests leave to
withdraw. Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments?"

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment #51, offered by Representative Hallock,
Giorgi and Tuerk."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Hallock."®

Hallock: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, Ameandment 851 is a very important..."

Speaker Madigan: "“Mr. Bullock."

Bullock: "I'd like to request if this Amendment is in order or
not2®

Speaker Madigan: ®The 2Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments? For what purpose does Mr. Hallock seek
recognition2®

Hallock: "Could the Chair be so kird as to instruct us and let us
know just why this is not in order? I mean, it seems to me
that this one was drafted to the Bill as amended, and we
have one drafted to the Bill as not amended. And I
believe, overall, the Bill is in order. It amends the
tigﬁt Section, the right statute, the right Act, and I*d
like to hear from the Chair just why it’s not in order.
And so on and so on. And besides that, it's the right
thing to do.®

Parliamentarian Pollack: "On behalf of the Speaker, the Amendment
is not in order because it creates either two Section 6°'s
or two Section 7's.%

Speaker Madigan: "Are there further Anmendments?%

Clerk O'Brien: "Apendment 852..."

Speaker Madigan: "For what purpose does HMr. Vinson seek
recognition2®

Vinson: "A parliamentary inguiry."

Speaker Madigan: "Proceed."

Vinson: "®hat language in the Amendment does that?®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Vipnson, we'd be happy to take it under
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advisement and sit and discuss it with you."

Vinson: "fHell, let's do that. I mean, wvhat language€es."

Speaker Madigan: "Come on up to the podium, Mr. Vinson.”

Vinson: "I®m just curious to know because I can’t see there's any
language in this thing at all that does that."

Speaker Madigan: "You don't have to be afraid. You can coae up
here.”

Vinson: "You are such a sweet, generous guy that I would never be
afraid to go anyplace with you."

Speaker Madigan: "Are there any further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: "Amendment #52, offered by Representative Giorgi,
Hallock and Tuerk."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Giorgi. Mr. Bullock.®

Bullock: "Question whether or not this Amendment is in order."

Speaker Madigan: ®The Amendment is not in ordér- Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: ®“Amendment #53..."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Hallock."

Hallock: "As a Joint Sponsor of 52, I'd like to find out just why
that one's not ip order.”™

Parliamentarian Pollack: "On behalf of the Speaker, the Amendment
is out of order because it refers to Section 46.6{(a) in
Section 8 and it is not contained in that Section."®

Speaker Madigan: "Mr, Hallock."

Hallock: "Could you bhave the Parliamentarian instruct us as to
what page that is on so we can double check and make sure
that?s the correct decision?®

Parliamentarian Pollack: "fThat'®s page 44 of the Bill."

Hallock: "dell, I have page 44 of the Bill here in front of ame.

t appears that a Section W46.6{a) is necessary im that
Bill.®
Speaker Madiganm: "Mr, Vinson."

Vinson: "I was just going to sit and make the same point that Mr.
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Hallock made."

Hallock: ®“Thank you."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Hallock.”

Hallock: "I would suggest, perhaps, this Bill be taken out of the
record until we can research that and resolve that point.®

Speaker Madigan: *"Are there any further Amendments2?®

Clerk O*'Brien: "Amendment #53, offered by Representative Curran
and Oblinger.?

Speaker Madigan: "™Mr. Curran."

Curran: "Is the Amendment in order?"

Speaker Madigan: "Yes."

Curran: "After all this time, I'm sorry to say, Mr. Speaker, that
this Amendment vas based upom a presumption one of the
earlier Amendments would pass. It now doesn*t make any
sense to introduce this Amendment, so I'd ask to withdraw
ity®

Speaker Madigan: "Leave is granted. Are there further
Anendments?®

Clerk O'Brien: P"Floor Amendment #54, offered by Bepresentative
Preston.”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Preston.®

Preston: "Mr. Speaker, this Amendment is no longer in order and
I1'd ask leave to withdraw it."

Speaker Madigan: "Leave is granted. . Are there further
Amendments?”

Clerk O*Brien: "Floor Amendment #55, offered by Eepresentative
Shau.”

Speaker Madigan: "Mr, Shaw."

Shaw: *“Leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendnents2®

Clerk O*'Brien: M"Floor Amendment €56, offered by Bepresentative

Younge."
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Speaker Madigan: "Representative Younge."

Younge: '"Leave to withdraw."

Speaker Madigan: "Leave is granted. Are there further
Amendments?"

Clerk O*'Brien: M"Floor Rwmendment #57, offered by Representative
Shaw."

Speaker Madigan: "Nr. Shaw."

Shaw: "I'd like to knov if this Amendment is germane?"

Speaker Madigan: "“The Amendment is not in order. Are there
further Amendments?®

Clerk O*Brien: *“Floor Amendment #58, offered by Mr. Shaw.®

Speaker Madigam: *"Mr. Shaw."

Shaw: fHWell, I know if the other one wasn't, Mr. Speaker, I know
that this one is. 1Is this one germane?®

Speaker Madigan: ®Is your question... the Amendment is in order.
Mr. Shaw, this Amendment is in order, but it is not
germane. Are there further Amendments?®

Clerk O*Brien: ®"Floor Amendment #59, offered by Representative
Daniels.®

Speaker Madigam: "FPor what purpose does MKr. Friedrich seek
recognition2%

Priedrich: "Mr. Speaker, it's tea time and we'd like to give the
Democrats a little time for that and we'd like an hoar for
a Republican conference."

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Friedrich, having spoken with Mr. Daniels,
we shall allot one half hour for a Republican conference.
Correct, Ar. Daniels? There will be a Republican
conference for an hour in Room 118, The Democrats will
meet in Room 114 immediately.. So, both Republicans and
Democrats shall go to conference for one hour. He shall
retarns to the floor at twenty sinutes to five. Message
from the Senate."

Clerk O?'Brien: "A Message from the Senate by Mr. ¥right,

127



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83IRD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

t42nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1984
Secretary. *Nr. Speaker, I am directed to inform the
House of Representatives the Senate has refused to concur
with the House in the adoption of their Asendments of the
following Bills; Senate Bills 1217 and 1524, action taken
by the Senate June 28, 1984, Kenneth Hright, Secretary.*'"

Speaker Madigan: "The House shall come to order. The House shall
come to order. Messages from the Senate."”

Clerk O'Brien: ™A Message from the Senate by Mr. Wright,
Secretary. *Mr.. Speaker, I am directed to inforam the
House of Representatives that the Semate has refused ¢to
concur with the House in adoption of their Amendments to
the following Bill, to wit; Senate Bill 1612, Like
Messages on Senate Bills 1746, 1794, 1853, 1881, 1911,
1928 and 1939, action taken by the Senate, June 28th, 1984,
Kenneth Wright, Secretary.'"

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Greiman. Mr. Greiman. Mr. Greiman in the
Chair."

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. We will return to Second Reading,
Senate Bills a little later on. Representative Jaffe, for
what purpose do you seek recognition?®

Jaffe: "Mr. Speaker, I would 1like to have leave to put Senate
Bill 1790 into an Interim Study Committee of the Judiciary
Committee, return it to the Judiciary Commitiee for Interinm
Study."

Speaker Greiman: ©"The Gentleman from Cook asks leave to place
Senate Bill 1790 into the Interim Study Calendar of the
House Judiciary Comnmittee. Does the Gentleman have leave?
Leave is granted, Mr. Jaffe. We will return to the Order
of Concurrence on page six of the Calendar appears House
Bill 3143,  Mr. Clerk, read the Bill."®

Clerk O'Brien: *®House Bill 3143, a Bill for amn Act concerning
anticipation of units of 1local government and school

districts of revenue from any source, together with Senate
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Amendment #1.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Kane, Ar. Kirkland.®

Kirkland: ®Thank you, Hr... Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the House. The original Bill created and
creates a new Act authorizing issuance by local units of
governnent, including school districts, of revenue
anticipation notes in a similar way that, I guess, tax
anticipation notes are issued, with a limit of 12 months or
less on those revenue anticipation notes and limited to 85%
of the revenue anticipated. The Apendment added in the
Senate Was d... a technical Amendment to take out any
reference to tax anticipation notes in this revenue
anticipation Act so that there would be no conflict between
this new Act regarding revenue anticipation and
anticipation of real estate taxes, that is tax anticipation
notes. So I ask for concurrence.®

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Rane moves that the House
concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3143, And on
that, 1is there any discussion? The Gentleman from Cook,
Mr. Cullerton.®

Cullerton: "Rill the Sponsor yield?®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates he'll yield for a gquestion."”

Cullerton: "Representative, I understand that we did pass this
Bill out of the House. I understand that, and that the
Apendment is technical. Is this Bill... There's been sone
talk about helping the Chicago Public School Systea by
allowing them to get some money by selling tax anticipation
notes secured by the revenue that they®re going to get next
year., Does that... Does that have anything to do with
this Billz"®

Kirkland: *®Not that I know of at all."

Cullerton: “What... What does this Bill do then2?"

Kirkland: *It... It allows districts to..."
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Cullerton: "School districts2®

Kirkland: "And... And units of local government to issue revenue
anticipation notes. And what it does is now the law is
that you can issue notes in anticipation of ad valorenm
taxes, real estate taxes, but YOUe.a. but there's no
authority to issue anticipation notes in... in... for other
types of revenue. And this would allow that. The Bill has
a series of safequards, a couple of them which I mentioned
in terms of being only 12 wmonths in 1length and other
things.. I can enumerate them, but it has a series of
safequards so that the process can take place without
abuse."

Cullerton: "So this would apply to the Chicago Public School
Systeme. "

Kirkland: *"dell, perhaps we should have discussed this before.
I'm pot aware of... of how the Chicago Public School Systen
would or could use this, you know, use this nev Act., Ite..
This 1is one of the Mumicipal League Bills, and it did not
originate for that parpose.”

Cullerton: “But I mean, it's not... The way it’s drafted now, it
could apply to the Chicago Public Schools. Does it...
Isn't the theory behind it that they can... they can get
money now based on tax revenues that are coming in the
fatare?®

Kirkland: "Well, except..,. except if you're talking about real
estate taxes, then I think they already had... have that
authority.”

Cullerton: "No, I'm talking about state aid formula for next
year."

Kirkland: "You're talking about what?®

Cullerton: "For exanmple, -the state aid formula for next year.
Would that work this way in this Billa®

Kirkland: "Boy, I wsouldn®t... I guess that isn®t one of the ideas
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we'd coansider. Just a secondes Okaye. I'm just told
that... that the Chicago Board would need full... full
faith and credit of the state behind any £funds they
would... to be able to find buyers of such notes and that
this Bill does not allov that... does not address that."

Cullerton: *"Okay. So they'd have to have another Bill to do what
that... what I had suggested.”

Kirkland: "That's what he says."

Cullerton: "Can we trust him2®

Kirkland: "“Excuse me?"

Cullerton: "Can we trust him2%

Kirkland: *“absolutely."

Cullerton: "Mr., Speaker...®

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Cullerton...”

Cullerton: "... would you like to speak to this Bill? Do you
know anything about this Billz?v

Speaker Greiman: PNr. Cullerton, I've been following the debate
rather closely."

Cullerton: "Is it okay2"

Speaker Greiman: ®I can't enter into debate, Mr. .Cullerton."®

Cullerton: "Okay. Well, let's let it go then.¥

Speaker Greiman: "Further discussion? Being none, the question
is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 31432 All those in favor signify by voting taye?,
those opposed vote 'nay'. This is final action. Voting is
now open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? HNr. Clerk, take the record. ' On this question, there
are 78 voting 'aye', 16 voting *no', 16 'present', and the
House does concur in Senate Anmendment &t to House Bill
3143, And this Bill,‘ having received a Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared passed. Oon the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3148, MNr. Clerk, read the

Bill.®»
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Clerk Leone: "House Bill 3148 amends an Act in relationship to
loans made by schools and municipalities, together with
Senate Amendments #1, 2, 3 and 4.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Kane, Br. Kirkland."

Kirkland: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and, again, Members of the
House. If you liked that last one, you'll love this one.
This 1S a..s This was a Christmas tree Bill and had a
couple of Apendments added over here and four Amendaents
added over on the other side, so I'11 get +hrough it as
quickly as I can. The original Bill is to allow cities and
school districts  to borrow money froa financial
institutions in the... with the same 1limitations as they
are allowed by statute to have interfund borrowing. There
were two Amendments added over here; one having to do with
allowing agricultural 1land that's been subdivided to be
eligible for tax increment financing, and the other to
permit municipalities to enter ipto cooperative agreements
vith other governmental entities or nonprofit service
groups t0eae in order to provide senior cen:ters
transportation and social services for the poor and aged.
The Senate... There sere four Senate Amendments. The f£irst
one went to the agricultural property within the tax
iocrement financing statute and sioply says that that will
go into effect as of June 30, 1984, regardless of when the
Governor signs. The second Amendment is an Amendment by
Senator Rock creating the Commercial Paper Security and
Liquidity act, which 1is sinmply to authorize local
governments and school districts to provide additional
security and 1liquidity for bonds and notes with bond
insurance and letters of credit and allows theam to issue
variable interest bonds in accordance with criteria
established by the board. Home rule units currently use

some of these features, and this would allovw non-home rule
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units to get into that Act. Anmendment #3 brings back House
Bill 3144, which allowed... which passed out of here almost
unanimously, I believe, and... just a moment, and allows a
local government to have a county collector set up an
escrov for funrds coming in to pay a bond to give those
bonds a 1little more security. This is... The difference
between this and 3144 which was tabled in the Senate is
that this is limited to 60 days from the day it .goes into
effect. And Amendment &4 was House Bill 3141, which I
think inadvertently was not called in Senate Rules, and is
the same draft of... of that Bill that went out of bhere,
again I believe, unanimously. And 1 ask for concurcence of
those Apmendments."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Kane asks that the House
concur in Semate Amendments #1, 2, 3 and 4 to House Bill
3148, And on that, 1is there discussion? The Gentleman
from Cook, Mr. Cullerton."

Cullerton: "Yes, will the Sponsor yield?"

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates he'll yield."

Cullerton: "With regard to Senate Amendment #4, is this Amendment
drafted in the same fashion that your House Bill was
drafted after we ameﬁded it

Kirkland: "Absolutely."

Cullerton: "Okay. And Senate Amendment #2, was that part of, if
you know, Prairie Dog 2000, Senator Rock®'s plaa?®

Kirkland: "I don't know that.”

Cullerton: ™I'm sorry. Prairie State, excuse me. I got used to
it.

Kirkland: *“Prairie Dog."

Cullerton: "Other people made it Prairie Dog, and I go caught
there. Prairie State 2000, is that a part of that?®

Kirkland: "I don't knowe It isn't part of the Prairie State 2000

that passed last year apparently, because here it is again
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on this Bills SO¢e. Ieew I simply do not know whether it
vasS... whether it was a part of that package last year that
did not pass.®

Cullerton: "But you... you personally, yourself, have no problen
with the Amendment, You've read it.e."

Kirkland: "I've vread it. I've analyzed it as best I can, and I
have no probleps.*

Cullerton: “Seems like a good idea to you? That's why you want
to concur in it, right? You don't think the Senator's
trying to sneak something through in on you or anything
like thatz2®

Kirkland: "You never know, I guess, do you2"

Cullerton: "Okaye. Well, I think they're fine Amendments and that
I would support your Motion to concur."

Kirkland: "Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: “The Geantleman from Cook, Hr. Marzuki. The
Gentleman from Effingham, Mr. Brummer.”

Brummer: "Yes, will the Spomsor yield?®

Speaker Greiman: "He indicates yes."

Brummer: ™Is there anything in here dealing with an Amendment to
the Section dealing with life safety bonds under the School
Code?2"

Kirkland: "“No."

Brummer: "Is there anything in here which authorizes a tax
increase in any sanner?"

Kirkland: #®Ro."

Brummer: "Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentlemam froam McLean, Mr. BRopp.”

Ropp: "Mr. Speaker, would the Spomnsor yield:2"

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates he'll yield for a question.”

Bopp: "I didn't gather exactly, and can you explain what you were
talking about when you men{ioned... increnent for

agricultural land?"
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Kirkland: "Yeah. Sam Vinson, Representative Vinsomn added an

Ropp:

Amendment over here that allows property that's been used
for agriculture but has been subdivided within the last
five years, although still being used for agricultural use,
to be included within property eligible for tax increment
financing..."

"Just within the last five years, is that what.,.."

Kirkland: "Yes, I think so. VYes."

Ropp:

Speaker

“"okay. Thank you."

Greiman: "There being no further... being no further
discussion, the question is, 'Shall the House concur in
Senate Apendsents 1, 2, 3 and 4 to House Bill 3t1482¢ All
those in favor signify by voting 'aye?, those opposed vote
*no!',  Voting is now open. This is final action. Fimal
action. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this gquestion, there are
114 taye’, none voting 'no', 1 voting *present?, and the
House does concur in Senate Amendments #1, 2, 3 and 4 to
House Bill 3148.. And this Bill, having received a
Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the
Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3133, Mr. Clerk,

read the Bill."

Clerk Leone: “YHouse Bill 3193 amends the Environmental Protection

Act together with Senate Amendment #1.9

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Cook, Ms. Currie.”

Currie:

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Meabers of the House. I move
the House do concur in Senate Amendment 1 to House Bill
3193. Senate Amendment 1 provides for a fee schedule for
permitting and inspecting hazardous waste disposal
facilities. . In effect, it implements the provisions of
Senate Bill 143, 'which we passed 1last year. The fee
schedule ranges from 29,000 dollars a year for off-site

landfills to 4,800 dollars per year for deep wells. - The
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fee schedule seems to me to be reasonable. I hope it will
seem SO to you.. I'm happy to answer guestions, and I urge
your support for the Motion to concur with Senate Amendment
#1 to House Bill 3133.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from Cook has moved that the House do
concur in Senate Asendment #1 to House Bill 3193. And onm
that, is there any discussion? The Lady from Marshall, Ms.
Koehler."

Koehler: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. Would the Sponsor please yield for some questions?®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates she will."

Koehler: “Thank you. Representative Currie, 1 know that you have
worked long and hard on both the underlying Bill and the
Senate Amendment, I think, should be of interest <o many
here in the House of Representatives also. On Senate
Amendment #1, I know that there was a great deal of
controversy among many of the industries throughout the
State of Illinois about the Department's rule nmaking
proposals with regard to these fees. Can you tell me
whether or not this has... is an Amendbent that has been
more or less signed off on by many of the people involved
in industry in the fact that it does seem to be much nore
reasonable than those original rules that were propulgated
by the Department?®

Currie: *The problem with the Pollution Control Board's rule
making process was that the actual fees were dependent on
appropriations by the Gemeral Assembly, year after year
after year. I think that the... the Illinois Environmental
Protection BAgency agreed with us and with major industries
that that was not the most effective way to set a fee
schedule. The fees that are the substance of Senate
Amendment 1 were fees that were ultimately agreed +o both

by the BEnvironmental Protection Agency and by the State
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Chamber of Commerce."

Koehler: “Thank you, Representative Currie. And now with regard

Currie:

to the underlying Bill, I have one question that I want to
ask on behalf of Representative Brummer. . Is this the... Is
this the Bill that would take care of his salt water
problem?"

"It is, Representative. The Bill provides for a three
step ground water protectiom process, a three step program
that begins first of all with a study to find out the state
of our current ground water problems. That study is not
just a study of hazardous waste and how hazardous waste
might contaminate ground water supplies but all substances,
all hazardous substances including agricultural run off,
leaking underground storage tanks, allegedly nonhazardous
waste storage treatment and disposal facilities. It will,
I hope, deal with Representative Brusmer’s problen. It
will give usS a... @ very clear sense as to what the state
of ground water is all across the State of 1Illinois. The
secound step 1is to create a ground water monitoring nete..
network so‘'that we can be made immediately aware if there
is further degradation to the state's ground water. And
the final third, and perhaps most important step, is the
the formalation of a ground water protection plan so that
ve can identify and search for the kinds of contasinations
that could, over the long run, further erode the quality of

the state's ground water."

Koehler; “Thank you. Those are the major provisions of the

Currie:

underlying Bill. 1Is that correct?*®

"In addition... In addition to the ground water
protection plan program that I've just described, there
also is in the underlying B8ill a proposal that the
Department of Energy and Natural Resources do a study of

the degree of hazard of hazardous waste substances.®
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Koehler: "Yes, I think that's a very important part of this
legislation, because <that seems to be one piece of
information that is woefully lacking as to the degree of
hazard of nany of these substances. And I bhave one
additional gquestion. Does this ground water study also
have to do with regional pollution control facilities or is
it just with regard to the hazardous waste sites?®

Currie: %It is with regard to the all of the state®s ground
vater, not just the regional pollution control facilities.
So that it is... it is meant to be a study of ground water
problems wherever they may arise.®

Koehler: *"Pardon? I could not hear. You did say with regard to
regional pollution control facilities, +too?%

Currie: "Oh, certainly, it will include TtTegional pollation
control facilities, but my recollection is that it is a
broader based study than just that."

RKoehler: "dell, <+hank you. And Ladies and Gentleneh, to the
Bill. I think that this is certainly an important piece of
legislation. And many of you will find that citizens back
home im your districts will be very glad to know that the
ground water, which they believed to be very important, is
going to be protected by this particular piece of
legislation, and we are going to find out much more about
these things than we have know previously. And I would
also ask for your support.®

Speaker Greiman: "No further discussion, the question is, 9Shall
the House concur in Senate Anendment #1 to House Bill
31932* All those im favor signify by voting ‘'aye', <*hose
opposed vote 'no'. Voting is now open. This is final
action. Have... Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this gquestioa,
there are 112 voting *aye', 1 votiang 'mno', none voting

*present', and the Hounse does concur in Senate Amendment #1
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Clerk

to House Bill 3133, And this Bill, having received a
Constitotional Majority, is hereby declared passed. Oa the
Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3204, Mr. Clerk,
read the Bill."®

Leone: “"House Bill 3204 is an Act to protect the public
from electronic trespassing and computer fraud, together

with Senate Apendment #1.%

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Knox, Hr. Hawkinson."

Hawkinson: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move to concur in

Senate Amendment #t. This House Bill, the original Bill,
specified that access to a computer systeam or to cause a
coaputer system to be accessed by... .false, or fraudulent
pretense or with the intent to defraud to obtain money,
property or services is unlawful. The Senate Amendament was
adopted at the request of the Illinois Betail Merchants
Association, who were concerned that the word *false® might
be construed to pertain to noandeliberate erroneous billing;
therefore, the word ‘false' wvwas removed by the Senmate
Amendment. And I would urge the... that we cobncur in... in

the Sepate Amendment #1.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Knox moves that the House do

concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3204. And on
that, is there any discussion? There being none, the
guestion is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendmeat #)
to House Bill 32042*  All those in favor signify by voting
*taye', those opposed vote 'no', Voting is now open. This
is final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this guestion,
there are 115 voting *aye’, none voting ’no’, none voting
‘present',  MAr., . Hallock. Hallock vote taye'. On this
question, there are 116 voting ‘aye', nome voting ?no?,
none voting *present?, and the House does coancur in Senate

Apendment #1 to House Bill 3204. And this Bill, baving
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received a Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared
passed. . On the Order of Concurrence appears Hoase Bill
3205. HNr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Clerk Leone: "House Bill 3205 amends the Fish Code, together with
Senate Amendment #1.%

Speaker Greiman: The Gentleman from Edgar, Mr. Woodyard."

Woodyard: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move to concur with
Senate Amendment 81 to 3205. The underlying Bill does
repain intact in vhich the Department of Conservation can
enter into reciprocity agreements with other states on the
landing of craft on either shores. Apendment #2 is also in
the Bill that wvas requested by fish... the Organization for
the Protectiorn of Habitat, in which four days a year may be
set aside for free fishing. Senate Amendment #1 that was
added %o +the Bill at the reguest of Representative
McAuliffe to cure a problem that we seem to be having with
some of the surrounding states of Lake Michigan. Presently
the State of Illinois does not charge for a permit for
charcter boats. And when our boats go to neighboring
waters, such as Wisconsin, Michigan or whatever, they're
charged up to 400 dollars for a perait, yet we are not
charging them. What Senate Amendwent #1 does is say that
if another state charges our boats a fee, then we will also
charge their boats fees wvhen they come into Illinois
wvaters. 6 I would ask for the adoption of... or for the
concuarrence. "

Speaker Greiman: "“The Gentleman from Edgar moves that the House
concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3205. 1Is there
any discussion? The Gentleman froum Bffinghanm, Mre
Brummer."

Brummer: "!es,»vill the Spomnsor yield2"

Speaker Greiman: "He indicates he'll yield for a question.®

Brummer: ®I'm not so concerned about the Senate Amendment. 1
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understand, I guess, that®s technically what we're
considering on concurrence, but if we concur, this will be
final passage. Would you review again what the anderlying
Bill does? I know it deals with the issue of
reciprocity... on fishing license betveen adjoining states.
What happens if I, as an Illinois resident, am fishing on
the #Wabash River betveen Illinois and Indiana and wonder
over into that portion that is deemed to be part of the
State of Indiana. What happens under this Billz¥®

Woodyard: "Yeah, you would have to have a license in the other
state. And Representative, this was initiated... Evidently
~here's a problem that the Department had in the area of
Calumet ' Harbor, and I. think more so even than those two
problems that you mentioned on the river.®

Brummer: "How does that change existing law, though, with regard
to the necessity of baving the fishing license froa the
adjoining state?®

Woodyard: "Hell, at this time, evidently, the Department of
Conservation does not have the authority to enter into
those reciprocity agreements with the other states.. 1In
other words, in the Calumet Harbor area, Indiana water, as
I understand it, comes right up to the Illinois shore. Why
that is, I doa’t knowve It*s in Representative
Panayotovich's district."

Brummer: "Thank you.®

Speaker Greiman: "There being no further discussion, the gquestion
is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 32052* 411 in favor signify by voting 'aye', those
opposed vote 'no'., Voting is open. This is final passage.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr.
Clerk, take the record. On this question, there are 114
voting 'aye', 1 voting 'no*, none voting *present®, and the

House does concur in Senate Anmendment #1 to House Bill
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3205. And this Bill, having received a Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the Order of
Concurrence appears House Bill 3206. . Mr. Clerk, read the
Bill."

Clerk Leone: ‘“House Bill 3206 amends the Civil Adminisirative
Code of 1Illinois, together with Senate Amendments #1 and
2,"

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Hardin, Mr. Winchester. Hr.
Mays, could you sit down? Thank you."

Winchester: "Thank you, Mr.,K Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. I would nmove that we concur with Senate
Amendnents #1 and 2 to House Bill 3206. Amendment . #1 is
merely a technical Bill (sic - Amendment). It inserts the
words, 'or exchange,' into the legislation. Amendment &2
creates the 1Illinois Historic Sights Fund and states that
all monies received in connection with this program will be
deposited into this new fund. The Amendment further states
that, subject to appropriation, the money in the fund shall
be used by the Department for historic preservation
purposes only. I would ask for a favorable vote."”

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Hardin has moved that the
House do concur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill
3206. And on that, Mr. Cullerton, the Gentleman from Cook.
Alright. There being no discussion, the question is,
*Shall the House concur in Senate Amendments #1 and 22°
A1l those in favor signify by voting faye*, those opposed
vote ‘'no'. Voting is now open. This is final passage.
Fipal action. Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this
question, there are 114 voting 'aye', none voting ®no?,
none voting 'present?, and the Hoase does concur in Senate
Apendment #2... #1 and 2 +to House Bill 3206. And this
Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority, is hereby

declared passeds On the Order of Concurrence appears House
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Clerk

Bill 3208.  Mr. Clerk, read the Bill."
Leone: “House Bill 3208, a Bill for am Act in relationship
to the Department of Tramsportation, together with Senate

Amendment #1.°7

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from DuPage, Ms. Karpiel.!

Karpiel: *"Yes, House Bill 3208 is a Department of Tramsportation

land conveyance Bill. I move to concur in Amendment #...
Senate Anendment #1, which simply makes some techaical
changes in the Bill, really technical. It corrects a
digit... transposition error, inserts the word ?*feet* where
it*'s need and replaces 'of! with fat'. I don't think this

is too controversial.®

Speaker Greiman: "The Lady from DuPage has moved that the House

Clerk

do concur in Senate Amendment 1 to House Bill 3208. There
being no discussion, the gquestion is, *Shall ¢the House
concur in Senate Amendment #1?' All in favor signify by
voting taye?, those opposed vote *no', Voting is now open.
This is final action., Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this
question, there are 113 voting ‘aye®, none voting *no*,
none voting 'present?!, and the House does concur in Senate
Amendment #1 to House Bill 3208, And this Bill, having
received a Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared
passed. . On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill
33..4.3221, Mr. Clerk, read the Bill."

Leone: ®House Bill 3221 amends the Unemployment Insurance

Act, together with Senate Amendment #1.°7

Speaker Greimam: "The Gentleman from DuPage, MNr. Hoffman.®

Hoffman: ¥Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House. I move that the House concur ib Senate Amendment #1
to House Bill 3221. It provides for some technical changes
for the administration of the work-sharing plan, Section

407.1 of the unemployment..,. of the UI Act. 1It's agreed to
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by business, labor, and the Treasurer's Office, and I would
move for the adoption of Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill
3221.%°

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from DuPage has aoved that the
House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3221,
And on that, the Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Levin.”

Levin: "Thank you, Hr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I rise in support of the Gentleman's Motion to
concur. He 1is correct. The Senate Amendrment is purely
technical, amnd it wvas agreed to by both 1labor and
management in anticipation of Senate Bill 25 going into
effect on July I1st. I urge its adoption.®

Speaker Greiman: "There being no further discussion, the question
is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House
Bill 32212* All those in favor signify by voting “*aye?,
those opposed vote ‘not, Voting is now open. This is
final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this guestion, there
are 112 voting ‘'aye*, nome voting *no*, none voting
*present?, and the House does concur in Senate Amendment #1
to House Bill 3221, And this Bill, having received a
Constitutional Majority, is hereby declared passed. Mr.
Cullerton in the chamber? Alright. Out of the record. On
the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill 3231. HNr.
Clerk, read the Bill.”

Clerk Leone: *"House Bill 3231 amrends the Code of Civil Procedure,
together with Senate Amendment #1.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Cullerton."

Cullerton: "Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the House. I move to concur with the Senate Amendment
#1 to House Bill 3231. The Apmendment siwmply says that the
city council must approve of any exercise of the quick take

provisions of the Eminent Domain Law, which were covered in
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the... in the House Bill. It really is... The Amendment
doesn't really do that wuch. It's somewvhat duplicative
because there has to be <city council approval of
determining which areas are blighted in the first place.
So it's a harmless Amendment, and I would nove to concur
with it."

Speaker Greiman: ®The Gentleman from Cook moves that the House
concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3231. 1Is there
any discussion? The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Huff,"

Huff: "Yeah, Mr. Cullerton, could you explain what a guick take
is? That's the first time I®ve heard that term.”

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Cullerton."

Cullerton: "Yes, guick take has to do with the area of law
dealing with epinent domain. And right now it allows
for... The law rtight now allows for tollways and airport
authorities in the eminent domain proceeding to first take
title to the property and allow for the debate as to how
much money the owner should be compensated for. That would
be decided in the future. Under normal eminent domain, you
have to have 1long 1litigation to determine how much the
value of the land is and how much the owner should get. So
in a quick take, it vould allow for the title to actually
transfer and then the litigation over how much money will
be done im the future."

Huff: "Hell, I know that property ownership is an absolute, but
taking the property without due compensation seems a little
bit unconstitutional to ame."

Cullerton: "Right, and this does not in any way say that the
person isn't compensated. The owner is conpensated. It
just reverses the... the time in which the actual title to
the land shifts."

Huff: "Hell, does the owner... does the ovner enter into any

agreement to that effect that he understands...”
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Cullerton: "YIt's in the court. Right. This is a court
proceeding. "

Hoff: "Y...that his property’s being takenee."

Cullerton: "Right. This is a court proceeding, and he receives a
notice. And then later on after the guick take has been
exercised, he litigates the actual amount of money that he
shall be reimbursed."

Huff: "Alright. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman froa Cook, Mr. Preston.”

Preston: "Would the Gentleman yield for a question?®

Speaker Greiman: "Indicates that he will.,"

Preston: "Representative Cullerton, could you describe what this
quick take procedure is? Hov does a municipality determine
that they want a piece of property, and how long does it
take them to acquire that piece of property2"

Cuallerton: “Could you repeat that questioa, please?®

Preston: "How does a municipality weake the determination <+hat
they want a piece of property, and how long does it take
for them to acguire that piece of property2®

Cullerton: "Well, this would be limited only to areas that the
city council has determined to be commercially blighted or
business district property in need of redevelopment. And
that*'s how they determine whether or not they... the
area... They're limited to those particular areas. And
then with regard to the time, I, quite frankly, I really
don?t know the answer. I do know that the quick take is
2ese. 1is designed to speed up the process rather than to....
rather than just go through a normal eminent domain
proceeding. "

Preston: "HNr., Speaker, if I might speak to this Bill."

Speaker Greiman: "Proceed, Mr. Preston.®

Preston: "I think we should 1look at this very carefully. It

concerns me greatly that a municipality cam go im a gquick
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procedure to'acguire private property belonging to private
individuals, and then, thereafter, litigate the amoant of
money, if any, or wvhatever that amount may be that they are
paid for that property. Those who are familiar with the
whole concept of real estate law know that a piece of
property is in itself unique. No tuwo pieces of property
are the same. One piece of property may have a tree on it
that bhas a certain aesthetic value. Aoother piece of
property might have a view that is unique to that one piece
of property. And property ownership is something thate..
that - should be carefully guarded. To allow a municipality
vithout a lengthy court procedure that will establish, one,
whether or not the... the municipality bas all the tright to
go after that property; two, to have some indication on the
front end in advance whether or not that npunicipality is
offering what might be considered a reasonable compensation
for that property, I think is very important. Some of
these issues were brought up, I believe, by Eepresentative
Greiman in Committee. I think it is very important that we
look at this Bill carefully. I'm going to vote against
concurring with Amendment 1 to... to House Bill 3231
because I don't think there should be a quick take of
property. I think that's a bad procedure, and it’s one
that we should guard agaimst."

Speaker Greiman: “There being . no further discussion, the
Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Cullerton, to close.?®

Cullerton: "Yes, I... Perhaps I should address the issues raised
by Bepresentative Preston. This does involve a court
proceeding. It... That land owner does go to court, and
they are conpensated. The only difference is that under
quick take the issue of the compensation is determined at a
future date, and the title passes, you know, ismmediately.

The..a The Bill, of course, passed out of here
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. overvhelmingly, and the Senate Amendment is, as I
indicated, does very little. It says it shall be only with
the city council approval, but city council approval is
needed in the first place for the... to deteraine which
areas are going to be eligible in the first place. So it's
not... It shouldn’t be a controversial issue, and I would
appreciate your support.”

Speaker Greiman: "The guestion is, *Shall the House concur in
Senate... in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 32312 All
those in favor signify by voting 'aye?, those opposed vote
'no's Voting is pow open, and this is final action. Have
all voted who... Have all voted who wish? - Have all voted
who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this question,
there are 52 voting 'aye', 54 voting *pno'... Shaw...  Shaw
'aye?!, There are 53 voting *aye’. Mr, Van Duyne.®

Van Duyne: “Thank you, Nr. Speaker.  In explaining ay vote, I'm
voting 'no* because I don't believe in this. I would find
it a little bit less objectionable, though, if when a city
was looking for a quick take provision that they may have
something that Representative Davis tried to put into a
Bill we had a couple of years ago vhere... where the city
had a project on the... on the fronf burner and they had
acquired like three-fifths, or three-quarters or 75% of all
the other property involved in it and one cantankerous
owner was just trying to hold them up high and dry *o get,
you know, to get his extra buck out of then. But maybe
through wmy explanation of vote, Representative Cullerton
night make a Motion now to nonconcur and take that into
consideration.”

Speaker Greimam: "The Gentleman from DuPage, Mr. Barger."

Barger: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1In support of or in explaining
my vote inm sapport of Mr. Cullerton's position, two or

three appraisals, vhichever your 1local municipality
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require, are required to be made prior to making an offer
lto the property owner. So the property owner does have the
appraisals, so that whem this does go to court all the
necessary information is there. This just allows the
nunicipality the opportunity to not be held up for four to
five years in litigation that's totally wunnecessary and
isn*t going to change the circumstance other than adding a
considerable amount of cost to the project that is going
on. So I think this is a good Bill, and it should be
supported."

Speaker Greiman: “The Gentleman from Cook, Mr, Turmer."

Turner: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Based on Representative
Barger's explanation of this Amendment, I'm going to change
ny vote from *present! to 'aye'.”

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. Mr. Turper votes *aye'. Hr. Marzuki.
Yes, Mr. Van Duyne."

Van Duyne: "Mr... Br. Speaker, I don’t want to... I don®t waant to
be, you know, an obstructionist, but you know, you did say,
?Take the record.. '"

Speaker Greiman: P"That's right, and until I declare the Boll..."

Van Duyne: "And it has already has lost, you know."

Speaker Greiman: "Until we declare the Roll Call, Sit, we take
changes of votes. . That is the custom. HNr. Marzuki.®

Marzuki: "You can change my vote to ‘aye'."

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Harzuki. Vote Mr. Marzuki ®aye®. HMr.
LeFlore. "

LeFlore: "Change my vote to ‘aye'."

Speaker Greiman: "Hr. LeFlore is ‘aye'. Br. Nash, were you
seeking to explain your vote2"

Nash: "Change my vote to 'mo', please.?

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Nash votes ‘mno’. ¥r. HNcNamarae. Nr.
Mclamaras.."

McNamara: "Change my vote from *'no* to ‘present’.m
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Speaker Greiman: ",..from 'no® to 'present’. Mr. Cullerton to
explain his vote."

Cullerton: "Yes, I didn't realize that this Senate Amendment was
so controversial. This Bill passed out of here
overwhelmingly. The concept of quick take we've had for 30
years with regard to highwvay... attaining property for
highways. It's designed to speed up redevelopment in the
City of Chicago. If youn're opposed to this Bill, you're
opposed to... If you're opposed to this Bill, you're
opposed to going in%o commercially blighted areas in the
City of Chicago and speeding up the redevelopmgnt and the
economic development of those areas. And it's absolutely
absurd, I would think, especially for someone from the City
to be opposed to this Bill which is designed to aid the
City and dis not in any way a revolutionary concept. We
already bave it, as I said, with regard to airport
authorities, and we have it with regard to highways. And I
think people should... who are... should reconsider their
vote and switch to taye*."

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Pedersen, the Gentleman from Cook, goes
from ‘*no' to 'aye'. 1It's Bernard Pedersen. HNs. Markette
votes 'aye’. Mr. DeJaegher.?

DeJaegher: "Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?"

Speaker Greiman: "You'’re recorded as not voting."

DeJaegher: "Hould you put me in the affirmative ‘*aye', please?"

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. DeJaegher votes 'aye’. MNr. Doyle."

Doyle: f...Chairuan {sic - Speaker), the explanation that
Representative Cullerton gave you is such a very true
example of what happens. And I camn*t for the wildest
inmagination understand why anybody would be against this.
The Metropolitam Sanitary District has it. . The state has
it. The counties have it. a1l this does is stop the fact

that if somebody really holding up *the municipality or the
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unit of government... This Bill certainly should be given
to local municipalities. No doubt about it."™

Speaker Greiman: "Ms. FKarpiel.. The Lady from DuPage, Hs.
Karpiel. Ms. RKRarpiel votes ‘taye'. 8r. . Brummer. K Nr..
Brummer.”

Brummer: "Yes, only to make sure that everyone understands that
the right of quick take is a relatively rare remedy. It is
not something possessed by counties. It's not something
possessed by townships. It®s a rather controversial iten.
I'm voting green because it only affects Chicago, and I
guess if the people in Chicago want their governmental unit
to have the right to quick take tbhat's alright. I really
think that it's a controversial policy, and I will tell you
quite candidly if it were applicable to doenstate to grant
units of local government downstate to write a guick take I
would be here opposing it. So that's vhy I am voting
green. But I think it®s important that we not get carried
away here and misunderstand that this is a widespread right
that units of government have,¥

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from DuPage, #r. Hensel. Mr.
Hensel votes ‘aye’. The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Vitek.
Mr., Vitek votes 'aye's . The Lady from Co0ke,se"

Vitek: ¥YExcuse ne.,"

Speaker Greiman: "Yes, Mr. Vitek."

Vitek: "Yeah, I was a little confused there. I want to change my
vote to 'no’."

Speaker Greiman: "Alright, Nr. Vitek, you are recorded as ‘*aye‘'.
Mr. Vitek votes *no'. The Lady from Cook, WNs. Wojcik,
votes ‘taye’. Hs. Wojcik votes *aye'. The Gentleman from
Jefferson, Mr. Hicks. K Mr. Hicks votes ‘'aye'.. Mr. Levin."

Levin: "Please vote me 'aye!, Mr, Speaker.®

Speaker Greiman: ®The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Levimn, votes

‘ayet. Mr. Preston, for what purpose do you seek
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recognition?®

Preston: "At the appropriate time, Mr.. Speaker, I'd 1like a

verification."

Speaker Greiman: "Alright. Sure. Hr. Christensen. Christensen

votes ‘taye'. Oon this question, there are 63 ‘'aye?, 48
'‘no¢*, 4 voting *present?'. Mr. Clerk, is that 1182 I can't
add that quickly. Are there... There's other... being no
absentees to poll, Mr. Preston has requested a verification
of the Affirmative Roll Call. Proceed to the verification
of the Affirmative Roll Call. Yes, Hr. Cullerton. Mr.

Cullerton.®

Cullerton: "Okay. I just want the Clerk to double check to see

Speaker

Viteks

if that comes up to 118, bu*t go... he can proceed with the
verification and later on if we find out that there happens
to be absentees...®

Greiman: "If there are any absentees, they*'ll have ample
time to record their vote. HNr. Clerk. VYes, Mr. Berrios.
Mr. Preston, Mr. Berrios would like to be verified. You
have leave, 5ir. Mr. Dunn would like to be verified and
Mr. Turner and MNr. HMatijevich. WMr. Preston, that's Mr.
Turner, Mr. Matijevich, Mr. Dunn, Mr. Berrios. VYes, MHr...
Nod your head ‘yes*, Mr. Preston. Thank you. Alright.
Mr. Clerk, proceed with the verification of the Affirmative
Roll. Ms. Braun would like to be verified, Mr. Preston.
Alright. Mr. vitek.®

"I would 1like to be changed back to 'aye', please. 1°'ve

studied the Bill now.?

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Vitek votes ‘aye’., MNr. Nash, after careful

Flinn:

study votes ‘aye'. Mr. Preston. alright, #r. Clerk,
proceed with the verification of the Affirmative BRoll.
Yfes, Mr. Flinn."

"8%r., Speaker, I don't know what order wse're om, but I move

the previous question, whatever it is."®
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Speaker Greiman: "Apen. Go ahead, Mr. Clerk."

Clerk Leone: "Poll of the Affirmatives. Alexander. Barger.
Berrios. Bowman. Braun. Breslin. Brookins. Brummer.
Bullock. Capparelli. Christensen. Cullerton. Currie.
Daniels. DeJaegher. DiPrima. Domico. Doyle."

Speaker Greiman: "Mr. Preston.®

Preston: *"Nr. Speaker, so as not to be dilatory, I'd like to
withdrav my verification of this bad Bill.®

Speaker Greiman: "Alright, Mr. Preston withdraws his
verification. Mr. Clerk, would you give me the numbers?
On this Bill, there are... On this question, there are 65
voting ‘aye', 46 ‘no', 4 voting ‘present', and the House
does concur in Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 3231. Aand
this Bill, having received a Coastitutional Majority, is
hereby declared passed. Alright. On the Order of
Concurrence, going back into matters over which we have
passed, on page three of the Calendar appears House Bill
2503. Hdr. Clerk, read the Bill.*®

Clerk Leone: "House Bill 2509, an Act in relationship to senior
citizen and certain boards and Commissions, together with
Senate Amendments #! and 2.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Levin.”

Levin: "Yes, at the request of Leadership, I'm at this point
moving to nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2. This is
oaur fourth try at this one. Three times it's come out of
the record. I'm not sure if this sets a record or aot.
But Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, the
request of Leadership was to- put <%his in a Conference
Committee to take out *the referemces to the three
legislative Commissions wvhich people anticipate will no
longer be here after July 1st. That is its sole purpose.
There 1is, I think, one technical change as far a number in

the Bill, and those are the reasons for sending it to
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Conference Committee. And so I would move to nonconcur in
1 and 2."

Speaker Greiman: "So the Gentleman from Cook moves to that the
House do nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House
Bill 2509. All those... Is there any discussion on that?
There being no discussion, the gquestion is, *Shall the
House nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 22' All those
in favor signify by saying 'aye!, those opposed *no'. 1In
the opinion of the Chair, the *ayes®' have it, and the House
does nonconcur in Senate Amendments #1 and 2 to House Bill
2509. Okay. On the Order of Concurrence, page three of
the Calendar appears House Bill 2335. Mr. Clerk, read the
Bill."

Clerk Leone: "House Bill 2395 amends an Act in relationship +to
fire protection districts, together with Senate Asendments
#1 and 2."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Steczo."®

Steczo: "Thank you, Nr. .Speaker, Members of the House. I would
move that the House concur with Amendment #1 to House Bill
2335. The original Bill vas one that said that a board of
trustees of a fire protection district could be increased
from three to five members aupon the adoption of a front
door referendum if petitions were submitted to the board by
5% of the electors of the district. Senate Amendment $1
says that if that board is going to be reduced from five
back to three members, if that board was increased by
referendum, +then it would have to be decreased by
referenduer, and if it was increased by ordinamce, then it
would have to be decreased by ordimance and also allows for
the provision of vote happen to the.., the membership of
the board if it were reduced and how long the five members
would stay until the new three were appointed. And I would

move for the adoption or for the coancurrence in Amendment
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$1 to Senate..., I would mpove for concurrence in Senate
Agendment &1 to House Bill 2395.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook moves to concur... that
the House do concur in Senate Anmendaent #1, Mr. Clerk,
would you change the board? Senate Amendment #! to House
Bill 2395.. And on that, 1is there 'any discussion? The
Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Cullerton.®

Cullerton: "The Motion 1is just with regard to Sepate Amendment
kiz2n

Speaker Greiman: "That’s correct, Mr. Cullerton."

Cullerton: ®™Your intention on #2 is to noncoacar? No objection.®

Speaker Greiman: "There being no further discussion, the question
is, *Shall the House concur in Senate Apendment #1 to House
Bill 23952' All in favor signify by voting ‘*aye', those
opposed vote 'no'. Voting is nov open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr. Clerk, take the
record.s On this guestion, there are 11t,.. 12 voting
taye?, 1 voting 'no', nonme voting !'present’, and the House
does concur in the Senate Amendment #1 to House Bill 2335.
Mr. Steczo."

Steczo: M"Thank you, Mr. Speaker.. I would now move to nonconcur
in Senate Aamendment #2 +to House Bill 2395. This Senate
Amendment, Mr. Speaker, deals with community fire
protection grants and... for fire protection districts and
fire departments to the tune of about 178 thousand dollars.
There have been a great mamy gquestions that have arisen
relative to this prograsm. It's a program the Governor
vetoed last year, and I think there are more questions than
we can resolve in the next couple of days, so I would wmove
to nonconcar.”

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook moves that House do
nonconcur in Senate Amendment #2 to House Bill 2395. Is

there any discussion? The Gentleman from Bureau, Mr.
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Mautino. "

Mautino: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. MaYee. Will the Gentleman
yield for a gquestion2"

Speaker Greiman: *®Indicates that he will.®

Mautino: "Representative Steczo, if in fact this Amendment is not
adopted, would there be a community action or a local grant
program for those fire districts under the Departmeat of
Conservation as was in previous years, or by not concurriang
with this Amendment, would we be totally eliminating that
grant program for local fire districts2?®

Steczo: "Representative MNautino, it's my understanding that the
Department of Conservation currently has the rural fire
protection progranm. That would continue as is. This was
an additional program that was conceived by the Senate.
And because of the questions that arise around that, we
decided to... I decided to nonconcur in this Amendment.
Let me add... Let me add, Representative Hautino, that I...
the rural fire protection program, I believe, would s*ay.
I assume that that's... that's partly federally funded. So
I should say so long as those federal funds continue.”

Mautino: "One final question, Mr. Speaker, if I may. Is it jyour
intention to include large wmunicipal £ire departments in
this grant program through the Conference Conaittee?"

Steczo: '"Representative Mautino, my intention is to have the
Senate Sponsor of Amecdment #2 recede. I do not wish this
Bill to go to Conference."

Mautino: "Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Greiman: “"Further discussion? The Gentleman from Cook,
Mr. Keane. dr. Keane., Alright. There being no further
discussion, the question is, *'Shall the House nonconcur to
Senate Amendment #2 +to House Bill 23352¢ All in favor
signify by saying *aye’, those opposed say 'nay’. In the

opinion of the Chair, the *ayes' have it, and the House
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does nonconcur in Senate Amendment #2 to House Bill 2395.
Ladies and Gentlemen, we are now going to the Order of
Nonconcurrence on page seven of +he Calendar. Oon that
order, you may ask to recede from an Amendment that the
House placed on a Senate Bill and that would be final
action, or you may refuse to recede and request a
Conference Committee. So that when... when I... the Bill
is called, you may then state your Motion. Alright? On
the Order of Nonconcurrence, page seven of the Calendar
appears Senate Bill 833. Out of the record. On the Order
of Nonconcurrence appears Senate Bill 1179, Mr. Clerk,
read the Bill."%

Clerk Leone: M"Senmate Bill 1179, an Act in relationship to
parentage, together with Senate Amendments #1, 3 and 4.7

Speaker Greiman:z "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Jaffe.”

Jaffe: "Yes, HMr. Speaker, I would refuse to recede and ask for a
Conference Committee."

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Nr. Jaffe, moves that
the House do not recede from Senate Anmendnents... from
House Amendments #!, 3 and 4. And on that, is there any
discussion? There being none, the question is, *Shall the
House not recede from Senate (sic - House) Apendments 1, 3
and 42¢* All in favor signify by saying ‘aye', those
opposed 'mo'. In the opinion of the Chair, the fayes® have
it, and the House does not recede from Senate (sic - House)
Amendments 1, 3 and 4., . And the Gentleman regquests a
Conference Committee. On the Ozder of Nonconcurrence
appears Senate Bill 1430, Mr. Giorgi. Mr. Giorgi, do you
wish to proceed?®

Giorgi: "Mr. Chairman... #Nr. Speaker.... Mr... Representative
Leverenz has an Amendment he wants to recede from but he's
not on the floor of the House SO..."

Speaker Greiman: "Aalright, we'll take that out of the record
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then., On the Order of Nonconcurrence appears Senate Bill
1538, , Mr. Giorgi, do youm wish to proceed on 15382%

Giorgi: "Mr. Leverenz is in the chamber modulating towards his
seat."

Speaker Greimamn: "Alright. Then we'll return then to Senate Bill
1538, Mr.. K Giorgi. Alright, yes, 14... Senate Bill 1430..
Mr. Clerk, read the Bill, 1430.%

Clerk Leopme: "Senate Bill 1430 amends an Act relating to purchase
of certain public agencies together with Senate (sic -
House) Amendment #3.9 '

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Leverenz."

Leverenz: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I would mnove that the House would recede from
Amendment #3. This was the funding operation for new jobs.
The Senate didn't want to go along with it. Someone also
thought it would be a little bizarre, but it would be the
funding utilizing corborate income tax. And since they
wvon't go along, we may as well just recede and put the Bill
on the Governor's desk. And I move now to do that."®

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Cook moves that the House do
recede fror Senate Amendment... from House Amendment 3 to
Senate Bill 1430. Is there any discussion? There being
none, the guestion is, *Shall the House recede from House
Amendment 3 to Senate Bill 14302¢ All those im favor
signify by voting 'aye!, those opposed vote *'mo*. This is
final action. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Mr. Clerk, take the record. Hr. Rice ‘taye’. On
this gquestion, there are 106 voting ?aye®, none voting
‘no', none voting *present’!, and the House does recede from
Senate... from House Amendmen: #3 to Senate Bill 1430. And
this Bill, having received a Constitutional Majority, is
hereby declared passed. On the Order of Nonconcurrence

appears Senate Bill 1538. Mr. Giorgi, 1538. Hr. Clerk,
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Clerk

read the Bill."
Leone: "Semate Bill 1538, an Act in relatioaship to
interest rates or special assessments in certain saaitary

districts, together with House Amendments &t, 2, 4 and 5.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Winnebago, #r. Giorgi."

Giorgi:

"Mr. Speaker, I move that we refuse to recede from Senate
{sic - House) Amendments !, 4 and 5 to Senate Bill 1538, 1,
2, 4 and 5.7

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Winnebago, Nr. Giorgi, moves

Clerk

that the House refuse to recede fros House Amendments t, 2,
4 and 5 to Semate Bill 1538. Is there any discussion?
There being none, the guestion is, 'Shall the House refuse
to recede to House... to House Amendments 1, 2, 4 and 52¢
All in favor signify by saying 'aye', those opposed *nay'.
In the opinion of the Chair, the *ayes* have it, and the
House does refuse to recede from Senate AmendmentS... from
House Amendments 1, 2, 4 and 5 to Semate Bill 1538 and
requested a Conference Conmittee be appointed. On the
Order of Nonconcu;rence appears Senate Bill 1644, M#r.
Stuffle. #r. Clerk, read the Bill."

Leone: "Senate Bill 1644, amends an Act to eliminate the
health hazards posed by the presence of the asbestos
materials in Illinois schools together with House Amendment

#4.n

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentlepman from Vermilion, Mr. Stuffle.®

Stuffle: "Mr. Speaker and Members, I would move that the House

Speaker

now recede from House Amendment #4 to Senate Bill 1644,

The Apendment was placed on the Bill by Representative

Levin. There is a technical problem with it in terms of

fitting it into the Bill. I think that the Bill is clear

in its intent without the Amendment. For that reason, I
‘

would move to recede,?

Greiman: "“The Gentleman from Vermilion moves that the

159



STATE OF ILLINOXS
83RD GENEBRAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIPTION DEBATE

142nd Legislative Day June 28th, 1384
House recede from House Amendment #4 to Senate Bill 1644,
And omn that, is there any discussion? The Gentleman from
Cook, Nr. Levin.,"

Levin: "I... I rise in support of the Motion to recede. It was
my Amendment., The..,. the reference to Department was left
intact by a subsequent Amendment, and rather than go to a
Conference Comnittee, you know, I have no problem with...
with receding. I would, however, just ask Representative
stuffle, 1is it your intention as one of the Sponsors of
this Bill, that even though we are deleting Apendment &4,
that the council would, in fact, conduct public hearings
for the purpose of soliciting testimony from parents,
students, school personnel and others coacerning the health
hazards of asbestos in the schools, and that they would, in
their report to the General Assembly, summarize the results
of that testimony2®

Stuffle: "Absolutely, that's the case, and that's the intent of
the Bill, and the intent of this Sponsor, and the intent of
the Senate Sponsor, Senator Beurwman.”

Levin: "Thank you very much, I support the Motion to recede."

Speaker Greiman: ™MTFhe Gentleman from Cook, Mr. Piel.®

Piel: ©"A guestion of the Chair, MNr. Speaker. If the Hotion
prevails or if the Motion is brought to a vote, that is
final action on the Bill, correct2®

Speaker Greiman: "That's right. . This is a Motion to recede. So
if the Apendment is... if swe recede from the Amendment,
that will be final action on the Bill."

Piel: "Right. The Gentleman basically explained the Amendment,
but now, seeing as we are technically voting on the Bill,
could he explain the Bill for us, please2"”

Speaker Greiman: "WHell if you'd like to ask him gquestions about
the Bill, you can certainly ask him.%

Piel: "Hill the Gentlenman yield?*®
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Speaker Greiman: "Sure, he'll yield for questions.®

Piel:

"Hgould you please explain the Bill before we vote on it2"

Stuffle: "The Bill is the Asbestos Bill with regard to the public

Piel:

and nonpublic schools in Illinois, as we discussed here and
in Committee at great, great length, and it came out of
here onmn 113 or so votes. It now would require the state
through the Department of Public Health, to begin an
inspection of public and nonpublic school buildings and to
report the results of that inspection by 1988 with regard
to ascertaining the problems and the cost of those
problems. It would require the entity that puts together
as a council, not a commission that's unpaid, to provide a
nethod of proposed state funding and report back to +this
General Assenbly. It would then require when there is a
state funding scheme in place, that we have remediation -
either in whole or in part - of asbestos related problens
in those schools, by three years from the date that a
funding scheme with state money and/or federal money is put
in place. It would reguire that federal momney be used in
lieu of state money, amnd it would of course, as I
indicated, involve hearings that would allow interested
parties in +the schools, public or private, to raise
questions about proposals regarding elimination of
asbestos. And that asbestos removal plan could be
complete, it could be partial, or it could involve
encapsulation, as Representative Brummer asked on Third
Reading."

"Thank you. One quick question. I noticed, larry, that
you mentioned private schools., Now if Amendment... if
Amendsment #2 is still... is that still oo the Bill, doesn't
this deal just with public schools, or does it also deal

with private schools?®

Stuffle: "de, the Committee, took the nonpublic schools out. On
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the floor they were put back in. Subsequent efforts to
take them out failed, so they are still in.®

Piel: "Thank you very much."

Speaker Greiman: “There being no further discussion, the guestion
is, *Shall the House recede from House Amendment #4 to
Senate #16442¢ All those in favor signify by voting ‘*aye?’,
those opposed vote ‘'no'. This is final action... final
action. Have all voted wbo wish? Have all voted who wish?

Mr. Clerk, take the record. On this question, there are
111 voting 'aye', none voting *no', 3 voting *present', and
the House does recede from House Amendment 4 to Senate Bill
1644, And this Bill, having received the Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared passed. On the Order of
Nonconcurrence appears Senate Bill 1844, Hiss Braun. HNiss
Braun in the chamber? Out of the record. Obn the Order of
Nonconcurrence appears Senate Bill 1864, Mr. Vinson. Mr.
Vinson? OQut of the... Out of the record.. On the Order of
Nonconcurrence appears Senate Bill 1870, Miss Barmes. Out
of the record. We will, as they say in show business, take
it from the top. So that on the Order.... Order of
Concurrence, page two of the Calendar appears House Bill
1563, Mr. McGanm, Out of the record. On the Order of
Concurrence, page three of the Calendar appears House Bill
2296, Hr. Hallock. Out of the record. On the Order of
Concurrence, on page three of the Calendar appears House
Bill 2388, Nr. Bwing. WMr. Ewing, 23882 MHr. Ewing, 23882
Cut of the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears
House Bill 2600, Mr. Bullock. Mr. Bullock, 26002 out of
the record. On the Order of Concurrence appears House Bill
2605, Mr. Stuffle. Out of the record. For what purpose
does the Gentleman from Bureau, Bre Mautinmo, seek
recognition?®

Mautino: "Mr. Speaker, the last couple votes we've been pushing
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Speaker

Clerk

my button but the light doesn’t come on. I'd like to have
the.es not the speak button but the *yes', and *no' and
'present?’ buttons. I'd like to have the engineer put it
together or whatever. W®ill you please?®

Greiman: "Okay. Nr. Mauotino, for better or for ill, you
are recorded on the last Roll Calls, so it is connecting
here. It may be on your light. Turn Mr. Mautino om. VYes,
you're recorded ‘aye' on the last Roll Call. Alright,
Ladies and Gentlemen, we are going to do some Agreed
Resolutions. That is mnot a signal *o leave. We have a
great deal of besiness to do this evening. Agreed
Resolutions.®
Leone: “House Besolution 1134, McGann - Keane; 1135, Jane
Barnes; 1136, McNamara; 1137 - Panayotovich; 1139, Johnson
- Stuffle; 1140, McCracken; House Joint Resolution 177,

Wojcik - Rarpiel.?

Speaker Greiman: "The Gentleman from Winnebago, Mr. Giorgi."

Giorgi:

Speaker

"Mr. Speaker, 1134, by McGann, congratulates Lieutenant
Hugh Smith; 1135, by Barnes, coangratulates the Chief of the
Lemont Police Department; 1136, by NMcBamara, honors the
Harold L. Richards Girls* vVarsity Softball Team; 37 (sic -
1137), by Panayotovich, congratulates Anthony Kowalski on
his 20 years of leadership; 1139; by Jobhnson, cormends a
former colleague of ours, John C. Hirschfeld; and 1140, by
McCracken, honors a soccer team; 177 (sic - House Joint
Resolution 177), by Wojcik, notes that the Village of
Hoffman Bstates.e... 6 25th anniversarye. I mnmove for the
adoption of the Agreed Resolutions.®

Greiman: "The Gentlepan from Winnebago has moved for the
adoption of the Agreed Resolutions. All in favor signify
by saying ‘aye', those opposed *no'. 1In the opinion of the
Chair, the *ayes® have it, and the Resolutions are adopted.

General Resolutions.®
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Clerk Leone: "House Resolution (133, LeFlore et al; 1138, Pangle;
and House Joint Resolution 176, Vinson - Giorgi.®

Speaker Greiman: "Conmmittee on Assignment. Representative
Madigan in the Chair.”

Speaker Madigan: "On page three of the Calemdar, on the Crder of
Concurrence there appears House Bill 2369. And on that
guestion, the Chair recognizes Mr. Vinson."

Vinson: "Nr. Speaker, I would move to nonconcur in Asendoent...
Senate Amendment 1 to House Bill 2368. "

Speaker Madigan: "Mr. Vinson, did you move to nonconcur? The
Gentleman moves to nonconcur in Senate Amendment #1. Those
in favor say 'aye', those opposed say *no'. The ‘ayes?®
have it. The House does nonconcar in Senate Amendment #1.
For what purpose does Nr. Cullerton seek recognitionz®

Cullerton: "Mr. Speaker, initially I thought that House Bill 2605
was on the board when we just had that Hotion."

Speaker Madigan: "Did you wish to call 26052"%

Cullerton: "No, I just vanted to know if the board was correct.
Which Bill did he just nonconcur in2%

Speaker Madigan: "lLet the record show that we have just
nonconcurred in House Bill 2368."

Cullerton: "“Pine. Thank you."”

Speaker Madigan: "On page two of the Calendar, on the Order of
Senate Bills Third Beading there appears Senate Bill 1733.
Nr. Vinson, do you wish to call 17332v

Vinson: "No, thank you."

Speaker Madigan: "You understand that today is the deadline for
consideration of that Bill."

Vinsomn: "Yes, I think we had a discussion on that yesterday
evening. "

Speaker Madigan: "Thank you, Mr. Vinson. On the Order of Senate
Bills Third BReading there appears Senate Bill 1730, Mr.

Jaffe. The Clerk informs the Chair that the matter bhas
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already been put on the Order of Interim Study. On the
Order of Sepate Bills Third Reading there appears Senate
Bill 1850. The Chair recognizes Hr. Cullerton.”

Cullerton: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. I would move to suspend the deadline for
consideration of House... Senate Bill 1850 until midnight
on Friday the 29th of June, 1984,"

Speaker Madigan: "The Gentleman moves to suspend the deadline for
consideratiorn of Senate Bill 1850. The Chair recognizes
¥r. Daniels.”

Daniels: "Could he hold that Motion until we find out what kind
of work we get done today?"

Speaker Madigan: "He did a lot of work today, Mr. Daniels.®

Daniels: "Not enough. - Where's the work2®

Speaker Madigan: "Hr. Cullerton.®

Cullerton: "We want to get along. That's the program, so I*'d be
happy to defer for the Minority Leader.”

Speaker Madigan: "HWould everybody be a little quiet for awhile
until we get things worked out up here? Alright, where's
Zale? Zale? The Chair recognizes Mr. Daniels.®

Daniels: "Mr. Speaker, we have discovered that it will take at
least an hour to print the Amendments that have been filed
on the fair Bill. So in all fairness to the fair people
that are here, we thought we would... should leave this
evening and come back tomorrow at 10:00. And Jo Oblinger
would like to stay and work the rest of the night. So with
that understanding that she can stay, 1 would move to
extend +the deadlines in the follquing Bills until tomorrow
night, midmnight, Senate Bill 1733, Senate Bill 1850, Senate
Bill 1889 and Senate Bill 1893. Those Bills are the
tourism, that hyped package of tourism for the State of
Illinois, the Compensation Pay Review Board Conmnission Bill

and the 'FAP' 431. 2and as I understand, Mr. Speaker, that
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has your agreement, Sir."

Speaker HMadigan: "Mr. Daniels, you may wish to add Senate Bill
1562, which is an appropriation Bill.®

Daniels: "And Senate Bill 1562, which is an appropriation Bill."

Speaker Madigamn: "Right."

Daniels: #Buddy."

Speaker Madigan: "Nr., Daniels..."

Daniels: "Sir..."

Speaker #Madigan: "...moves to postpone the deadline for
consideration of those Bills until tomorrow. And the Chair
recognizes Mr, Cullerton."

Cullerton: "Yes, MNr. Speaker, I have no objection to that
Motion."

Speaker Hadigan: "Is there leave for the Gentleman's Motion?
Leave is granted using the Attendance Roll Call. The Chair
is prepared to adjourn unless there is some other matter to
be brought before the Body. #e plan to come into Session
tomorrow at 10:00 a.m. And Mr. Cullerton so moves that the
House stand adjourned wuntil 10200 a.m., in the morning.
Those in favor say 'aye', those opposed say ‘no‘. The

tayes® have it. #He stand adjourned.®
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