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PRESIDENT:

Prayer by the Chaplain, Reverend Miton Q. Konnett, Pastor of the
London Mills Methodist Church. Pastor Konnett.

PRESIDENT:

Reading of the journal. Moved by Senator Egan that the reading of
the journal be dispensed with. All in favor signify by saying aye. Con-
trary minded. The motion prevails.' Committee reports.

SECRETARY :

Senator Donnewald, Chairman on the Assignment of Bills, assigns the
following to Committee: Executive, Senate Bills 1278, 1279, 1280, 1293
and 1296; Judiciary, House Bill 1855; Labor and Commerce, Senate Bills
1281, 1282 and 1283; Appropriations Division of the Committee on Public
Finance, Senate Bills 1274, 1275, 1276, 1277, 1284, 1286 and 1287; Revenue,
Senate Bill 1292; Constitutional Implementation, Senate Bills 1285, 1288,
1289, 1290, 1291, 1294 and 1295. Senator Cherry, Chairman of the Execu-
tgve Committee reports out the following: House Bill 3033 with the reco-
mmendation do pass and re—referred to the Appropriations Division of the
Committee on Public Finance. House Joint Resolution No. 11, recommend
adoption. Senate Joint Resolution No. 3, recommend adoption as amended.
Senate Joint Resolution No. 4, recommend adoption. Senate Joint Reso-
lution No. 35 recommend adoétion.

PRESIDENT:

Introduction of bills.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill No. 1297, introduced by Senator Sours. A Bill for an
Act to amend Section 3-808 of the Illinois Vehicle Code. Senate Bill
No. 1298, introduced by Senator Horsley. A Bill for an Act to amend
Section 30 of the Illinois Plumbing License Law. Senate Bill No. 1299,
introduced by Senator Weaver. A Bill for an Act to amend Section 1 and
é of an Act making certaiA_appropriations and reappropriations to the
Board of Trustees of the University of Illiﬁois. First reading of the

bills.




PRESIDENT:

. If you will turn to page 2 of your calendar. Senate Bills returned
following action by the Governor. 67, Semator Laughlin.
SENATORlLAUGHLIN:

Well, Mr. President, I don't really know how to get rid of this,
whether I let it alone or whether I make a motion; but whatever we have
to do to get rid of it and have no action on it or kill it or whatever
is what, I want to do. .

PRESIDENT:

You can make..., do we have a motion on it?
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

No, you don't have a motion.

PRESIDENT:

I understand...I'm just advised Senator McCarthy has filed a motion
on it.

SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

. Oh.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee. "~
SENATOR PARTEE:

Just to clarify it. Senator McCarthy has filed a motion which may
or may not go. So we'll just hold it. Something has to happen to it
today anyway, SO.

PRESIDENT :

It dies today if no action is taken. Senator McCarthy has...Do
you wish to take up youf ﬁotion on 677 )
SENATOR MC CARTHY:

What T would like to do is call it later in the day, if it is to
be called.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. You let the chair know.
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SENATOR MC CARTHY:
i Do I have the conseng for that, to call...
PRESIDENT:

You have the consent of the Body on that. ZLeave is granted. 131.
Is Senator Ozinga on the floor? 576, Senator Baltz. 576. So there is
no misunﬁerstanding, today is the final day for any Senator to take any
action on any of these measures. 719, Senator Graham. 719. 223, Sen-
ator Merritt. 223. 475, Senator Baltz. Senator Baltz. &75. 717,
Senator Weaver. 717. 1213, Senator Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE: i

We're going to go on it.today, but not at this precise moment. {
PRESIDENT : o '

Alright. We will refer to that later. 277, Senator Fawell. 636.
Is Senator Walker on the floor? Senator Carroll. Okay. On the prev-
ious column, may I have your attention. On the previous column, on
page 2, Concurrencelin Executive Amendments to House Bills, previous
colﬁmn on page 2, Concurrencé in Executive Ameﬁdments to House Bills.
687. Is Senator Horsley on the floor? 1516, Senator Bruce. 1628,
Senator Fawell. Senator Fawell, I think you'd better move next door.
Senator Fawell is recognized on Senator Horsley's mike there. Will
the members be in their sea;s. Senator Fawell is recognized.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, the amendatory veto
in this bill clarifies...evidentally what happened was that Amendment
No. 1 somehow didn't get attached in the House, and Amendment No. 1 was
the amendment which made it certain that the tax equivalent grant would
be based upon the 1968 assessed valuation, so it would be frozen to
those assesseq valuations. Evidentally that wasn't clear. The Gover-
nor felt it wasn't clear and his amendatory veto suggests those word;

and the House has already concurred in that, and I would move to con-

cur-in the...




PRESIDENT:
You will have to make your motion in writing. If you will do that
for the Secretary. You can do it later. Senator Laughlin. Just a
moment..:will the members be in their seats. Gentlemen, Senator Carroll,
Senator Egan, Senator Newhouse, Senator Collinms. Géntlemen, Senator
Neistein. Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:
Mr. President and members of'the Senate, would Senator Fawell yleld
to a question?
PRESIDENT:
He indicates he will.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:
It seems to me when this bill passed, it had a provision either in
%Ls original form or by amendment that said there was a cut-off period
beyond which there would be no equivalency payment. Is that still
right?
PREéIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL ~
Yes...yes, that is right. The grants authorized by this Act shall
be paid to qualifying school districts for five comsecutive years from
the effective date of this Act.
PRESIDENT:
Is there further discussion? Senator Dougherty.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY :
What are they talkiné about, Mr. President?
PRESIDENT:
1628, House Bill 1628.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY:
. 1628.
PRESIDENT:

Right. It's on page 2, Concurrence in Executive Amendments to House
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Bills, column 3. Is there further discussion? Secretary will call the
roll.
SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,

Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Davidson, Dénnewald, Dougherty, .
Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley, Hynes, Johns,>
Knuepfer, Knupﬁel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin, Lyons, McBroom,
McCarthy...
PRESIDENT:

Senato% Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I have a little staff hiatus here this morning. I was wonderfng if
we could just hold this one for a minute. I think it is alright, but there
;L one thing I would like to find out. Would you just hold it a minute.

I think it is okay, though.
PRESIDENT:

We have to have a unanimous consent on that because we can't hold a
bill once there is a roll call. 1Is there unanimo;s consent to have it
held? 1Is that acceptable, Senafor Fawell? We will get bacg to that.

1753, Senator Kosinski. Alright now, just a second. Let me remind the
Senators again today is the last day that we can act upon these bills.
Yes, Senator Clarke, I'm sorry, we are not limited to today on these.
SENATOR CLARKE: -

Mr. President, I just want to bring up a point of procedure. Last
week we agreed, without much argument, to waive the six day rule on commit-
tees. Mr. Pro Tempore, I‘am addressing my'remarks to you so I'd like...
last week we agreed to waive the rules on bills being heard in committee
being posted for six days. We did agree, however, on a 24-hour notice so
that we at least would knoy what bills were coming up so tﬁat our stéff
would have an opportunity to provide our members with the necessary mater-
ial to intelligently vote on them. And, of course, this is an exercise in

futility anyway with the overweighted committees in your favor. But this
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morning, let me point out that a very important bill dealing with the sub-
jecF of personal property tax, Senate Bill No. 1292, was reported out at
8:30 of the Revenue Committee. At 10 o'clock on this floor it was assigned
to the Revenue Committee, and if we are going to play these kind of games,
then I would suggest that we either vote all the bills out of committee;
let's put them on the floor and we will discuss them here at length and
forget about the committee structure or else let's just kill them all and
go home. Now I think this kind of thing is really terrible, and I would
just suggest that let's be more careful and give us the notice on bills,
or let's just -forget about the committees.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee. -
SENATOR PARTEE:
/ I'm sorry, I didn't really hear the part of your statement that causes
you the pain. What was it that happened this morning? What was the num-
ber of the bill?
PRESIDENT :

Senator Clarke.
SENATOR CLARKE: “

Senate Bill 1292 was voted out qf the Revenue Committee at 8:30. this
morning. At 10 o'clock it Qas assigned to the Revenue Committee. So
they voted a bill out.that they'd never even had assigned, and I just sug-
gest that our members were not avare it was coming up. I was five minutes
late and missed it, and it is really meaningless to have a committee hear-
ing under those circumstances.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lyons.
SENATOR LYONS:

Well, I don't know where this information comes from. The bill was
assigned yesterday. The ;;nouncement was made today that the bill had
been assigned yesterday. The Committee on the Assignment of Bills met

yesterday, assigned the bill to the Revenue Committee; Senator Donnewald
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got up and said that the bill was going to be assigned to Revenue and it
"would be heard in Revenue this morning. Senator Course, Chairman of the
Revenue Committee, got up yesterday afternoon and said Senate Bill 1292
would be heard in Revenue Committee this morning. Senator Sours, the
minority spokesman on the Senate Revenpe Committee, came over to me and
. said, wh;t does the bill do? I told him what it did. So, there was no

attempt on the part of anybody to be at all covert about this. The prob-
lem is that we're operating on a short schedule, but everybody who had
any interest was informed by me, by Senator Donnewald and Senator Course
yesterday that this bill would be heard this morning in the Revenue Com-
mittee.
PRESIDENT: -

Senator Sours. Excuse me, Senator Lyons.
SENATOR LYONS:

I said in the Committee this morning that we had to get .the bill
out of there because we are facing a dead line, but that I would hold
it on second reading for a féw days to talk wiéh anybody who had any-
thing to say about it.
PRESIDENT: "

Senator Sours;
SENATOR SOURS:

I should like to make this statement which I think is indicative
of the situation prevailing in the Senate. I didn't bother to attend
that meeting today because we don't have enough in our committee to
kill the bill anyway. It's a bill that plainly violates the last clause
of the first paragraph of the l4th amendment, so I think we'll put our
best efforts here on the floor rather than waste time in that committee.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I hope, Senator Sours, that we never_reach a point that we will

only attend committee meetings if we feel that our position is going
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to preponderate. I think to do otherwise aborts the entire committee
system. For several years in this body, I attended meetings of commit-
tees where the votes were 2 to 1 against my position in many instances.
I did not lose hope; I did not lose faith. It is an American tradition
to always present your position and try to persuade peoplé to your posi- ..
tion. I find you an eloquent man and Ibwould hope that you would never
subjugate your eloquence to any belief that you cannoct perﬁuade people
to follow your viewpoint. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sours.
SENATOR SOURS:

In reply to the good Senator Partee, I would like to make this state-
ment, too. As we look over the last session and some of the horrible
legislation that got through those committees, believe me, sometimes it
makes some of us feel we would rather go and yell down a sewer. That's
how we feel. We will put our good licks on the floor where everybody
can‘hear it. .

PRESIDENT:
Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

I wonder if Senator Partee would yield to a question?
PRESIDENT:

He indicates that...let the Chair add that all of this is out of or-
der and we are going to get back to the point of order very shortly. Sen-
ator Horsley.

SENATOR HORSLEY:

You mentioned that you sat in this Senate when the ratio was 2 to 1.
Sir, wasn't that because theré was twice as many Republicans as there were
Democrats, and the ratio was exactly proportionate to the number of sena-
tors, which is contrary to the way it is mow on an 8 to 5, where you have

a tie vote? Is that correct, Sir? . .
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PRESIDENT:
,

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I will answer what purports to be a question, but what is really
an affirmative sentence. Yes, that was the ratio, Senator, and that,
of course, is ancient history.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin, and then we Are going to procded.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Mr. President, I would like to make this point and I would like to
make it to Senator Partee ana anyone else. I was there at 8:30 this |
morning. I didn't hear this announcement, but I am sure they were ‘made
as its been stated. But you over-looked the point that there are people
in the public sector who have an interest in these bills who would be
there to testify for or against, and you are depriving them by this
means of a chance to be heard. And that is wrong.

PRESIDENT : . -

Senator Lyons, we will let you respond and tﬁen we'll try to get
back to business. “
SENATOR LYONS:

Well, I didn't set up the schedule for this abbreviated session of
the General Assembly. All I know is that we have a rule to the effect
that Octoﬁer 28th is the last day for action on bills introduced in the
Senate. I would have introduced this bill last spring except for the
court decision which prompted me to introduce. it was not handed down
until the sumer. In tﬁe.month of August, if you please, so the fact
that there are a lot of people who might be interested is probably a
fact. But that doesn't means that we must defer action on this. I
have an idea that the personal property people, the people who are in-
terested in the personal property tax, are well-schooled in the ways of
communicating their desires to members of this body. They have been

doing it for about 20 years that I am aware of and with a great degree
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of success, I might add.
PRE?IDENT:

2063, Senator Hall. Do you wish to take action on that now? 2063.
We're on page 2, last column, second to the top bill listed there. If
you want, Senator, we can come back to that if you please.

SENATOR HALL:

Would you please.
PRESIDENT:

We'll do that. 2769. 1Is Senator Gilbert on the floor? Also, on
the Secretary;é desk are Nonconcurrence in Senate Amendments. 247, Sena-
tor Neistein. 247 on page 2, column 3. Nonconcurrence in Senate Ameéd—
ments. Bill by Representative Hart. You are the Senate sponsor of it.
SENATOR NEISTEIN:

We're trying to work it out with the Bar Association and their...
Austin Fleming is going to be down here. He wants to talk to me about
it.

PRESIDENT:

Alright, 248, the same. 1121, Senator Rosander. Senator Rosander.
SENATOR ROSANDER: “

Is that House Bill 1121?

PRESIDENT: -

That is House Bill 1121.
SENATOR ROSANDER:

I move that the Senate does not recede from the Senate amendment and
that a Conference Committee be appointed.
PRESIDENT:

The motion is that the Senate refuse to recede from its amendments
on House Bill_llZl. We're on page 2, column 3, Nonconcurrence in Senate
Amendments. Senator Rosander moved that the Senate refuse to recede. Is
there any discussion? Secretary will call the roll.

SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
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Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley,
‘Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin,
Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse,
Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, Palmer, Partee...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Senator Rosander, there seems to be a little confusion here based on
the questiogs‘asked me by some of mi'membership. But is the situation
that grew out of Rockford, particularly Qhere a bus driver who had con-
tracted with parents, and skipped town and left them with no service?
Now, what does this bill do now to prevent this kind of eventuality?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Rosander.

SENATOR ROSANDER:

. Well, the amendment in question is that particu;ar contracting bus
company must file, with the Superintendent of Pubiic Instruction, a bond
assuring performance of-the contract Sy the school bus company. And, this
was brought up in the Senatg Education Committee, and that was the recom—
mendation of the Committee, that that type of amendment be put on. I
accepted the amendment to make it a better bill and it was passed on in
the Senate. My understanding is that in the last remaining days of the
session, that apparently there was a misunderstanding when that amendment
was brought up for concurrence, and it along with some others, was placed
on a nonconcurrence. I héve already talkéé with the House sponsor. T
don't think there is any problem in getting the House to accept the amend-
ment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.

SECRETARY:

...Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours,
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Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Donnewald; aye. Graham, aye. Baltz, aye. Sours, aye. JLatherow,
aye. Ozinga, aye. Gilbert, aye. On that question the yeas are 40, the
nays are none. The Senate refuses to recede. Senator Rosander, if you
can mention this to Senator Smith, I don't see.him right now, that a
Conference Committee has to be appointed on this. Is Senator Carroll on
the floor? Senator Carroll, 2867.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Mr. Presfdent, Senators, House'Bill 2867. I would ask that the
Senate not recede from Senate amendment No. 1 and that a Conference Com-
mittee be appointed. o
PRESIDENT:

The motion is that the Senate refuse to recede. Incidentally, the
Cﬁair was in error in calling for aAroll call. We don't need a roll call
u&less it is demanded on the motion to refuse to recede since that is not
fingl action. Is there any discussion? All in favor of the motion to
refuse to recede signify by saying aye. Contrary'minded. Senate refuses
to recede. Senator Hall, are you ready on your mbtion? On Concurrence
in Executive Amendment to House Bills. 2063. Senator Hall is recognized.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. President and members of the Senate,
I move to accept the specific recommendation of the Governor as to House
Bill 2063 in the manner and form as follows: Amend House Bill 2063 on
page 2, line 8, by deleting the word truckster. That's all there is to
it. . h
PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Senator Laughlin.

SENATOR LAUGHLIN: _

Not knowing for sure what a truckster is, Senator, will you tell me

the significance of the change suggested by the Governor?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

I will be happy to, Senator. The Governor returned this. He said,
pursuant to the authority vested in me under Article IV, Section 9, in
the Cons;itution, I am returning this for the recommendation of the
word change. This bill will add the classification of truckster to
those vehicles exempted from safety.tests. The Department of Law Enforce-
ment informs me that they are presently testing trucksters and feel that
they should continue to do so. With the maximum permissable...So that's
the whole thing.

PRESIDENT: ) -

Is there further discussion? - The Secretary will call the roll.

SECRETARY :

| Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll, Chew,
Cfarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald, Dougherty, Egan,
Fawéll, Gilbert, Graham, Groén, Hall, Harris, Horsley, Hynes, Johns,
Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Léughlin, Lyons, McBroom,
McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhbuse, Nihill, 0'Brien,
Ozinga, Palmer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein, Savickas,
Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinar;ki, Vaﬁalabene, Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.

SENATOR GROEN:

Mr. President, before this roll call is announced, I would apologize
to the Sengte Sponsor. I.was not listening. I was distracted. Could
he tell me what this amendment does.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Hall, there is a question being directed to you.
SENATOR GROEN:
Senator, I apologize to you. I was béing distracted and did not

hear your explanation, if vou made one. Can you tell me what this amend-~
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ment does?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

What this does, Senator, is simply deleting thé word truckster. And
I explained it, that this bill would add the claésification of truckster
to those vehicles exempted from safety tests. The Department of Law Fn-
forcement informs me that they are éresently testing trucksters and feel
that they should continue to do so. So, by deleting this it will allow
them to contiﬂue on testing these tfﬁcksters.

PRESIDENT: ‘

Is there any...? Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:

i In other words, this would not eliminate them from being tested, but
would continue to require them to be tested.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
That is correct, Stnator.
PRESIDENT:

Carroll, aye. Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

I don't interpret this in that fashion, and, Mr. President, I rise
on a point of personal privilege, already having voted. But, it seems to
me that this is adding trucksters to the exempted list. Isn't that cor—
rect?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall, you have another question over here. Can you recog-

nize Senator Hall on Senator Groen's mike?
SENATOR HALL:
Senator...Could you hold that? I'll go over to the Senator and we

can...
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PRESIDENT:

Well, we're on roll call.
SENATOR HALL:

Oh! We're on roll call? Now what was your question Senator?
PRESIDENT:

I think if you re-read the Governor's message, as you did before,
that this will clarify it for Senator Berning.

SENATOR HALL: '

This amends House Bill 2063 on page 2, line 8, by deleting the word
truckster. This bill would.add the classification of truckster to those
vehicles exempted from safety tests. The Department of Law Enforcement
informs me that they are presently testing trucksters and feel that they
should continue to do so. Does that clarify that for you, Senator?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

‘ That seems to me to be absolutely contradictory. The amendment
strikes trucksters from those examined and you sa& the police department
wants to examine. These are contradictory positions. I don't know what
you are trying to do here, Feally.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen. Let's have some order. Just a moment. Please.
SENATOR GROEN:

In reply to Senator Berning, I did not vote for this bill when it
was previously considered by the Senate. The reason I didn't is because
the bill in it's originéllform exempted small trucks of under 5 thousand
pounds. I wanted those to continue to be tested. Now they added the word
truckster in the House and this would also eliminate them. The Governor
said he wants trucksters to continué to be examined rather than have them
also eliminated, and that is on the recommendation of the Department of
Public Safety. So, Senator Hall is correct in his interpretatiom and if

you favor the retention of trucksters in that category to be required to
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continue to be inspected, then you vote aye on this,
PRESTIDENT:

On that question the yeas are 46, the nays are none. The Senate con-
curs in the executive amendment. Senator Gilbert, would you want to take
up 2769 now? Senator Gilbert,.2769.

SENATOR GILBERT:

I have filed a proper motion in relation to 2769, have I not there...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Gilbert.

SENATOR GILBERT:

I move that we concur with the Goveinor's amendment with this ané the
action of the House, because this merely brings this bill in the sdme con-
formity with House Bill 1149, which passed in the spring session and signed
by the Governor; and also, there is a correction in the spelling of one of
the words in the bill. This deals with the statewide library system and,
as I say, is in conformity, to make this bill conform, with the language
and‘makes no substantive chaﬂge in those entitied to state library services.
PRESIDENT: '

Is there any discussion? Secretary will call the roll.

SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley,
Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin,
Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Ne?stein, Newhouse,
Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, ?almer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein,
Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Berning, aye. GroenEane. Hall, aye. On that question the yeas
are 40, the nays are none. Senate concurs in the executive amendment.
Senator Horsley, you were off the floor when 687 was called. Do you wish

to take that up? Concurrence to Executive Amendment to a House Bill. Sen-
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;tor Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

I have filed the motion. The House has already concurred in the
executive amendment and I have filed a motion asking that we also concur
in the amendment. In drafting the bill, we set the age at 18 for exec-
utors, but we did not change it to.18 for administrators. So the Gover-
nor sent it back with the recommendation that the law be made uniform
as to administrators and executors Both, and since the law now hés been
signed by the Governor making 18 ‘the age of majority for both men and
women; why, hé suggests that we have administrators and executors uni-
form so I would move that werconcur and ask for a favorable roll call[
PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Senator Sours.

SENATOR SOURS:

I don't want to oppose the good Senator on this, but there is a
vast distinction between an executor, who is named by the testator, and
an ;dministrator, who in man§ instances is a pﬁre accident...a pure
accidental appointment. I would be incliried to vbte against agreeing
with the Governor in this case because of those two differences...,
because the two people are different. One is designated, and certainly
the testator ought to know whom he wants to handle his affairs; whereas,
the other, as I say, may be just some fortuitous appointment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rock,
SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, Mr. President'aﬁd members of the Senate. I think Senator Sours
is correct. We had this bill in the Judiciary Committee, as I recall, and
we talked about this particular aspect of it; and I thought we deliberately
did not want to include th}s other group. It's one thing to ask for unifor-
mity, but this has been through the Committee hearing and that was the
feeling of the committee. We could have just as easily put it on in the

Committee hearing, and I think that Senator Sours and Senator Knuppel and,
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if T recall, Senator Laughlin, we discussed this.
PRE?IDENT:

Senator Laughlin. Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Well, Mr. President, I'm sure that we did discuss it. I don't happen _
to share the feeling of Senator Sours. I share the feeling of Senator
Horsley that it should be uniform. Obviously, too, if you're an adminis-
tratox, you are required, under all-circumstances, to be bonded. Very
often the testator in a will makes a provision, which he has a right to
do, to say that bond shall be waived or that security in a bond shall be

. i
waived. The Court also has grounds within the statutory designation %f
preference to pick and choose. And, so, while it's possible that in a
given situation you might have someone that the Court would rather not
appoint, the Court is not bound to appoint someone who is completely
irrespﬁnsible, and I don't believe the distinction warrants the difference
in the.vote.
PRESIDENT:

Is there further discussion? The Secretary will call the roll.
Senator Horsley? "
SENATOR HORSLFEY:

Senator Rock, I do not‘have the same recollection of the Judiciary
meeting that you have.

PRESIDENT:

Just a moment. We are faced with a problem of that sandblésting out
there that doesn't help anything at all. If we can keep the noise in the
body to a minimum. If e could get that State Treasurer to keep a little
more silent there now. Senator Walker, do you think you can help on si-
lencing the State Treasurer? Alright. Senator Horsley.

SENATOR HORSLEY:

As 1 sajd awhile ago: I do not have the same recollection you doj

because, as being the sponsor of the billj it was not done deliberately

and was an oversight. Now, I can see all the reason in the world where
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it should be maybe just the opposite, because the administrator will
probably be the wife of the decedent or, if he doesn't have a widow,
then it will be his children and why shouldn't the 18 year old be his
child. If he didn't want that child to be the administrator, he then
would have a will nominating somebody else to be an executor of his
will. So, I think it's very equitable to let the same child who could
be an executor nominated by the testator to be the administrator because
it's purely within the control of tﬂe decedent, and if he.didn't want
that child to be the administrator he could make a will and nominate
somebody else: And as further poinféd out, that child is going to have
: i

to be under bond because, here again, if the decedent wanted him to sgrve
without bond he could say so in his will. So, I seeinothing wroné,with
this, and 1 urge a yes vote on it.
PRESIDENT:

The Secretary will call the roll. Just a moment. Senator Knuppel
is recognized.
SENATOR KNUPPEL:

Just a parliamentary inquiry. Does an aye Q;te mean that 18 year
olds can serve? B
PRESIDENT:

The...An affirmative vote means concurrence in the Executive Amend-
ment. The chair doesn't want to...
SENATOR KNUPPEL:

Then that means that an 18 year old could serve.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Horsley wiillhave to answer that question.
SENATOR HORSLEY: -

That is ‘correct. Yes.
PRESIDENT :

Senator Knuppei.
SENATOR KNUPPEL:

My recollection of the bill was that we passed it out of here that
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way when it left the Senate and that it must have been amended in the
House, because I opposed -- here on the floor -~ I opposed lowering in
the age for administrators and executors to 18 and I'm sure I did not
prevail. And, I think this was amended in the House at a later time.
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

Senator, it was not amended in the House. By inadvertence, it
applied only to executors and not administrators, and that's why the
Governor sent‘it back saying that ié'you are going to allow an executor
to be 18, then the administrator should carry the same age, and that's
why we have the matter back before us. h
PRESIDENT:

! Senator Knuppel.
SENATOR KNUPPEL:

It's all well and good to say that he could have drawn a will, but
the fact of the matter is many wealthy people, many people who ought to
have wills, don't have them. And, I think that it is a good thing to
have a person, when he't able to name somebody it's fine to say if he
wants to name somebody 18 years old, but I think it takes more businéss
experience, it takes something more than just being 18 years old, some-
thing more than the right to vote to serve in a position of trust, such
as this, even though the person is under bond. We have many public of-
ficials under bond who go out of the country and leave many serious doubts
surrounding them where thgy've left from. That bond thing don't mean so
awfully much. And, I personally feel in this case, that there's a dif-
ference between where a man says I want my 18 year old son to serve and
someplace where he hasn't drawn a will, because many important people,
many people with a lot of business experience, don't bother to draw wills.
And, I don't think that if they could come back that they would want
an 18 year old to serve as an administrator. But where. they have.ex-

pressly expressed themselves, that's difference. So, I will not vote to-
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allow, and I will encourage others here, please, not to vote to allow
18 year olds to serve as administrators.
PRESIDENT:

The Secretary will call the roll.

SECRETARY : ' -

Arrington, Baltz, Berning...

PRESIDENT:

Senétor Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. Pr;sident, T would just 1i£é to suggest to the members of the body
that there are certdin instances where aée and the accumulation of wisdom
which does occur is still recognized as being a valid breaking'poiﬁt. If
my recollection serves me, the righ§ to serve in the Legislature is still
contingent upon achieving the age of 21. If that is defensible, certainly
then there are other situations. It would seem to me that the right to be
an administrator or executorvought to also be contingent upon a certain
deg;ee of maturity and I would like to vote mno.

SECRETARY:

+..Bidwill, Bruce,“Carpentier, Carroll, Cherry, Chew, Clarke...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, on this bill, as Senator Horsley so carefully stated,
accurately so, that the bill was returned to the legislature because the
word administrator was left out, and the Governor's veto message was if
he can be an executor he can be an admini;trator, which makes sense. Now,
as we all know that age 18 is eligible to vote, and they've been fighting
our wars for years gone by; and, we are going to have to treat these’
people as they are human and sort of get our feet off their necks, it
seems to me that we can trust them to drive our automobiles, we can trust
them to keep this Country in peace, we can trust them to work and have

the ability to start their savings and many, many other things, and
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I think it would be a neglect of our duties if we were to defeat this
bill. I think it's an excellent suggestion from the Governor, and there
aren;t many times that I am in agreement with him, but just yesterday
when we oyerruled a veto of the Governor's, Senator Soper, which I
opposed, the fact of the matter that the will of this Senate will stand
in spite of opposition in which some of us offer. But we may as well
go on across the board, because they are here to stay. And we may as
well start treating them like they ;re human because they are going to
be a part of this system and they are going to fight from within the
system to correct the many ills, and I vote aye.

SECRETARY :

...Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald, Dougherty,

Egan...
PRESIDENT:
i Senator Egan.
SE&ATOR EGAN:
) Mr. President and membegs of the Senate. Whether or not it's a mis-
take of the Page, I don't even have this bill in ﬁy binder.
PRESIDENT: : ~
Just a moment. Let's get some order.
SENATOR EGAN:

I don't have the Governor's message. I don't have the bill in my
binder. I can't remember what we did in the Judiciary Committee, and I
feel totally inadequate because of that to even discuss the bill, let
alone vote on it. It's a shame, if we don't vote this amendment then the
bill is vetoed, is my undérstanding. What we‘are doing is vetoing a bill
without knowing what we are doing, as far as I can see. Could scmebody
suggest, Senator Horsley, what exactly we are doing, please?

PBESIDENT: _

A copy should have been distributed to every Senator, Senator FEgan.
Senator Horsley, you should have had copies-of this bill on your desk.

Were they distributed to the members of the Senate? Do you know?
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SENATOR HORSLEY:
I can't answer that, I don't know. I presume it was. If not, then
we will hold it up for a little while and have them distributed. Wait a
minute. What about...Mr. Wright, were they distributed?
PRESIDENT:
They were put on your desk this morning, apparently.
SENATOR HORSLEY:
Well, I thought they were, I have one on my desk. I presume they
were.
PﬁESIDENT: >
They are being distributed now. Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN: - ) o
Could I make a point of inquir& please. Why aren't these bills in
the House binder?
PRESIDENT:
|
The Chair can't answer...I'm advised by the Secretary that the pro-
cedure is that any bill thatvis passed has been removed from the binders.
Now in reality, probably any bill on which there is some modification
should not be removed from the binders. Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:
Well, I don't really kgow where to go from here. I'd like to have
the bill in the binder the next time we deliberate on it.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Egan does mot cast his vote. Continue with the roll call.
SECRETARY :
...Fawell...
PRESIDENT:
Senator Horsley. Just a ...For what purpose does Senator Horsley
arise?
SENATOR HORSLEY:
I think Senator Egan has raised a ver; valid point. I took it for

granted because I have a copy that was furnished to me that it is in the
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binder. And, I think we are entitled, this is final action on a bill,
gnd_I think when we take final action on a bill every Senator is entitled
to have a copy‘of that bill, together with the amendment, together with
the veto message on his desk. Now, I think his point is valid and I'd
ask the Secretary, do we have enough copies of the bill in the Clerk's

or in the Secretary's office - the Bill Room - that it can be distri-
buted and put back on our desks? wéll, then, Mr. President, I would

ask that you take this out of the réEord for the moment and that these
bills be distributed, together with a copy of the Governor's recommen-
dation. The proposed amendment has already been passed out, and when
they are there we just go back on this matter as though we hadn't
started the roll call. I think his request is valid.

PﬁESIDENT:

We have a motion to postpone consideration. We are on roll call.
Unless there is unanimous consent...There is a request for unanimous
c;nsent to have this pulled out of the record and remain on the calen-—
dar. TIs there objection? Léave is granted. Senate bills on second
reading. 1272, Senator Laughlin. Senator Laughlin.

SENATOR LAUGHLIN: “

Is it...I have to ask Senator Partee. Is it alright to move this
to third reading, if there ;s a question, -we bring it back...Yes? Then
go ahead and call it.

PRESIDENT:

1272.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill number 1272. Second reading of the bill. No committee
amendments.

PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the floor? Third reading. 1273.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill number 1273. Second reading of the bill. No committee

amendments.
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PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the floor? Third re;ding. Senate bills on third
reading. Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I didn't want to belabor that last discussion, but here is the prob-
lem. Seqator Horsley...Senator Horsley and Senate Egan, particularly, I
wish you gentlemen would listen to this. I, too, have been concerned about
that, but one of the problems has béen, the staff does not know which
bills are going to come over from the House on a day by day basis. They
can't..., you know, they don't have them. So what I'm suggesting is that
the members, probably, who have new matters that come over from the House
or otherwise, will have to take personal responsibility of letting us know
what you are going to call so that we can reproduce it and make certain
that every member has a copy. It isn't a question of knowing what's going
to‘be, because they come ove? on a day by day basis, and on a day'by day
basis we have to adjust ourselves to particular matters. And when they
come over we don't know if tﬂe Senate sponsor is going to call them or not,
so the Senate spohsor is going to have to take some responsibility to make
certain that everybody gets a copy.

PRESIDENT:

That is correct. Sena;e bills on third reading. 491. Senator
Ozinga? 492. 1052. Senator Partee. 1052, that series through 1055.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Oh, no. Né. Pass it.

PRESIDENT:

1062. Is Senator 0'Brien on the floor? 1164. Senator Berning? 1194,
Senator Cherry? 1224, Senator Donnewald. Is Senator Donnewald on the.
floor? 1263, Senator Partee? 1266. Senator Partee?

SENATOR PARTEE:

Yes, sir.
PRESIDENT:

1266.
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SENATOR PARTEE:

Now, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This bill is a bill
which would provide for the creation of legislative committees in the vari-
ous legislative districts to f£ill vacancies in the General Assembly. By way
of history, and very brief history, let me say that in the last session... .
PRESIDENT:

Just a moment. For what purpose does Senator Clarke arise?

SENATOR CLARKE:

I don't want to interrupt, but on this bill we do have a proposed...
another amehdﬁent. We don't have it in hand as yet, and we would like to
defer action until we have a chance to talk about it. If that would be
alright with you, Pro Tem. -
PRESIDENT:

/

i Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

When is it contemplated this amendment will be ready?
PREEIDENT: l .

Senator McBroom?

SENATOR MCBROOM: “~
Today.
PRESIDENT:

Yet today, I'm ;dvised. If you can advise the Chair when you have
the amendment ready, and then we will go back to that particular bill.
Senator Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE:

I just want to have‘the understanding‘that we will have it in suffi-
cient time before we adjourn so that we can address ourselves to this bill
today. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Senator McBroom.

SENATOR MCBROOM:

We'll make every effort. I certainly hope so, Senator. (Louder)
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We'll make every effort. I would certainly hope so.
?RE?IDENT:

Senator MéCarthy.
SENATOR MCCARTHY:

I have no objection to an agreement between Senators Clarke, Partee,
and McBroom about some may be amendments that might be submitted and
agreed upon today, but I have deferfed and had the unanimous consent of
this body to call at a later time tbday, out of order, my motion to...
with reference to Senate Bill 67. Now, my concern is, and I dqn't want
to be part of ‘this agreement, is that if they don't have their amend-
ments ready and action is not taken on the bill under consideration, I'm
not going to be bound to postpone my motion on 67 because if I wait until
tomorrow it's all gone. Am I correct in thinking that?

PRESIDENT:
| That is correct...
SENATOR MCCARTHY:

Alright.
PRESIDENT:

You will be recognized on your motion at any time you wish. Sena-
tor Hynes, you wish to make a motion?
SENATOR HYNES: .

Mr. President and members of the Senate. With respect to Senate Bill
1213, which is the appropriation for the Office of the Superintendent of
Public Instruction, the Governor vetoed line items amounting to approxi-
mately $850,000, and I have filed a motion with the Secretary with respect
to one of those items for the Comprehensive Health Education Program in
the ahount of $250,000. And, I therefore move that the item on page 11,
1ines 29 thru 32 and page 12, lines'l and 2 of Senate Bill 1213 be re-
stored.  The item veto of the Governor to the contrary not withstanding.
By way of brief explanation, it is my feeling that possibly this veto,
this item veto, was inadvertent, in that thé Governor pointed out in his

message that the grant-in-aid items being vetoed are not established as
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specific statutory programs imposed by the General Assembly. Unlike
other grant-in-aid programs, there is no indication of the terms for
qualifying for.aid or to whom the aid is directed. At the time these
reductions were made, there ﬂad been passed House Bill 2547, which was
awaiting the Governor's signature. Approximately a month later tﬁe -
Governor signed that bill into law, and that bill is the Comprehensive
Health Education Act, which mandateé the State's first comprehensive
drug education program as well as okferings in fields such as alcohol-
ism and venereal disease. This appropriation is necessary to implement
that program, End without it the proéram will not be implemented for
this fiscal year. The funds involved are $80,000 for the development of
a health education curriculum, $45,000 for programs in the areas Sé sex
education, venereal disease, etc., and $125,000 for intensifying drug
abuse education in our schools. I suggest that this is a very important
iﬁem and I would urge your support for the restoration.
PﬁESIDENT:
. Senator Gilbert.

SENATOR GILBERT:

I rise in opposition to the restoration of tgis sum of $250,000.
And some of the reasons whigh I will give: First, when the Superinten-
dent of Public Instruction submitted his budget request section 1 to the
Governor's office and the Bureau of the Budget, over $1,000,000..., over
$1,000,000 was allotted above that expended last year to the Superinten-
dent's office for various programs that were not itemized. The bill
which Senator Hynes refers to calls for a comprehensive health education
program and establishing éf an advisory coﬁmittee most of whom are already
State officers. Let me read you what this program calls for. The program
established hereunder shall include; but not be limited to, the following
major educational areas as a basis for curriculum in all elementary and
secondary schools in this State: human eco}ogy and health, human growth
and development, prevention and control of disease, public and environ-

mental health, consumer health, safety education and disaster survival,
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mental health and illness, personal health habits, alcohol, drug use and
abuse, tobacco, nutrition and dental health. Now many of the things

that are set out in this program to be developed are already a part of

our program in our schools and many of these things have not been ne-
glected. Thié would merely be a program which they-wculd be coordinated .
and expanded. Now the advisory committee, for which a major part of this ‘
money or $80,000 would be used, it consists of 11 members: the Chairman
of the Illinois Commission on Child;en, the Director of the Illinois De-
partment of Public Health, the Director of the Illinois Department of
Mental Healéhf the Director of the Illinois Department of Children and
Family Services, the Chairman of the Illi;ois Joint Committee on School
Health and six members appointed by the Superintendent. It is the ‘conten—
tion of the Governor's office, I have been in touch with them two times
qLis morning in relation to this matter, is that in the over $1,000,000

in section 1 appropriated to the Superintendent of Public Instruction

that there are sufficient funds to take care of the necessary things

thaé would be necessary in establishing this committee. Certainly they
would not be in a position to do much more than té organize and meet and
establish the programs.. There would not be an opportunity Before July

1st of 1972 to expend large sums of money that could not be obtained by
transfers within the Superintendent as we have asked the universities...
PRESIDENT:

Just a moment. Just a moment; Senator Gilbert has been a courteous
member of this body and is entitled to be heard.
SENATOR GILBERT:

...that there is sufficient opportunit& within "the department for
transfers of funds that would allowed to develop this program-that the
program then would be implemented and funded at the request of the Super-
intendent in the next bienpial..., or in the next annual session on fhe
basis of programs that they have worked upon and established. I urge
the members of this side of the aisle to oppose the restoration of this

sum. We do not feel that we are crippling the program. It is a new pro-
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gram, we think that there are ample funds available to get it started,
that by next year we will know what we need and that it will then be
put into full implementation.

PRESIDENT:

Is there further discussi;n? Senator Hynes may close the debate.
SENATOR HYNES:

Well, very briefly. The monies allocated to the Superintendent of
Public Instruction have been commitkea and are going'to be committed
for this year. There is not additional money available in the Super-—
intendent's budget to finance this program. The Governor cut approx-
imately $850,000 from the bu&get. We are seeking a restoration of leLs
than one third, namely $250,000, for this very vital piogram. And’'I
would suggest that unless this money is restored the comprehensive drug
education program is not going to get off the ground for this fiscal
year. I do believe that the original veto was inadvertent and I am at

a loss to understand why the refusal to reconsider is being maintained.

I would urge your support for this motion to override.
PRESIDENT:

Secretary will call the roll.
SECRETARY:

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Hors-
ley, Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow,
Léughlin, Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchlep, Mohr, Neistein,
Newhouse, Nihill, O'Briéﬂ, Ozinga, Palmer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Ro-
sander, Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Vadala-
bene, Walker; Weaver.

PRESIDENT: .

0'Brien, aye. Newhouse, aye. Palmer, aye. Request for a call

of the absentees. The absentees will be called.
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SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Carroll, Collins, Coulson, Groen, Harris, Horsley,
Knuepfer, Latherow, McBroom, ﬁerritt, Mitchler, Ozinga, Sours, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Smith,.aye. On that question the yeas are 29, and the nays are 16.
The motion does not prevail. Senator Gilbert.

SENATOR GILBERT:

Having voted on the prévailing.side I move to table.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Gilbert moves to reconsider. Senator Laughlin moves to table.
All in favor of the motion to table.signify by saying aye. Contrary l
minded. Motion to table prevails. House bills on third reading. We had
a couple of ¥equests yesterday. If there are other requests, they...sub~
mit them to the Chair, they will be honored at this time. 205, Senator .
Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

’ Yeah, Mr. President, 205 is a House Bill ghat is designed to allow
liquor establishments to remain open on national énd local election days.
It was debated here in ‘the Senate before, but in the ending of the ses-
sion we held it over for the fall session, and I would appreciate a
favorable vote on it, please.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? The Secretary
will call the roll.
SECRETARY:

Arrington, Baltz, Befning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horslgy,
Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, quppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin,
Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse,
Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, Palmer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saper-

stein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker,
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Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

0'Brien, éye. On that question the yeas are 30, the nays are 9.

The bill is declared passed. Senator Chew moves to reconsider. Senator
Smith moves to table. All in favor of the motion to table signif§ by
saying aye, contrary minded. Motion to table prevails. 1564, 1-5-6-4,
Senator Berning. .

SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. President and members of the body, House Bill 1564, by Repre-
sentative Kipfey, would clarify the iights of municipalities to exercise
control over the location and placement of mobile homes within the muni-
cipalities. This is a measure that stems from the Sparta case, the
Supreme Court decision in the Sparta case, and seems to be mandatory
that it be passed in order to give the municipalities the right to con-
tﬁol their own destinies in this regard. It is a Municipal League
séonsored and supported bit of legislation. I highly recommend it to
you: It does not do violence to our recently passed mobile home control,
mobile home part control legislation, but does ac&ually supplement it. I
ask for a favorable rold call.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock. Just a moment. ‘Please.

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

- Yes, Mr. President, will the sponsor yleld to a question?
PRESIDENT:

He indicates he willp
SENAfOR ROCK:

I am wondering, Senator, is the Dougherty home rule amendment on
this bill?

PRESIDENT:

Apparently there is Senator Rock. Is there further...Senator Cherry.
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SENATOR CHERRY:

Senator Berning, I would like to ask you a question. Why is this
legislation necessary in view of the fact that every municipality under
the new Constitution has the authority to do what you are attempting to
do under the home rule theory. I'm not saying that there is anything
wrong with it, but I am saying that you may do violence to the theory of
home rule where every municipality has the right to do it. This is the
way I look at it, as enabling 1egisiation, but we have enabled them to
do that under the home rule authority of the new Constitution. Would you
explain that to me, please? 4
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

As you know, Senator, not all municipalities qualify as home rule
units and may I just briefly read this to you. The corporate authorities
of each municipality may regulate mobile homes, house trailers, or simi-
lar-portable structures used.or so constructed‘as to permit their being
used as a dwelling place for one or more persons.h The corporate autho-
rities may also locate -or prohibit such structures which are not within
the confines of a mobile home park as authorized by law. This amendatory
act of 1971 does not apply to any municipality which is a home rule unit.
In other words, this does not infringe upon the autonomy of the home rule
units, but gives theé non-home rule units the same perogatives as home rule
units would have.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Cherry.
SENATOR CHERRY:

I would -like to read this provision in the bill. Could you hold that
for a moment?

PRESIDENT:
He indicates that he will. Senator Hall, 2680. 1Is Senator Hall on

the floor? Are there other majors to be..., other House bills that mem-—
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bers want to have brought up? Is there additional business to come be-
forg the body? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Mr. President and Senators, there is a series of bills here. Sen-
ator Graham, there is a series of bills here that have to do with the
licensing act and I know that you handled some and I am wondering if,
starting at 637, House Bills, if these are duplicates of ones that you
have handled. 1If not, I would like to call them and get them out.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Graham.

SENATOR GRAHAM:

...informed they are dealing with the same subject matter as those
that have already been passed and signed.
PRESIDENT:

. Senator Newhouse.
SéNATOR NEWHOUSE:

In which there would be.no purpose served by calling them on this
floor.

PRESIDENT: ‘ “

Senator Graham.
SENATOR GRAHAM:

I would think that is true, Senator Newhouse. We did have to de-
lete from my original bills three or four that dealt with private detec-
tives and so forth. I think we have pretty well covered the field and
those bills have been signed with regard to former convicts being allowed
to apply and get a license to cover the various areas. I think we are in
goodvshape on that.

PRESIDENT:
The. ..Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE: )
Mr. President, then the sponsors have ;sked me to call these bills

and I wonder if we can dispose of them one way or another. I wouldn't
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like to table them in the face of the sponsors' request. If we are sure
thaF they have already been called, then why don't we just vote them up
or down. If tﬁey have not been signed by the Governor then I would like
to get them out of here and get them off the Calendar.

PRESIDENT:

Why‘don't you check, Senator Newhouse, to make sure that they...,
whether or not they have been and then we can get them off the Calendar.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Okay, Mr. Presideﬁt. Fine. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: N

Senator Hall has requested 2680.

SENATOR HALL: ] -

Mr. President and members of the Senate. House Bill 2680 is intro-
duced in the House and it creates a new and proper claim protective sec~-
tion. It is designed to give the Department of Insurance tools to safe-

1
gdard the public against those companies which have committed, in the
words of this act, improper élaim practices without just cause and per-
form with such frequency as to indicate a general business practice.
House Bill 2680 is an administration bill. It makes it clear that we
are dealing with a company practice, not just an isolated case. The en-
forceﬁent provisions of Article 24 were inadequate as providing any
remedies for defgults or any remedies against a company and referred to
powers to subpoena a person who made no reference to the term company.
House Bill 2680 clarifies and gives the authority to the Director to act
when a company fails to appear at a hearing. There are six areas that
are reason to find impropér claim practice and they are as follows:

“a. Knowingly misrepresent the coverage of a poliey; b. failing to
acknowledge with reasonable promptness pertinent communication with
respect to claims; c. failure to implement reasonable standards for
prompt investigation; d. <;ai1ure to effect prompt, fair and equitable
settlement of claims where there is reasonaﬁle clear liability; e. for-

cing policy holders to bring suits in order to recover the amount due
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under their policies where the company has offered substantially less than
the amount that should be paid. And, finally, any other practice which
constitutes an unreasonable delay or unfound refusal to pay a séttle claim
due under the policies of the company. House Bill 2680 concludes that any
order made by the Director falls with the judicial review sections as set
forth in Section 407. I ask your favorable support of this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Secretary will call the roll.
SECRETARY :

Arrinétoﬁ, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke...

PRESIDENT: L

Senator Clarke.
gENATOR CLARKE:

I just want to say that I think this is a good bill and ought to be
supported, and I vote aye.

SECRETARY :

...Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnéwaid, Dougherty, Egan,
Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley, Hynés, Johns,
Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin, Lyons, McBroom,
McCarthy, Merritte, Mitchlér, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse, Nihill, 0'Brien,
Ozinga, Palmer, Partée, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein, Savickas,
Smith, Soper, Sours; Swinarski, Védalabene, Walker, Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Latherow, aye. Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:

Mr. President and members. I would hope that this bill would have
the necessary number of votes. It is a good bill and I would call to
your attention that the right of the judicial review is pfeserved in the
bill in the case that a company feels that the Director has abused his
power or has made an injudicious decision in the complaint that is filed.

I vote aye.
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PRESIDENT:

McBroom, aye. Horsley, aye. Palmer, aye. Cherry, aye. Berning,
aye. On that question the yeas are 50, the nays are none. The bill,
having received a constitutional majority, is declared passed.. 501,
Senator Walker.

SENATOR WALKER:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 501 has sponsorship in the
House -- Palmer, McPartlin, Chapman; friedland, Redmap, Craig, and
Boyle; and the bill affects only library districts, the 35 library dis-
‘tricts in the'State. The present law established the ceiling on tax
rates at 12 percent. A referendum is reduired to increase this up to
40. All other libraries in municipalities and townships have a 15 per-
cent ceiling. This bill increases the 12 percent to 15 percent that
4f the library district receives any income tax allocation, the tax is
abated up to .03 percent. The districts are entirely reliant upon pro-
perty tax for the support and the loss of personal property taxes would
be felt even more in the futgre. In other words, what this bill does is
to put these 35 districts on the same footing, the s;me basis as the
municipal and township-.libraries. Taxpayers Federation has.no objection,
the Illinois Municipal League has no objection to the bill and I would
appreéiate a favorable roll~ca11.

PRESIDENT: ‘
Is...Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Mr. President, would the Senator yield to a question?
PRESIDENT: -

He indicated that he will.

SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

As a matter of fact, Senator Walker, what this amounté to is the

authority to levy an additicnal tax without a referendum. Is that not

correct?

-37-




PRESIDENT:
Senator Walker.

SENATOR WALKER:

As I stated, it permits them to go from 12 to 15 the same as they
can now do in the municipalities and townships, a 3 cent increase without
a referendum. It places them on the same basis with the other library
districts in the state; effects only 35 of them.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dougherty.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY:

Senator Walker is right; As a matter of .fact, the rate was raised
from 12 to 15 cents under the aegis of the special..., the Full Assess-
ment Rates Commission. And this bill permits them to go from 12 to 15
without a referendum and then also permits that those areas that have
levied a rate over and above the 12 cents prior to that, may go to the
additional 3 .cents. Right, Senator, that's precisely what it does. The
bili got a full hearing in tge Local Governmen£ Committee, there were no
objections raised at any time, and I recommend...; join with Senator
Walker in recommending -a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Is there further discu;sion? Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW: ’

Mr. Presigent,'l think my point is already brought out. This is an
increase without a referendum.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Walker may'ciose the debate.
SENATOR WALKER:

I'd appreciate a favorable roll call. I already stated it permits
a 3 cent increase without a referendum; places these library districts
on the same basis as the other library districts in the State.
PRESIDENT:

Secretary will call the roll.
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SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentiler, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, élarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley,
Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Lauéhlin,
Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Mefritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse,
Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, Palmer, Paftee, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saper-
stein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Souré, Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker,
Weaver.

PRESIDENT: '

Groen, no. Newhouse, aye. Bidwill, aye. Johns, no. On that ques-—
tion the yeas are 32, the nays are 6. The bill having received a consti-
tutional majority is declared passed. We have the amendment now on 1266,
Senate bill on third reading. Senator McBroom has the amendment. Sena-
tor McBroom, do you wish to explain the amendment?

SENATOR MCBROOM:

) Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate. Would...yes, I'd be happy
to explain the amendment. The bill i; on third réading and I presume
Senator Partee is willing to call it back to second reading.

PRESIDENT:
It has been brought back to second reading.
SENATOR MCBROOM: |

It has been brought back. Well, Senator Partee's concern and my
concern was simply this. That if the Representative Committee, which is
now defunct with the Senate and the House members being in coterminous
districts, if they did nof meet, that it is conéeivable that three candi-'
dates would run for State Representative as Republicans and 3 as Democrats.
If I may just read this to you, Mr. President. The election code pro-
Yides that the Representa%}ve Committee shall fix the number of candi-
dates to be nominated by each party for representative. Under the Con-
stitution this may not be less than two and, of course, could be three.

If such action is not taken, in other words if the committee does not
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meet, the courts would probably hold that three candidates shou;d be nom-
inated. Senator Partee and I are endeavoring to circumvent this possi-
bility in giviﬁg the committee the opportunity to meet and set ‘their own
number, and that is the thrust of this amendment, Mr. President. I move
it's adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? All in favor signify by saying aye, con-
trary minded. Motion prevails. Hoﬁse Bill...We need intervening business
before we can take the matter up...391, Senator Dougherty.

SENATOR DOUGHERTY:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, House Bill 391 is a very
simple bill, It was introduced by Representative Pierce and others in
the House. It just provides a county or a municipality..., it sets up
what 1s known as a local environmental conservation area, and it pro-~
v;des and sets forth the power of general supervision over all activi-
tées in the area of the protection and environmental cont?ol, watersheds,
and.so forth. There is no mgney involved in this. It is done under what
you might term home rule. It is just a very permissive bill. T urge
your favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Mr. President. Senator Dougherty, would you answer one question
please? If this bill passes and the municipality takes advantage of this,
what effect does that have on the State...the jurisdiction of the State
under the Environmental Pfotection Agency?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dougherty.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY :

As T understand the bill, Senator, I did discuss it with the House
sponsor, it will coincide with the State aetivities. That's the way 1

understand it, that the way it was explained to me, sir.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

The reason I asked is, you will recall that when we had the Environ-
mental Protection Act debated here, Senator McGloon at that time proposed
that the City of Chicago be exempt and my recollection is that that wasn't
accomplished; that the act we passed covered all municipalities. So what
you're saying is that the local peoﬁle can do it, tod, so we may have more

" confusion. Okaf.
PRESIDENT: '

Senator Latherow.

SENATOR LATHEROW: o

Senator Dougherty, I am wondering if we aren't creating a Scenic
Rivers Bill here for every govermmental body.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dougherty.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY :

I thought that, too, Senator, but in 1ooking.this over, I think it
is merely permissive; there is no money involved and any municipality or
county would have to do that...would have to extend a rate and I would
suggest it would be a refer;ndum.

" PRESTDENT:

Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

Well, under the philosophy that I see, I think in here as well as
the others that I may have mentioned, they could create this right upon
a man's property with...by merely saying we have this Local Environmen-
tal Conservation Commission selected by the group, or however they are
selected —— I haven't noticed closely -- and say, well, this is a sce-
nic spot, this has natural resources, it needs to be protected, it has
aesthetic areas and so on; and can take that right upon them and take

an easement on that particular property. I think we are creating some-
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thing that is going to be a bonanza to, to and against...to a body and
against the individual person who may, by right of ownership, have some
value in a property.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dougherty.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY :

Senator Latherow, I agree with much of what he says, but however,

I do believe that there is enough j;risdiction and there is enough lee-
way in the bill that provides that they cannot go too far as they do in
the Scenic Rivers Bill, because it would provide for only a county or a
municipality. They would have to join with more than one municipality
or more than one county to produce what is called a Scenic Rivers Bill.
PRESIDENT:
Is there further...Senator Latherow.

SENATOR LATHEROW:

Mr. President, I don't like to belabor this problem, but I think
heré again we are creating a new body in these.areas that have the ulti-
mate built-in-right to take from a property owner'his possible well-
earned beings and create them under these different descriptive elements
in the iﬁterest of property for general public.use without any compensa-
tion whatever. Now, I haven't found in this bill, in close...in, rather,
hurried scrutiny, anyplace where it says that there shall be monies
appropriated by these different organizations to pay for what they might
take and so on, and I think without us saying that this is a right of an
easement on a man's property, that this bill should be defeated.‘ So 1
certainly... .

PRESIDENT:

Is there further discussion? Senator Dougherty may close the de-

bate.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY:
I anticipated there might be some objection to this, but I do be-

lieve that the purpose of the bill is merely to provide that counties or
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municipalities may, if they deem it necessary, set up this Conservation
Qompittee to preserve the waterways and the open lands in those areas
within the municipality or county which they deem are necessary to a
good environméntal community, in the community. I'll ask for a roll
call.
PRESIDENT:

Secretary will call the roll.
SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz...
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Baltz.

SENATOR BALTZ: -

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I can't help but agree with
Senator Latherow that this bill is probably the Scenic Rivers Bill Act in.
disguise. I think the intent of both this bill and the Scenic Rivers Bill
is well grounded that there are certain areas in the State that ought to
be preserved by some authorit&. However, the wéy the Scenic Rivers Bill
is presently written, it preempts all county zoniﬁg in counties and estab-
lishes, by an act of the Legislature, additional river banks throughout
the State at any time that it pleases the Legislature...any river bank may
be added. Yet, although it;violates county zoning by it's preemption, it
excludes municipal authorities that do have municipal zoning. T think that
this is a real weighty question. It has certainly been under serious con-
sideration by the subcommittee of the Scenic Rivers...the name for the
Scenic Rivers Bill. I think this bill ought to be.defeated and whatever
recommendation comes out of the Scenic Rivers subcommittee, if it is adop-
ted by the Agriculture Committee and adopted by the Senate, ought to be
the prevailing bill. i think this bill would simply confound the issue and
certainly, in it's present form, I rate it as an invasion of propert& rights
and T am not about to inva;e property rights, and I would urge all the

other Senators to join me in opposing this concept of invasion of the regu-

lar citizens rights to own and control his property. I vote mno.
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SECRETARY :

...Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll, Cherry, Chew, Clarke,
éoliins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald, Dougherty, Egan, Fawell,
Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley, Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer,
Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin, Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy,
Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse, Nihill, 0'Brien, Ozinga,
Palmer, fartee, Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper,
Sours, Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker, Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Latherow, no. Collins, no. Swinarski, aye. Bruce, no. Nihill,
aye. Mohr, aye.' Request for call of the absentees. The absentees will
be called. - -
SECRETARY:

Arrington, Bidwill, Carroll, Coulson, Groen, Horsley, Johns, Ozinga, |
Smith, Walker.

PRESIDENT:

On that question the yeas are 27, the nays are 19. The bill having
failed to receive a constitutional majority is declared defeated. Sen-
ator Latherow.

SENATOR LATHEROW:

I vote to reconsider.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Latherow, having voted on the prevailing side, moves to
reconsider. Senator Carpentier moves to table. All in favor of the
motion to table signify by saying aye. Contrary minded. Motion to
table prevails. 1266. -Senate Bill 1266 on third reaﬁing. Senator
Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. The subject matter of
this bill has been discussed from time to time from various viewpoints
in these legislative halls and I am certain that the members are familiar

with the subject matter herein. It happens, Mr. President...
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PRESIDENT:
Just, just a moment. Let's...
SENATOR PARTEE:
It happens, Mr. President, that in the first session in this session

of Legislature, there were two bills introduced in the Legislature on the

subject of vacancies. These were bills that were necessary to implement
the Constitution in terms of filling vacancies so that our offices would
not bé vacant until the next general election. On this side of the rotun-
da, Senator Laughlin had a bill,.and on the other gside, Representative
Choate. Both'of those bills were passed and both of those bills arrived
at the Governor's desk. Thé Governor vetoed outright both of them aJd
suggested by his veto that there were some deficiencies in both of those
bills. In any event, we talked to the Governor's office concerning them
and we have prepared-a bill, which is Senate Bill 1266, which now cures
all of the alleged difficulties in the other bills. I would just suggest
to you that this bill requires 35 votes and it takes care of any situatiom
which may arise with referenée to a vacancy, and it is non—paftisan in the
aspect that it will cover both of us, and there are four ameﬂdments, one
of which you heard Senator McBroom put on this morning which we think
makes it an even better bill. But on behalf, particularly of those per-
sons who reside in Calhoun.County and Jersey County, and Macoupin County,
and in parts of Madison County, and in parts of St. Clair County, those
parts of those latter two counties and all of the first three complies
what has been known and described as the 52nd Senatorial District. That
District and that 204,981 people are without representation because such

a bill has not been paSséd. I think those people whg are citizens of

this state, who pay their taxes and participate in government at the same
level that we do, are entitled to representation as soomn as is humanly
possible and as is feasible. I would ask you, on behalf of yourselves,

on behalf of the implemeé;ation mandate, and on behalf of all the people
of this State, to pass this bill out with the 35 required votes to give

representation in this body to that 204,981 people who reside in the 52nd
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Senétorial District. The bill now is in acceptable shape and form for
the‘Governor, we have no quarrel with it on this side and those on the
other side have no quarrel, as far as I know, with the bill. It is now
embracive of every concept mentioned by the Governor in his veto message.
I earnestly solicit your support.
PRESIDENI:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. President, I wonder if the sponsor would just make some clari-
fying statements for me relative to page 14 and page 15. They seem to be
iden&ical language in the ne& portion;, and I'11 read to you the part[that
confuses me and see if I misunderstand. Starting, skipping the first part
of the new section on line 10, but go down to 13, each committeeman and
the chairman, which then means several people, of each County Central Com-
mittee shall, each committeeman and the chairman shall be entitled to cast
one vote for each ballot voted in that portion of his county or ward and
towﬁship and so on in the disgrict. Does this ﬁean that there will be more
than one person casting identical numbers of ballots for previous ballots
cast by individuals? If seems to me that if you have one chairman and let's
say three committeemen, they each will cast the total vote. Is that your
intention, Sir, or do I misénderstand this?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I think you misunderstand it. It would not be any duplication of
votes for persons from the same county or ward, as the case may be.
PRESIDENT:

Senator 3erning.

SENATOR BERNING:

How do you explain the statement, each committeeman and the chairman

shall be entitled to cast one vote for each ballot voted. Tt seems to me

that if there was even only one committeeman and one chairman, they would
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be casting votes for Fhe same ballots.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Well, Senator, you have to read those words that you have just uttered
with the words which follow it. When you read them all togetﬁer, it makes
sense. It says, each committeeman and the chairman of each County Central
Committee shall be entitled to cast.one vote for each ballot voted in that
portion of his county or ward or township. Now, that simply means that
those persons ‘who are members of the commi?tee can cast a vote for and re-

: : j
lating to that portion of the county in which they represent...that pgr—
tion of the township that they are there for. It doesn't mean for all of
them, certainly.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

' I submit that every township in my county is also a part of the county
and i1f the township or the precinct committeeman ;r the township chairman
is to vote the votes in~that township, and the county chairman is going to
vote the same, that is a duPlication.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Senator, I think probably We.might just have to become a little retro-
gressive and back up and just give you this by way of explanation. You
are familiar with the oid-Representative Committee and Senatorial Commit-
tees that we have had heretofor. You're familiar with those? All right.
All this bill. does is substitute for the old Representative Committee and
the old Senatorial Committee a Legislative Committee which is chosen in
essentially the same way and votes in the same way. So this really is
nothing new, it's nothing different except that we don't have the old Leg-

{slative Committees and the Senatorial Committees. We have a new commit—
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tee which comprises both areas known as a Legislative Committee, and in
the same way that those persons on the older committees which are being
abolished by this Act voted, they will vote under this particular bill.
It doesn't give any like, any obligation, any duty, any different than
they've had before. This is the same it's been done all the time ex-
cept that we have a joint committee at work, called a Legislative Com-
mittee, rather than having it separated into senatorial and legislative
districts. .
SENATOR BERNING:

Thank yod, Mr. Pro Tem, I will accept your explanation and assume

: !

that this does accomplish what you say it accomplishes. My other queé—
tion, then, if I may be so bold, is to ascertain whether or not, in
your opinion, this is a weighted vote on the part of this committee-
man.
PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhouse):

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Yes, it is weighted on the same basis that i; has always been
weighted, on the strength of the particular area within the district
based on the vote in the pr?mary.. Perhaps yesterday, you may have heard
the discussion about whether or not it should be based in a weighted
fashion on the primary vote or on the results of the general election,
and it was the sensé of this body that it should be weighted on the pri-
mary vote. There were considerations of some moment on both sides of
the question, but we happened to vote that it's a primary and it's
weighted on that basis.v.

PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhouse):

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING: _

I do recall the debate and I just wanted to clarify the salient
point here that you, Mr. Pro Tem, and apparently a good many of the mem-

bers of this body do subscribe to a weighted vote. Thank you.
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PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhouse):

Senator Horsley.

SENATOR HORSLEY:

I wonder if Senator Partee would yield to a question? This is a
very serious matter and this is quite a lengthy bill, and I must confess
that I am confused with the amendments and all, just exéctly what we've
done, and I wonder if you would yield to 2 or 3 or 4 questions to clear
up. Now, under the Constitution, aé I understand it, the power is given
to £ill the vacancy with a member of the same party as the senator who
resigned or died. What we're trying to do here 1s to say who shall do
it. Is that correct? Now ié there any provision--let's say that I..0
well, not me, I don't intend to die for a while, but let's assume that
somegody dies within a month after he's sworn in. Is the appointment
then to last for an entire 4 years, or is there a provision for an elec-
tion to be held? In other words, with judges, we've always had a pro~
vision that if they died with less than one year of their term to run,
it éould be by appointment. ‘Otherwise, it had‘to be done by election.
Now what would we do in case of a senator who dieé with three years and
10 months to go on his term? Can that be done by this bill by appoint-
ment or is there a provision for an election?

PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhouse):

Senator Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE:

In that eventuality, Senator; we would make reference to the Consti-
tution, Article IV, Section 2d, which reads: Within 30 days after a
vacancy occurs, it shall Ee filled by appofntment as provided by law. If
the vacancy is in a senatorial office with more than 28 months remaining
in the term, the appointed senator shall serve until the next general
election, at which time a senator shall be elected to serve for the re-
mainder of the term. And then it goes on to say that if it's in a repre-
sentative office what it does, but it's spelled out pretty clearly in the

Constitution.
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PRESIDING OFFICER (Ne&house):
i Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

That's been a question that's been asked around and I wanted to clear
it up and I wanted you to state that so that many of them would have that
clear in_their minds. Now, under your bill the county chairman and these
representative: or senatorial committeemen, legislative, or whatever you
call them, would meet and £ill the Qacancy, but the cdounty chairman, let's
say in my county which is split where they took my good Republican area
away from me and part of my county, he cannot cast their votes, but ovly
the weighted vote of the peoﬁle who live in the area that I represent;
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhouse):

Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

Senator Partee and Mr. Pro Tem, I wonder why these districts don't
coincide with the new legislgtive districts.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Well, I think they. do, don't they? I think they do...or will, even-
tually.

PRESIDING OFFICER (Newhousei:

Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

They don't now, the way I reéd them, even with the old district nor
with the new one.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Maybe I don't understand your question. Now I'm trying to hear it.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

I had assumed with this legislation that these...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
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SENATOR PARTEE:

Until the next primary the old representative districts are, and the
old senatorial districts are in effect. After the next primary, then we
will be coextemsive with the new districts.

PRESIDENT :

Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

But that doesn't read that way‘in here. When I'look at a district
number I find the district, and there's no outline in there relative to
any present district or any future district.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

On page 15 of the bill is this language at the very bottom. For the.
purpose of making appointments to fill vacancies of the offices of Repre-
sentatives of the 77th General Assembly until the day of the primary for
the'General Election in 1972, the Legislative éommittee shall be the Rep-
resentative Committee as constituted on the effeckive date'ofbthis amena—
atory act of 1971. And.we put the same language in for the senatorial,
so that, by way of amendment...so that covers that, Senator. You have to,
because of these changes in districts, have in a situation that accommo-—
dates the present districts until the next election. Then after the next
election, it then bécomes coextensive with the new districts. Then there
is no problem. .

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator Partee, I have one question here, too. I'd like to pose a
question which would be based upon the new district in which I reside,
which is totally within DuPage County except a small portion which is in
the County of Cook. And I gather that there is a difference in the selec~

tion of the Legislative Committee insofar as Cook and downstate is con-
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cerned, and I gather that that also is applicable to a Legislative Commit-
tee which is representing a legislative distric£ which is comérised of any
portion...,of any portion of the County of Cook. I am a bit confused as I
read this. It appears to me that if it's a...if my district, for instance,
were totally within DuPage, the Legislative Committee would evidently be
the chairman of the County Central Committee plus two other representatives.
On the other hand, in as much as there is a small portion of Cook County,
which is a porticn of Hinsdale which is in Cook County, we then fall under
the provisions set forth in page ‘14, which apparently states that the ﬁeg—

islative Committee would be comprised of the respective chairmen of the

'
'

Central Committees of Cook aﬁd also DuPage, plus evidently, all of the pre-
cinct committeemen involved who, I gather, would vote the voting strength
of their particular precincts. And, it's further compounded by the fact
that we have precincts that are cut in half here, too, because of the new.
boundary line. I...I don't understand really the procedure in a situation
where you have got a legislative district that spills over into the County
of Cook. It seems to be theﬁ quite confusing,.at least it is to me.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee. -

SENATOR PARTEE:

I hope my answer won't be as confusing as your question, Senator, or
as long. I think we have to look at this philosophically, then we can
really understand it; and by the way, I am happy to know, sir, that your
district now comes into Cook County because we have a lot of problems
there and we can use your help on some of them. The philosophy and theory
of the entire situation'ié to give a weighted vote to the committeeman who
makes the selection, no matter where the district is and no matter what
its components are. In other words, if a district lay all ﬁithin one
county, it would be easy to understand; if it lay partly in one county and
partly in another, the vote itself in the selection would be based and
premised upon the strength of the party representative making the selec-

tion for that part of the district from which he comes, based on the pri-
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mary vote in the election preceding. So I have read it, and I don't know
how to explain it any differently; I have read it and I don't have this
confusion because I think I understand the underlying philosophy which is
what I have just said, and I apologize for such a lengthy answer.

PRESIDENT: -

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I...no, I think the answer is §ery fine, and my only...and I personal-
1ly have no objection at all to the committeeman having that weighted vote,
and I...I gatﬁer that that is what, on page 14, it does state, although it
is a little bit vague. But, as I read on page 2, it seems to me thatrit
states that in the remainder of the state the Legislative Committee of the
political party for each legislative district, wholly or partially therein,
shall consist of the chairman of each County Central Committee in a portion
of whose county is included within the legislative district, but if a leg-
islative district comprises only one county or part of a county, its Legis-
lat;ve Committee shall consist of the chairman of the County Central Commit-
tee and two members of the County Central Committée elected by the County
Central Committee, so that in that instance it appears as though the pre-
cinct committeemen do not have that right to make-the selection. I...it's
a moot question as far as I am concerned. I am more concerned about how
it directly effects my district, and you have explained that, but it does
appear to me that downstate, where you have primafily districts that are
within a county, a single county or many of them, anyway, that you have
got just a three-man legislative committee. Is that incorrect?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Unfortunately, that is incorrect. It happens, T think, Senator, that
some of the hang~up on this question may hinge on the fact that the County
Central committeeman was mentioned. Now that doesn't mean, at all, that -

he is going to be chairman of the cowmittee even. The committee is com-
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posed of those persons who represent specific areas within that legislative
district. The ideal situvation, of course, would be that all of our dis-
tricts would lay within one county, or two counties for that matter, and
would not overlap from county to county. It happens, as a matter of fact,

that many of us, and particularly downstate, there are parts of counties

i

that comprise districts, like the one we are talking about, 52. There are
parts...hold it down, would you, gentlemen...there are parts, there are
parts in the district we are talkiné about right now, 52. Madison County,
there is only a part of Madison County within that district. There is
only a part.of‘St. Clair County in that district, but there are all of the
three other counties, Jersey, Macoupin, Qnd Calhoun. All three of those
whole counties are in that district, but only parts and rather ins{gnifi—
cant parts of those other two counties. So it is going to happen that way
aﬁl over the State because we do not have districts wholly within a county
or a two county area. Something had to be done to accommodate adequate
and equal representation in the selection process for each of the areas
witﬁin the district which would make the selection.
PRESIDENT : ’

Senator Laughlin. .
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Yes, Senator Partee, may I direct this question to you or some member
of your staff? I can't remember and I don't have all the provisions of the
House Bill and the Senate Bill whiéh I sponsored. It seems to me there was
a provision in there that no member of the Legislative Committee could be
appointed to fill the vacancy. Is that correct?

PRESTDENT: A )

Senator Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE:

My recollection is thft there was such a provision, bﬁt I think the
House took it out; my recollection is that the House took that provision out.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin.
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SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Well, it seems to me that it was a wise provision, especlally where
you have the county chairman where you have a legislative district entire-
ly within a county. And I don't know why someone should seek to be chair-
man on the hopes that somebody might resign or die and he could therefore
be appointed to fill a legislative vacancy.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

My staff‘tells me that the Senate took it out instead of the House.
I wasn't sure, but in any event, it was taken out. But let me just say
to you, that you will perhaps remember that over in the House theré were
committees structured for the appointment of judges and one of the things
g&at the media was concerned about was that certain members of that commit-
tee over there were going to appoint themselves judges. We took it out
over here, because we think you are right.

PRESIDENT: |
Senator Graham.
SENATOR GRAHAM: ~

Mr. President, first of all as I look at the complicated method- that
is going to be used in the event some of our Senators may be called to the
Great Beyond, it does cause some concern. In my district now, where I
will be running intrastate, I am héping that the good Lord will not impose
upon our people sometime this problem. But it seems to me, like Senator
Partee, that one of the confusing facts surrounding this bill is the fact
that you not only have thé township or ward committeemen, or what the case
may be, voting their weighted vote, it seems there is a provision also
that the county chairman does that, too. Now it just seems to me like
that everybody can't be in on the act and if the county, the township
officials, or the ward committeeman are going to do it, then I don't see
where their authority should be superceded by a county chairman who could

probably thwart the will of the people at the grass roots level if he so_
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desired and I think it's bad.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. Senator Partee, as a result
.of this, well, schizophrenic-minded map that Bob Blair seemed to be wedded
to, Tazewell County has three small townships taken from that county and
are placed in another district. No@, in the eventuality that the Senator
from that district should die, what would be the voting power of those
three townshiﬁs in Tazewell County as it relates to the replacement in
that district?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
%ENATOR PARTEE:

Just what they.cast 1n the primary.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.

SENATOR GROEN:

Do you consider that a one man-one vote rule in determining how these
people shall have this Senator replaced?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.

SENATOR PARTEE:

Well, before I tell you whether I consider it to be, I think I should
say to you that the one man-one vote principle has never, in any document
or any court decision thaf I am aware of, ever been applied to parties.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.

SENATOR GROEN:
Well, are you indicating by that statement that it should not apply

to representation in the House and the Senate?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Pardon me, I'm sorry, someone was talking to me and I missed your
question,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:

Well, by that statement the only conclusion I can reach is that you
do n;t feelAtHat the one man-one vote rule should apply to elections in
the House and the Senate.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
S/ENATOR PARTEE:

Well, I would not gather that kind of a result from what I said,
not at all. I didn't say that. But, the districts are one man-one vote
to tegin with, They are one man-one vote to begin with, and they are
elected on a one man-one vote basis, and they arenproportionately shared
by each component of the election district, and on the weigﬁt that each
bears to the other persons will then be selected. So it doesn't alter the
concept of one man-one vote at all.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:

Well, as Senator Laughlin just pointed out, it certaimly doesn't as
far as the primary electién is concerned.E—Now, as far as I am concerned,
what you have said to me is that, in the original instance, you feel that
the one man—one'vote rule should apply when the electorate determines at
the polls who shall Tepresent that district; but, if that person diés and
he is going to be replaced by a bunch of politicians, and that is what you
are providing for here, then in that event, one man-one vote seems LO go

right out the window and I can't see the logic of that conclusion.
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PRESIDENT:
- - Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

I shrink from your remark about politicians. I would think, sir,
that it would only be persons engaged in politics wﬁo would make the selec—
tion. I don't think the Library Board or the Saﬁitary District members of
the Board ought to make the selection. It's a political decision and it's
only meant to facilitate an office got being vacant until the next elec—
tion. Politicians are naturally the persons who are going to make those
selections.

PRESIDENT;
Senator Groen.
SENATOR GROEN:
i Well, Senator, my experience has been that you have chosen the worst
possible means and the worst possible course of implementing the Constitu-
tion in this case.
PREéIDENT:
Senator Knuppel.
SENATOR KNUPPEL: ~

All I can say in response to Senator Groen's remarks are, is that if
he has a better solution, he is a member of this Body, he had every oppor-
tunity to prepare and submit an amendment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee may close the debate. Senator McCarthy. Senator
McCarthy.

SENATOR MCCARTHY:

Mr. President and members of this body. I don't have to call Senator
Partee's attention to my remarks because I'1l talk to him later about it.
But, Senator, as you were explaining the bill and you were questionéd by
members of the other side, something very interesting happened and it re-
sults from the question that Senator Sours usually asks, "Why is this bill

pecessary?". This bill, Senator Sours, is necessary because the Constitu-
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tion says that the Legislature shall pass legislation implementing the
Constitutional mandate. And it is further necessary because of the action
of the Chief Eﬁecutive of the State of Illinois in finding defects with
legislation. that was passed by both bodies and submitted to him, where he
took his option of vetoing the bill in full, as opﬁosed to using amenda-
tory language which he utilized in other bills; such as the aid to paro-
chial schools, which have now been disposed of and are now in the process
of becoming law without his signatu%e. But, Senator Partee, as you were
being questioned by members from the other side, I was reading the mes-
sage from his ‘Excellency of the State of Illinois as to why, as to why
House bill 3042 didn't meet his approval and why he chose to exercise the
full veto. And if I may read from his message, I would like to give you
my observations of the debate this morning in order to give you a prog-
nosis as to the vitaiity of your proposed legislation. In the Governor's
mﬁssage, September 27th, page 1, paragraph 3, he says the approach taken,
id these bills, gives no consideration to the rights of independent candi~
datés or the interests of voters supporting such candidates. Senator Par-
tee, no member from the other side asked you a quéstion on that matter, so
I presume it can-be stated, up until now, that yoﬁ have satisfied the Gov-
ernor as to point one. The next paragraph in the Governor's criticism
reads as follows: The bills give no procedure for the giving of a notice
of a vacancy. That question was not raised in debate this morning so I
think it is fair to assume, Senator, that you have satisfied the Chief
Executive as to his second point in objection. Now, on page 2 the Gover-
nor further goes on, it's his third point, and he says the bills give no
mechanism for the officiai certification or confirmation of the person
appoiﬁted. There were no questions raised as to that so I presume you
have satisfied the Chief Executive. We come to the fourth point, however,
and the Governor says Senate Bill 67 (even though he's vetoing a House
Bill) makes no provision for a legislative committee in those districts...
get this...which overlap the Cook County line. Now, Senator Partee,

Senator Fawell asked you that very question and so I'm not certain that
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Senator Fawell is convinced that your legislation corrects the fourth
objgction that the Governor used in his veto message. The fifth objec-
tion that the Covernqr cited in ﬁis veto message was this. He says
neither bills piovide a procedure for filling a vacancy of a member-
_elect. Senator Horsley raised that question, as I recall, and you
answered.his question, but apparently Senator Horsley was not yet con-
vinced until your answer was-given,'that that objection had been cured.
The sixth point that was raised wasithis. In the Governor's objection,
he said that the bills are ambiguous in providing for the membership of
a legislative ‘committee for districts that comprise less than one county.
And if my recollection is correct, Senator Groen asked that precise ques-
tion as'to three or four townships in Tazewell County. So he still has
the question in his mind that the Governor did when he vetoed it. The
Governor goes on, for the seventh reason, and he says while both bills
make specific provisions for continuing the present representative dis~
L
trict conmitteemen for purposes of vacancies, the bills are silent on
the continued status as to tﬁe future Senate., Senator Latherow raised
that question that the Governor also raised. Andhyou get down to the
eighth point by permitting a weighted vote in certain districts while
utilizing the one man-one vote principle in others, the bills may be un-
constitutional. And Senato; Graham raises that question again, which the
Governor put in his veto message. Now the only question that wasn't
raised was the reason that the Governor didn't give in his veto, which
was the ninth reason, and we all know what that was; and the ninth rea-
son, of course, was pure mathematics. That there is now one district in
the State of Illinois that has been disenfranchised. I raise that, Sen-
ator Partee, because I'm in support of your bill. I hope this bill pas~
ses because it is necessary in the Constitution mandate. I regret-that
it is necessary because there were other techniques available. The tech~
niques of the Governor using his amendatory power, the technique of over-
riding his veto, the technique of setting fgrth a simple bill that would

correct the defects and still allow a Democrat to be sitting in this cham-
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ber at this time. Senator Partee, I think you've conducted your debate...
you've done your best in approaching this in a statesman-like manner and
if I have departed from that tradition, I am sorry. But, everyone knows
that on the at-large elections of 1964, there were no provisions for Inde-
pendents and these arguments that are given on the veto, I think, fall of
their own weight. But I had to bring that out because it looks to me like
we're getting a re-run in unison, of the same questions that the Govermor
gave heretofore. I urge an affirma&ive vote on this ‘legislation because
it is necessary because of the Governor's action.
PRESIDENT: ‘

Senator Clarke.
SENATOR CLARKE:

Mr. President, a lot of questions have been raised here this morning
and there's a lot of confusion on this bill. I think that we should hold.
up on voting on it til we have time to examine it further. T ask for a de-
lay of a day so that we could talk about it In our caucus tomorrow morning
and.if that's not agreeable, which the Pro Tem.indicated it wasn't--he
wants to vote on it today, I suggest that we just-withhold our votes on
this side so that we do.take that time to give it the serious consideration
that it's entitled to.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

The tactic which is now being employed is abhorrent to me. Several
things have happened in the course of these vacancy bills which I have not
heretofore mentioned. I Qas not happy with the way the Governor vetoed
these bills. He might have sent these bills back with the recommendation
that the language be changed, but there was an out-and-out veto. I have
not said anything about a_;onversation I had with him about thise bills
prior to his veto. I've relegated that to history. We put this bill in
only after we went to the Governor's office and had the assurance of his

office and staff that the bill was then in the form that he felt it was a

-62-




good bill. We agreed with that. We introduced the bill and held the bill
on second reading for several days in order tﬁ give you the opportunity to
cogitate it, tg ruminate it, and to discuss it. Now at this late date,
after accepting all amendments you've offered, you want another day to cau-
cus on it. I will not stand here another moment and see the peopie of -
those counties disenfranchised...204,981 people disenfranchised. My friend,
my own personal history tells me soﬁething about disenfranchisement. I
think it's wrong; I think it's vile.what you're doing to these people and
.what you're trying to do to the spirit of this Constitution. Now I know
that there are some of you who have second thoughts about the Constitution,
but it is a reality and all we are doing is implementing the Constitution
as written by those persons who spent $10 million doing it.  You ﬁénted
it. The Governor says, "I've given this state a new Constitution and hefe
it is!". And here you sit, as his representative, saying, "We don't want
to fulfil the requirements and mandates of that Constitution.". Let me
s;y to you that I hope you dq not take softness as a sign of weakness
bec;use I don't intend to hold this bill another moment, and if you don’t
want to give the votes which your Governor said y;u would give to this
bill, so be it! 'But let me say this to you, you ;re creating a rather
ruinous situation, you are 9reating a situation which is not good for the
people of this entire state, and you are disenfranchising needlessly
204,000 people who each day make their contribution to this state and to
it's success, who pay the taxes, who helped buy the red chairs you're
sitting in, who helped pay for the electricity that runs the microphones
over which we speak...204,98]1 people; people of this state, who need rep-
resentation, who are entiéled to represenéation. Do as you please.
FPRESIDENT:

Senator Knuepfer...Roll call.
SECRETARY : B
Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,

Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald...
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Donnewald.
SENATOR DONNEWALD:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. This is a question that
affects not one of us, or not one party, but, gentlemen, I heard Senator
Horsley say he doesn't intend to die, but we don't have that control...
none of us do. The Almight above has that control. >You may be in that
position, gentlemen, the next few months, days, or wéeks,‘or years. We've
tried, we've tried hard, to implément the Constitutkon. There are many
words spoken o; this bill today, but'we do, Mr. President and members;of
this Senate, need to implement the Constitution to give those people End,
by the way, part of those people are in a district which I would s;rve if
I'm fortunate enough to be elected if I choose to run. They've been
calling and asking; they have no one to go to now. That portions of St.
Clair and Madison Counties now lie in the new 55th District. Those people,
Mr..President and members, indeed, need and want a Senator to represent
them, just as you, over in your areas, if one of you go, they'll want
representation in the Senate! I vote aye.

SECRETARY : ~

...Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert...
PRESIDENT: a

Senator Gilbert.

SENATOR GILBERT:

I'm going to vote present today. I think that we should...must pass
some legislation in this field, and I certainly am not going to say that
I'm not going to support even this particular bill. 1It's been asked to
continue it for a day, I do not think that's unreasonable. But I'm voting
present today, but I certainly am in favof of something in this field.
Senator Laughlin and I sponsored the bill the Governor vetoed, it's cer-
tainly apparently that I do believe we should do something. I do not want
my action today to be interpretea as not being in favor of this type of

legislation.
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SECRETARY:
o .«.Graham...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Graham.

SENATOR GRAHAM:

Mr.lPresident, I think Senator Gilbert partially explained my position
with regard to this bill, but when I hear the hew and cry from the other
side of the aisle about people not Being represented; I'm reminded of
Alderman Hubbard's Ward in the City of Chicago.

SECRETARY: N

...Groen... !
PRESIDENT: o

Senator Groen.

SENATOR GROEN:

Mr. President, I wouldn't vote for this particular bill in it's pres-
ent form if it had been handed down as an 1lth commandmant. I vote no.
SECRETARY:

...Hall, Harris, Horsley, Hynes, Johmns, Knuebfer, Knuppel...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Knuppel,
SENATOR KNUPPEL:

As I said probably in the first speech I made from this floor, I came
here to be a responsible Senator. I voted for an implied consent bill that
was sponsored from the other side of the aisle when many of those people
on my side felt differently about it. There's no question that the right
to vote and the right to be représented is the greatest right the American
people have; our whole Constitution, our whole country, is founded on the
principle of.po representation, no taxation...the Boston Tea Party. I
would ask those men on the other side of the aisle who are withholding
their votes today, to thi;; responsibly when the absentees are called, and
to realize that through a plane tragedy or something else, we may have a

situation in this body where we need every possible member we can get.
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That was_ the thinking of the Constitutional Convention, the Governor has
taken credit for it, although there's Democrats and Republicans both sup-
ported it; the mandate is clear, and I would hate to have the iﬁpression
go forth from this body today that the people who live in that district
that was represented by Senator Lyons have been denied that representa-
tion purely because of the highly partisan, extremely partisan position
that they have taken, because the position they take is reparable to their
leader, the Governor. And no other implication can be put on their act,
except that they are taking this action with the appréval of their Gover-
nor. I called to their attention last week that the extreme partisanship
that has been displayed on numerous occasions detracts from this man as a
statesman. Please, he is the Governor of our state, he is my Governor,
give him the strength and the backing that is needed to make him appear,
4t least, to be a statesman...not a petty politician. I vote aye.
|
SECRETARY:

...Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin...
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. Senate Bill 67 was intro-
duced early in this sessionz' Nobody paid a bit of attention to it. T as-
sure you I was aware bf this problem. Finally, Representative Choate came
with his and there became a contest, in which I didn't particularly con-
test, as to who's bill would get there and who's bill would be signéd, and
I could care less about that. I quite agree that something has to be done;
but if we're talking about disenfranchising people for the period of 24
hours, I think that, in and of itself, means nothing. And I think it is
essential that this matter be given careful attention. I want to make it
expressly and abundantly clear; the fact that I was not successful in de-
feating the amendment yes;erday on the primary vote does not mean that I
will vote for this bill..., or in whgtever form it's presented. I most

certainly will. Now, there have been questions raised here today.' And

—66-




this bill, when it was introduced, was said to correct all the troubles
that the Governor had, and then we've had three or four more amendments
offered to it. I don't think perfection has arrived at a particular
point in time. Now, frankly, the question raised by Senator Fawell dis-
turbs me. Now maybe I should understand it, maybe I should comprehend
it, maybe I should be able to say yes, I know this is alright; but,
gentlemen, at the risk of having a better bill, I seé nothing wrong with
waiting until tomorrow and taking a'better look at ift. I dom't think
any further disenfranchiéement of a citizen for 24 hours is that material
when we're considering an important bill. For that reasom, today I v?te
present.
SECRETARY :
...Lyons...
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lyons.

SENATOR LYONS:

| Well, Mr. President and members. The thuﬁder of silence on the other
side on this matter at least restores us to the p;th of consistency any-
way. I had thought thesze for awhile, last summer, that the Governor was
suffering from an attack of statesmanship when he said that he was going
to sign one or both of these bills. That unfamiliar condition was quickly
suppressed, however, when he vetoed both of them. Now the proclivity of
this man to put the ‘partisan politics ahead of everything is now, I think,
becoming so obvious that it's practically impossible to miss the import
of every Act that he posits down there on that second floor. T have to
say that Senator McCartHy.hit the nail right on the head in his remarks
this morning, when he took eight infantile reasons that the Governor had
specified in what is presumably referred to as a veto message, and took
them apart piece by piece,‘and said the real reason that the Governor
vetoed the bills was the unexpressed ninth reason, pure, blatant politics
of the most crass variety. Now we're getting this in practically every

instance of this amendatory veto procedure. He could have done that, he
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didn't do it. All he had to do was take the stuff that he had in the
veto message and send up another one of those reconstructed bills that
are all over the building now under the so-called amendatory veto pro-
cedure, where we have the Governor's staff doing the Legislature's job
for it. He could have done that, but he didn't. Aﬁd the reason he
didn't, naturally, he was afraid somebody might accede to his wishes and
we would then have another man in this body, and we would have passed...
and we would have overridden his reauction veto for the University of
Illinois appropriation, as we said the other day. I'm voting aye on
this. I doﬁ'f expect that the bill is going to make the grade today,
because nobody on the Republican side of.the aisle is voting for it.
And I suppose that the reason that they are not is that they are yiel—
ding to the leadership of the Goverpor and playing politics with this
q&ing as he is playing with everything else. I vote aye.
‘SECRETARY :

...McBroom, McCarthy...
PREéIDENT:

Senator McCarthy.
SENATOR MCCARTHY: ~

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I heartily concur with
what Senator Lyons has said and I would state this to be a fact...a legis-
lative fact that is beyond dispute, this simple fact: there is no such
thing as a perfect bill. That's tﬁe reason we have the thousands of bills,
Mr. President, being presented each and every session of the Legislature;
is to correct and refine areas where the original thrust of the legisla-
tion perhaps has been subiect to some refinement. And so we must decide
this morning, I think, whether or mot we should pass this bill from the
body. Viewed, viewed, Mr. President, .in this context: if ultimately we
pass this bill, it still q}ll require the Governor's signafure, andlthe

record is crystal clear on that. In the Illinois State Journal on Septem-—

ber 28th, when he vetoed the bill, it was reported, and Ira Tinowitz

asked him the question, it was reported that Ogilvie earlier told a news .
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conference he would sign legislation to £ill vacancies; but changed his
minq{ Senator Lyons, after discovering the problems with the bills, accor-—
ding to John Kolbe, K-o-l1-b-e, Assistant Press Secretary to the Governor.
Now even if we pass this imperfect legislation some down the line, it won't
become a law until the Governor signs it. But we must pass it today, it
seems to me, or else we have only one option open to fill the facancy some-
time, sometime before the next genefal election, and that would be to take
action on Senator Laughlin's bill which would require the same number of
votes, 35 votes, that it would then become law, Mr. President, without the
signature of the Governor. That bill, which may be next on the call, would
not require the signature of the Governor and would be the conscious deli-
beration of this body, which was introduced on February 9th, and the legis-
lative history shown in the digest measures over three inches of considera-
tion by that body. So I'm suggesting to the members of this chamber, I'm
suggesting to the members of this chamber, that you've got your choice now.
Put 35 votes on this imperfect bill and trust that the Governor will comply
with the Constitution and keép his promises, or else you're forcing us into
the position of attempting to override his veto where we comply with the
Constitution and his signature is not necessary. "I would prefer to do it
this way, but if the votes aren't there, the next avenue is open. I vote
aye. ‘

SECRETARY:

...Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse, Nihill, 0'Brien,
Ozinga, Palmer, Partee...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

In explaining my vote. I thought for a few moments about something I
learned a long time ago. When I asked my grandfather one day why people do
tﬁings for one reason and ;o opposite things for a different reason, he said,
“Son, it all depends on whose ox is being gﬁred.". I suppose as we live we

look back on those happy childhood days when we learned some of our philo-

—69-




sophy from our elders and in later life we have an occasion to know how
much basic philosophy is contained in some old expressions we learned
from the old félks. Now, let me just tell you that it does depend here
on whose ox is being gored. I have in my hand a press release from the
office of Governor Richard B. Ogilvie: For immediate release, Spfing—
field, Illinois, October 20.

Governor Richard B. Ogilvie today, Wednesday, called special elec-
tions to fill the seat of U.S. Représentative Charlotte T. Reid, Repub-
lican, of Aurora. The G;vernor set February 15 for the Primary and
April 4 for the General Election. That district embraces DeKalb, La-
Salle, Kane, Kendall, and Grundy counties or parts of them.

Here is an election being set by the Governor which is going to cost
the taxpayers money. We're asking you to vote for a bill to fill a va-
cancy which costs not one dime of the taxpayers' money. I suppose you can,
bﬁcause of your superior wit and intelligence, explain to the people back
iA those counties that the monies expended for this specially called elec-
tioh are necessary and that go vote no on an election or an appointment or
a filling of a vacancy where no money is involved is a different situation.
But it just depends on-whose ox is being gored. We know—-we're not naive--
that he is anxious, as are you, to fill that seat in the Congress from the
15th District where a lady gade an individual choice to leave her elected
post as Congressman and accept an appointive post in the Federal Communi-
cations Commission. That is, of course, her prerogative. We only say to
you that those persons in the counties in the 52nd Distrfct, too, need
representation. It costs you not a dime to give it to them. I just had
; note brought here to meAby one of the Pages and it says, "Senator, I am
from Gillespie, the late Senator Lyons' home town. Thank you fox recog-
nizing our needs for representation’ and for working to obtain it for us."
Mts. Robert...I won't call the last name. It might émbarrass her. She's
sitting in the gallery, I suspect. Let's help this lady and all the other

204,000 people there, and let's give an election...let's give a vacancy

fulfillment here. I vote aye.
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SECRETARY :

...Rock, Romano, Rosander, Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Soper.

SENATOR SOPER: 3

Mr. President, members of the Senate. I must dry my eyes because when
Senator Partee, the honorable Pro Tém, made that statement about whose o0x-
is being gored; I said "That's righf, whose ox is being gored?". He knows
and we know that legislation is going to come out to cure this situation
which we have, but right today it's not gonna be done. Now, you've milked
this thing as far as you can milk it. You've got everything on the record,
you've cried, you've told us all about it; so I'm gonna vote present. I
like the concept of the bill. I voted for Laughlin's bill, I voted for
Choate's bill, and I'm gonna vote for this bill; but mnot today. I vote
pﬁesent.

SECRETARY :
...S%0urs...
PRESIDENT:

For what purpose dQes Senator Cherry arise?
SENATOR CHERRY:

A point of personal privilege, Mr. President. I personally resent the
remarks made by Senate Soper because when he voted for those bills there
was no Democratic vacancy in existence. Now there is.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sours.
SENATOR SOURS:

Mr. President and Senators. It's always a matter of deep amusement
on this side, among some of us here, that when we look over on the left
side and gaze upon the scribes and the Pharisees. Téday we hear an argu-
ment that we ought to follow the mandate of the new Constitution. Last
week and yesterday we tore up Section 3 of Article X with Cherry bills.

Yesterday we heard the argument, let the courts decide. You know, we
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get these specious arguments all thevtime. I think we're sent here to
use our heads and not put everything in litigation hoping that a Supreme
Court decision will favor or kill something. How would some of those
who feel, let the Court decide...how would they ;ote if we s;id; "Here's
a bill to reintroduce slavery."? I can hear the howls right now, "What
about the 13th Amendment, Senator? Why, we abolished slavery, that's in
the Constitution.”. 1I'd say, "Oh, no, let's have the Court tell us
whether we can reintroduce slavery.h. Now, Senator, I'd like to finish
this and I'1l give you the podium the rest of the afternoon. I'm going
to refer to you men on the other side, the scribes and the Pharisees, the
home rule position you've taken to license everything, almost to the inclu-
sion of animal wardens...that's a common way of saying dog catchers. Then
I hear, "We're going to be economical. How about the cost of the elec-
tion?". Well, I've been here 1l years and I've seen the spenders on your
side. You have voted for every goofy, silly, expensive appropriation
'bfll, you fed them, you voted éhem, and finally, when the cupboard is bare, '
you‘say, "Now let Uncle Sam éick it up.'". Christ referred to the Phari-
sees and the scribes as hypocrites; I vote presenf.
PRESIDENT: . “
What is your point of parliémentary inquiry?
SENATOR KNUPPEL: A
If we're supposed to use our heads, I wonder how the good Senator got
here.
SECRETARY:
...Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT: ’
Request for a call of the absentees. The absentees will be called.
SECRETARY:
Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
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SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. President and members of the body. More has been said on this
bill than needé to be said, I'm sure. However, 1 feel constrained to re-
spond somewhat to some of the irresponsible comments that have been made
on the other side directed to us as members on this side. I want.to tell -
you over there I was prepared to vote today for this bill. I know as well
as you do that something has to be done, but I reseﬁt the implication
thaF we are irresponsible and infanéile. I beg to point out that this is
an infantile action on your part. A simple, courteous request for one
day's delay. Many of us have not haa the opportunity to seriously ana-
lyze this bill. You and I know...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning has the floor.
SENATOR BERNING:

; You're not recognized. I don't care how many days it's been in
tﬂere, Senator Knuppel or anybody else on this floor, you nor I cannot
reaa every bill prior to the time we have to consider it. Maybe I'm
alone, but, frequently, the first time I can seri$usly spend time on a
measure is when the spomsor decides now you have ;o consider it. So I
say to you, in analyzing itlbriefly, there are serious questions; but,

1 repeat, I was prepared to vote for this bill today and would have had
it not been the determination by the leadership on this side that, in
deference to the serious, conscientious, responsible concern on the part
of some members on this side that the matter really ought to be held over
for one day. This one day in no way implies that any member of this
State of Illinois is goiné to be indefinitely denied being represented
in the body here. You're not recognized either. I resent the inplica-
tion that the Governor has injected-himself into this ;nd is playing
cheap politics, because this is absolutely not true. I categorically
reject this implication. I beg to remind the members on the other side
that when the unfortunate demise occurred of one of your members, we on

this side, gave our word we would respect the leadership as established
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at the outset of the session. We intend to be responsible, we intend to
meet our obligations; but we intend, at the same time, to demand our rights
for a little consideration even if it does pain you and, perhaps, give you
a political forum to sound off like the clanging bells. I vote present,

Mr. President. ‘ N
SECRETARY :

+..Carroll, Clarke, Coulson, Fawell, Graham, Harris, Horsley, Latherow,
Mitchler, Ozinga, Rosander, Walker;

PRESIDENT:

On tha; dhestion the yeas are 28, the nays are 1; 18 present. The bill,
having failed to receive the constitutioAal majority, is declared defeated.
Senator McCarthy. v
SENATOR MCCARTHY:
| Mr. President, I'd like to be recognized on a motion that has hereto-
fore been filed on SB 67. If I could have the attention of the body.
PRESIDENT:

‘ The Senator is recognized for that purpose.
SENATOR MCCARTHY:

Mr. President and members of the chamber, I filed this motion yester-
day which would ask that th?s body pass SB 67, the Governor's veto to the
contrary notwithstanding. Now, since that time, there have been a couple
of things happen that have led me to conclude that the hard crucial ques-
tions contained in this motion perhaps have already been resolved. The
hard, crucial question being: Shall the Constitution be implemented or
shall pious objections be sustained? Mr. President, members of the body.
I'm informed that Represe;tative Choate, in the House this morning, attemp-
ted to pass his bill, 2364 or whatever the number might be...I'll find it...
3042. Representative Choate attempted to‘pass HB 3042 which dealt with
the same subject matter and that the vote on that was 83 in favor aﬁd 62
against, or, if we interpolate the 60% necessary ¢n the 177 members, which
would be 107, Representative Choate fell short in the House 24 votes of

being able to pass the bill that was vetoed by the Governor...over his
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‘veto. And, -asi;Sené:'(or “Soper hag wise

think the matterlzvha's ‘been aired. -

action with the peép]e, he . P;as the/p

subject to criticism for his actxon, 1 Lhmk ve have the Deop]e ta make

r\otion tn over-

the legitimate Crltlt_lsm The matter here -in pursuing th

ride the veto- of Senator I,aughlin g blll which I hesi:ate to lntrud(’ in,

because of his auLhorship of ‘it, I thmk it would be’ nonproductive and
maybe counterproductive and, _therefore, I.wish to table the motion that

I made. . . .

PRESIDENT:

The Senator I{s ,Qithdrawing his motion: A]right. - §énator” Eors]e&,
you wish to.take-up. 6877 This is a House Bill retufned by éhe Fxecutive.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

Yes, Mr. President. That billrhas now been placed ‘on every member's

desk, the: amendment hds been ﬁlace/d"b’n_t}ia desk and Il"vthir;k'a copy of.

the-Governor's message has b'eeh,'plla' d: ot each desk.

stands, and if.you-vote no.or don't vote ves on this matter, it will mean
that a girl 18 ‘_can' be an administrator or an executor and a boy will have’

to be 21 to bé' an executor or an administrator. This bill, -ag it passed

both Houses and went to the (‘overnor, saxd :hat to be a executor under

a will they could be’ 18 but to-be an administracor th
was raised from 18 to 21 and they both had to be 21. -So that the Gover-
nor has suggested that an amendment. should be incrodu}ée‘d_ lowering the

21 to 18 on admifistrators; and it would.then be unifrorm's’p, that execu- |

tors and adm1nistrators could all be the -same age. 1§ 3"1{'5 just that

simple...3f we- want to take care of the 18 year old people and” we want X

a boy to have the same, right as a girl at-18 as being an’ executur or

administrator. I:would ask you to vote ves. The Rbuse‘ﬁa’s’already adop-~

ted the provision suggested by the Governor and it is now up to us 1n

ave the uniform

this body as to whether or not we v{i{nt to go- along and

age, 18, apply to. executors and administrators-alike.




PRESIDENT:

Is there discussion? Senator Egan. Just a moment. Let's break
up...Senators Romano, Sours and Rock. Senators Savickas and Palmer.
Senators Soper, Neistein, and Dougherty. Gentlemen, let's...Senator
Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Senator Horsley, will you yield to a question or two, please?
PRESIDENT: .

He indicates he will.

SENATOR EGAN: °

On the second page of the printed bill, which we have on the desk,
there is an underliﬁed number 21, which indicates to me that that bill
was originally 18 was amended in the action that was taken prior to sen-
q&ng this bill to the Governor's office for signature. Is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

That is correct that that was done. I don't-know whether it was
inadvertently done or hew it was done. I do not know it. ﬁut, if that
was done in the House, they have changed their minas and have agreed to
go along with the 18 and they did that this morning. I could get the
Journal out and research that, Senator Egan, but...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

My curiosity is this; If we passed fhis bill out of the Senate
leaving it 18 years old, and they change that in the House to make it
21 years old. Now the Governor wants .to change the House version to make
it 18, which we concurred En here, which we passed out.‘itﬁat's whaf I

~would like to know.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Horsley.
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SENATOR HORSLEY:

I'm sorry but I don't know the answer as to which House put that in,
but at any rate the House has already agreed to make it 18 this morning.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.

SENATOR HORSLEY:

I...excuse me.
PRESIDENT:

Oh! Excuse me, Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

Senator Egan, I've just been informeéd by one of the assistants that
it was done by a House amendment. So that they have, in effect, receded
from that House amendment this morning by overriding their own amendment,
4nd we passed it out of here at 18. So we've already passed the bill
once, but the Governor wants it in the form that we passed it in this
body. So, the researcher who checked it said it was done by an amendment
in the House and they have réceded from that amendment this morning by
agreeing to go along with the Governor'é suggestion.

PRESIDENT: N

Is there further discussion? The Secretary will call the roll.,
SECRETARY :

Arrington, Balti, Berning, Bidwill, Bruce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, Donnewald,
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley,
Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin,
Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, Newhouse,
Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, Palmer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Rosander,
Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Vadalabene,

Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Request for a call of the absentees. The absentees will be called.
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SECRETARY :

Arrington, Baltz, Bidwill, Carpentier, Clarke, Collins, Coulson,
Course, Davidson, Dougherty, Groen, Harris, Horsley, Hynes, Kosinski,
Kusibab, Lyons, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Newhouse, Ozinga,
Partee, Rock...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Partee.
SENATOR PARTEE:

Well, we've gotten ourselves into a little bit of a.tizzy here.

I think par£ of the reaction to this bill goes out of some retributive
.action and Senator Horsley's handling of this bill. But let me just say
this. I think we owe it to ourselves and to our constituents to address
ourselves to each of these on the individual...on the merits of these
ﬁ&lls. Now if you read the Governor's message here, it is a very sensi-
ble one. I don't always agree with him, as I just let you know a few
minutes ago; but, when he is right I say so, and he's right on this one
bec;use all it does is remové the disparity that exists between the 18

and 21 year old factors. We can't say 18 in one instance and 21 in
another, and all he is -dJoing is making it even, which makes sense. Now

if it appeals to your judgment, and it should appeal to your judgment
because it is a sensible provision, I would ask that this bill be voted
for. Let's not, on the basis of other things, kill good legislation.

This is a good bill. I vote aye.

SECRETARY :

...Rock, Rosander, Savickas, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Walker, Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Horsley.

SENATOR HORSLEY:

I would like to explain my vote. We have previously passed 1egisla-
tion that has been signed into law by the Governor making an 18 year old
liable for his debts, allowing him to contract, having all the responsi—

bilities of a man at 18, the same as a woman at 18. We have voted in this
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House once...in this Senate once to pass this bill in its...the form that
the Governor has asked for. I don't understand the changes that have
taken place, but if we are sincere in telling the 18 year olds in the
State of Illinois that now you are men, now you can contract, now you are
liable, now you.can be an executor or an administraﬁor, we'll vote yes
for this bill. I've done my duty and that's, if you don't care to vote
for it, that's entirely up to you because I feel strongly about it. I
think it is absurd to say to a girliof 18 you can be an administrator,
but if you are a boy of 18 you can't. I think it is ridiculous. I
think it's ;iﬁe that we made the law consistent. For that reason I want
to be recorded aye on this matter. We néed one vote, and I wish some-
body would give us that one vote so we can concur. One Vote. You didn't
vote, did you?
JRESIDENT:

On that question the yeas...Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I am sorry, Mr. President, I was trying to get your attention. I
didn't mean to be discourteous. I did want to...i wonder if the sponsor
would yield to a questien. »

PRESIDENT:

He indicates he Will.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Senator, let me see if I unde;stand what is happening here. Are we
saying that all youngsters at age 21 can be executors, and at age 18 can
be administrators? Is that the idea?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Horsley.
SENATOR HORSLEY:

If we don't vote yes on this, this bill dies, and it reverts béck to
the present law that says a girl 18 can be an administrator or an execu-
tor, and a boy would have to be 21 to be an administratqr or an executor.

What was done when the House amended it...they changed the adwinistrators
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to 21 and the executors to 18, and the Governor says that is wrong and
he sent it back and he says it ought to be uniform. So if we don't vote
yes and we let it die, we go back to the present old law of 18 and 21.
By voting yes, we merely say that girls and boys over 18 can be both
executors and administrators.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE.

I want to thank the sponsor for that explanation. I vote aye.
PRESIDENT:

On that question the years are 32, the nays are 8. The Senate con-
curs in the Executive amendment. Senator Walker is recog...Senator
Horsley moves to reconsider. Senator Chew moves to table.‘ All in favor
q& the motion to table signify by saying aye, contrary minded. The mo-
tion to table prevails. Senator Walker is recognized for the purpose of
tabling a bill.

SENATOR WALKER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to tableAHone Bill 531 and
House Bill 628. N .

PRESIDENT:

Motion by Senator Walkér to table House Bills 531 and 628. He is
the Senate sponsor of.both. All in favor signify by saying aye, contrary
minded. Motion to table prevails.. Are there other measures members vant
fo call at this point? Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Yes, Mr. President. HWe started to consider House Bill 1564. I be-
lieve the questions on the part of the assistant leader on the other side
have been resolved. As far as I know there is no other dispute on 1564.
It is a bill that is requested by the Municipal League and T would hbpe
that we would be able to get a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Senator Cherry, this is the bill that you
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were discussing with Senator Berning before. Is there any discussion?
Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW:

Senator Berning, I have one question now. Does this give them the
rights to move about those that have been stationedAin there for a con-
siderable length of time?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

It wouid érant the municipalities the right to control the loca-
tions, yes. -
PRESIDENT:

Senator Latherow.

SQNATOR LATHEROW:

Otherwise someone who has been located on a property there, let me
say for instance 10 years, thg city possibly had their zoning and so on
liké...we might say, now they come along with this apd under this they
can "move your trailer", right? .

PRESIDENT: ~

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

I doubt that the city would be able to exercise that type of ex post
facto control. This would control.the placement of mobile homes in the
cities from this point on, as I interpret it.

PRESIDENT:

Is there further diseussion? Secreta}& will call the roll.
SECRETARY:

Arrington, Baltz, Berning, Bidwill, Biuce, Carpentier, Carroll,
Cherry, Chew, Clarke, Collins, Coulson, Course, Davidson, ﬁonnewald;
Dougherty, Egan, Fawell, Gilbert, Graham, Groen, Hall, Harris, Horsley,

Hynes, Johns, Knuepfer, Knuppel, Kosinski, Kusibab, Latherow, Laughlin...
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin.
SENATOR LAUGHLiN:

Mr. President. Senator Bgrning, would you explain to me the signi-
ficance in the amendment which says the corporate authorities may’also
locate or prohibit such structures which are not within the confines of
a mobile home. Do you mean somebody comes in and gets permission to be
at 1234 South Grove under certain circumstances, or somebody else comes
in later and wants to go out in some other street, and that in each case
the city counc&l or the city authorifies determines where a mobile home
can be located?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Under the interpretation of the Spartavcase, as a result of the Su-
preme Court decision, that is precisely what the city cannot do now.
Any;ne can locate anywhere. This is intended to give the municipalities
the right to designate where individual mobile hoées may be placed.
PRESIDENT: ’ ~ '

Senator Laughlin.

SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

I'm not familiar with the case, Senator Berning. But does that say
that in a zoning ordinance, for example, of a municipality, that the city
or the municipal corporation has no authority to control the location,
generally, through zoning of mobile homes.

PRESIDENT: N

Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

This does not impair the right of the municipality under the zoning
enabling legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Laughlin.
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SENATOR LAUGHLIN:

I simply wish to vote no.
SECRETARY:

...Lyons, McBroom, McCarthy, Merritt, Mitchler, Mohr, Neistein, New-
housé, Nihill, O'Brien, Ozinga, Palmer, Partee, Rock, Romano, Rosander,
Saperstein, Savickas, Smith, Soper, Sours, Swinarski, Vadalabene, Walker,
Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

It is obvious the membe?s of the body are not paying attention té a
rather serious matter. Obviously, in deference to their better judgment,
I would request that this matter be postponed.

PRESIDENT:

Motion to postpone consideration. All in favor signify by saying
aye. Contrary minded. Motion to postpone eonsideration prevails. Sena-
tor'Neistein. .

SENATOR NEISTEIN:

How many times has this bill been postponed? Is this the first time?
PRESIDENT:

This is the first time.

SENATOR NEISTEIN:
And how long is he postponing it until?
PRESIDENT:

It is postponed indefinitely until he calls it up again.
SENATOR NEISTEIN:

Thank you very much.

PRESIDENT:

Resolutions. We have an important one I will ask the Secre£ary to
read. Senators be in their seats. Just a moment, let's...before we pro-
ceed on the resolutions I am going to ask that the Senators be in their

seats. Senators. Proceed.
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SECRETARY :

Senate Resolution 232, introdcued by Senator Latherow and all mem-
bers. Whereas our highly respected colleague, the Honorable Tom Merritt,
celebrates his 60th birthday on October 22, 1971, and Whereas he has
served meritoriously in the Senate for four terms, Bringing to this body
a wide knowledge and experience in the world of finance and insurance,
and has served with distinction on the Executive and Financial Institu-
tions Committees, and Whereas the Hﬁnorable Tom Merritt is a credit to
this body and to his community of Hoopeston, Illinois, and exemplifies
those Ameriéad ideals to which we are so deeply committed, therefore be
it resolved by the Senate of the 77th Geﬂeral Assembly of the State of
Illinois that we heartily congratulate our esteemed colleague, Senator
Tom Merritt, in the celebration of his 60th birthday, that we extend our
q&ncere best wishes for a long life and good health, and that a suitable
copy of this preamble and resolution be forwarded to the Honorable Tom
Merritt.

PREéIDENT:

Senator Latherow.
SENATOR LATHEROW: ~

Mr. President, I might want to say that on this particular occasion,
I am doing this for a fellow that is roomiﬁg with me, or we have an apart-
ment together. And, also, I want to say that I thought maybe with this,
if I would brag on him a little, i£ might help things. I want the body to
know there have been times when even I've had some thinking of possibly
trying to get myself appointed administrator for him, but with maybe this
resolution and a little aétion and-braggiﬁg on him for a little commemo-
rative area éf today's birthday, I thought maybe it might help. So I
move the adoption of the resolution.

PRESIDENT: N

All Senators will be shown as the spomsor of the resolution. All

in favor of the adoption of the resolution indicate by saying aye. Con-

trary minded. Resolution is adopted, Senator. Senator McBroom.
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SENATOR MCBROOM:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. I just wanted éo tell my
seatmate that I was not remiss. I also had a resolution drafted, but
your roommate beat me to it, Senator Merritt, so I will just give you my
typewritten resolution here. Happy Birthday.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Merritt.
SENATOR MERRITT:

Mr. President, my colleagues in the Senate. It would be the first
time, I gue;s; that I would ask for an amendment to a resolution. I
would like to strike that notorious out éf there, and certainly I would
like to change the date to the 20th. It's today. My roommate isn't Qery
observant. I would just say this, though, those of you who know me the

|

best here, I can't begin to compete with Senator Mitchler on the number
of resolutions that I have ever offered here; but, when I did, never
thinking that the day would come when I would be honored like I have here
tod;y. It...in my 60 years, I can truthfully say thgt the most happy
were spent right here in this body where I have cértainly enjoyed the
friendship and close adsociation with all of you. The year; have been
kind to me, people of my district have been kind, and you have been éven
kinder down here. I just...I can't say anything more but thanks...thanks
a million, fellows.
PRESIDENT:

Are there announcements? Senator Saperstein.
SENATOR SAPERSTEIN: )

The Education Commitgee will ‘meet imﬁediately after adjournment in
Room M-1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bidwill, do you want to announce anything? Wﬁere is Sénator

Bidwill? Here he comes running. Say, vou're getting faster, Senator Bid-

will.
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SENATOR BIDWILL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wish to announce a Republican caucus in
419 at 9 o'clock tomorrow morning. 419.
PRESIDENT:

If you keep moving that fast, we are going to have you to the St. Louis
Cardinals, Senator. Senator Cherry.
SENATOR CHERRY:

The Executive Committee meetiné scheduled for today will be cancelled
because there are no bills to be considered.
PRESIDENT: '

Senator Dougherey.
SENATOR DOUGHERTY:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. The Committee on Local Gov-
ernment will meet at 2 o'clock on the Senate floor.
PRESIDENT:

' Motion by Senator Davidson to adjourn until 10 o'eclock tomorrow mor-

niné. All in favor signify sy saying aye, contrary minded. Senate stands

adjourned.
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